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Thb  latb  Eabl  of  Beaoonsfieid,  K.G. — Address  to  Her  Majesty — 

Moved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  praying  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty will  give  directions  that  a  Monument  be  erected  in  the  collegiate  church  of  St. 
Peter,  Westminster,  to  the  memory  of  the  late  Right  Honourable  the  Earl  of 
Beaconsfield,  E.G.,  with  an  inscription  expressive  of  the  nigh  sense  entertained  by  the 
House  of  his  rare  and  splendid  gifts,  and  of  his  devoted  laboiirs  in  Parliament  and  in 
great  offices  of  State ;  and  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that  this  House  will  concur  in 
giving  effect  to  Her  Majesty's  directions;— (jTA^  £arl  Granville)       . .  •  •  1 

After  short  debate,  on  question,  agreed  to,  nemine  dissentienU : — Ordered 
^at  the  said  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords  with 
White  Staves. 
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MovmoDrr  to  the  late  Right  Hox.  the  Earl  of  Beaoonsfield,  K.O. — 
Coneidered  in  Committee  . .  . .       88 

Movedf  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  Her 
Majesty  wiU  nve  directions  that  a  Monument  be  erected  in  the  Collegiate  Church  of 
Saint  reter,  Westminster,  to  the  Memory  of  the  late  Right  Hon.  the  Earl  of  Beacons- 
field,  with  an  Inscription  expressive  of  the  high  sense  entertained  by  the  House  of  his 
rare  and  splendid  g^ifts,  and  of  his  devoted  labours  in  Parliament  and  in  great 
Offices  of  State ;  and  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that  this  House  wUl  make  gooof  the 
expenses  attending  the  same/' — {Ifr.  Gladstone.) 

Moved,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair," — {Afr.  Ldbouehere :) 
— After  short  debate.  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  54, 
Noes  880 ;  Majority  826. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .       64 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to:  —  Besolution  to  be  reported  To* 
morrow. 

Xiand  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  135] — Second  Beadiko.    Adjourksd 
Debate.    [Fifth  Wight] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [25th  April],  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was. 

To  leare  oat  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '*this  House,  while  willing  to  consider  any  just  measure,  founded  upon 
sound  principles,  that  will  benefit  tenants  of  land  in  Ireland,  is  of  opinion  that 
the  leamng  provisions  of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  are  in  tiie  main  eoonomicaUy 
unsound,  unjust,  and  impolitic," — {Lord  Elcho^) — instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  <*That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Question :" — Debate  reeumA  . .  . .  58 

After  long  debate,  Moved,  ''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 
Shaw :)  —  Question  put,  and  agreed  to :  —  Debate  further  adjourned  till 
Thureaag, 

Pabluxsntaby  Oaths  (Motion  fob  Bill) — Adjoubnsd  Debate — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Question  [6th  May], 

*'  That  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Question  r2nd  May],  *  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair  for  Commfttee  on  the  Parliamentarv  Oaths  ^Motion  for  Bill) '  be 
further  Adjourned  till  Tuesday  next,  at  Two  of  the  clock,'* — {Lord  Frgderiek  (Wm- 
dish,) 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till 

Tuesday  next,  at  Two  of  the  clock :  " — Debate  reeumed  . ,  . .     123 

Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,' W5ir  Walter  B.  Barttelot :) 

— After  short  debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  182, 

Noes  202;   Majority  20.— (Diy.  List,  No.  199.) 
Main  Question  again  proposed : — After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave, 

•ri<A4r«icii:— I&bate  on  Question  f  2nd  May],  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 

now  leave  the  Chtdr,^^  fitrther  adjourned  till  To-wtorrow, 
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PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

Niw  Standing  Obdeb — 

Mowed,  **  That  the  mnnioiMl  or  other  local  aathoritv  of  any  town  or  district  alleging  in 
their  Petition  that  Buon  town  or  district  may  oe  injuriouBlj  affected  hj  the  pro- 
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mitted  to  a  Select  Committee. 
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Land  Tax  Commissioners'  Names  Bill  [Bill  126]— 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Ifoved,  **  That  Mr.   Speaker  do  now  leave 

the  Chair,"-.r  J/r.  J.  Holms)  . .  . .  . .    1170 

Moved,    '*That  the  Debate   be   now  adjourned," — (Mr.  Healy  :)^kStQT 

short  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  11,  Noes  80 ; 

Majority  69.— (Div.  List,  No.  209.) 
Original  Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  79,  Noe  1 ;  Majority  78. 

—(Div.  List,  No.  210.) 
Main  Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 

agreed  to : — Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to  be 

read  the  third  time  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  olook. 

MOTIONS. 

Ibisu  Exeouttve— Motion  of  Censure — 

Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  action  of  the  Irish  Executive  in  arbi- 
trarily arresting  a  Member  of  the  House  without  reasonable  gpround ;  in  proclaiming  a 
state  of  siege  in  Dublin ;  in  imprisoning  the  Rev.  Mr.  Sheehy  and  many  other  men 
of  high  character  and  good  conduct ;  and  in  affording  the  use  of  the  armed  forces  of 
the  Crown  for  the  wholesale  execution  of  wanton  and  cruel  evictions  is  an  abuse  of 
the  exceptional  powers  conferred  by  Parliament ;  and  is  calculated  to  promote  dis- 
aflFection  in  Ireland,'*— (il/r.  yM#^«»  ir*Car<Ay)  ..  ..  ..    1174 

Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — ( Mr,  0*Donnell:) — Motion 
agreed  to : — Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  olook. 

Board  Schools  (Scotland)  Teachers  BUI— Ordered  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,  Mr,  Orr 

Ewing)  ..  ..  ••  ..  ..    1182 

[House  counted  out.] 
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TuKKET  AND  Grebcb — Thb  CONVENTION — Questiou,  The  Earl  of  Boseberj ; 

Answer,  Earl  Granville        ..  •.  ..  ..  1183 

Charitable  Trusts  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (No.  59)— 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)    . .  . .  • .   1183 

Amendments  made;  Bill  to  he  printed,  as  amended.    (No.  96.) 
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William  Harcourt  . .  . .  . .  . .   1202 
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swer, Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  . .  . .  . .   1202 

Natural  History   Museum,   South  Kensington — Question,  Mr.  Firth; 

Answer,  Mr.  Spencer  Walpole  . .  . .  . .  1208 

State  of  Ireland—"  Slave  Drtvino"  in  Galway— Question,  Mr.  T.  P. 

O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster    . .  . .  . .   1204 

Italy — Occupation  of  Tripoli — Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold,   Answer, 

Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ..  ..  ..  ..   1206 

France — Affairs  of  Tunis — Questions,  The  Earl  of  Beotive,  Mr.  Mon- 
tague Guest ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  •  •   1206 
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Forstep  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1208 
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Pboteotion  of  Pebson  and  PBOPEBTr  (Ibeland)  Act,  1881 — ^Abbest  of 
Mb.  Bbennan — Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Lord  Eandolph  Churchill ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster    . .  . .  . .  . .   1210 

State  of  Ibeland — Abmed  Eesistance,  Co.  Limebick — Question,  Viscount 

Gal  way ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster        . .  . .  . .   1211 

Pboteotion  of  Pebson  and  Pbopebty  (Ibeland)  Act,  1881 — Abbest  of 
Mb.  Dillon,  Fatheb  Sheehy,  and  Othebs — Question,  Mr.  Healy ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster. .  ..  ..  ..1211 

Pabuament — Business  of  the  House — Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone        ..  ..  ..1211 

Cypbus — The    Habboub    of    Famagusta  —  Pubciiase    of    the   Island^ 

Questions,  Sir  William  Palliser,  Mr.  Bourke ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  1212 

Death   of  the    Right    Hon.    William   Patbick   Adam — Question,  Mr. 

Onslow;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone;  Observations,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  1213 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


Ibish  Executive — Motion  of  Censube — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [23rd  May] : — 
Question  again  proposed  : — Debate  r^atimtfo^  ..  ..1214 

After  long  debate,  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 
0^ Sullivan:) — After  further  short  debate,  it  beinj*  ten  minutes  before 
Seven  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned  till  this  day. 

House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  seven  minutes  to  Seven  of  the  clock. 
House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  clock. 

MOTION. 


Obown  Lands  (Wales) — ^Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  Mr.  Pugh  . .   1262 

[House  counted  out.] 
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OoKKiTrsBs  (Ascension  Day)— The  **  Count-Out"  on  Tuesday — 

Mo94d^  *'  That  Committees  ihall  not  sit  To-morrow,  boing  Ascensioii  Day,  until  Two  of 
the  dock,  and  have  leave  to  ut  until  Six  of  the  clock,  notwithstanding  the  sitting  of 
the  House,"— (Jfr.  ^#<rr#/ary  CAii<^«)  ..    1268 

After  short  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  58,  Noes 
41 ;  Majoritj  17.--(Div.  list,  No.  213.) 
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Removal  Terms  (Scotland)  Bill  [Bill  8]— 

Moved,    ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"  —  {Mr.   Jam$» 

Stewart)  • .  . .  . .  . .    1270 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom- 
mitted  for  To-morrow. 
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Jfovedt  **  That  the  Order  for  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill  be  dis- 
charged,**— {Mr.  Inderwiek)  . ,  . .  . .    1277 
Motion  agreed  to : — Order  discharged : — Bill  withdrawn. 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Warnings  to   Remove)   (Scotland) 
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Order  for  Second  Beading  read  .  . .  . .   1278 

After  short  debate,  Second  Beading  deferred  till  Wednesday  20th  July. 
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Moved,  •'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,** — {Mr.  Dillwyn)       . .   1278 
After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom^ 
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Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  *'  now,     and  at  the  end  of 
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Robert  FowUr.) 
Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word  '  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " 

— After  short  debate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the 

clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 
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Moved,  ''That  the  Order  for  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill  be  dis- 
charged, *'—(ifr.  Ernest  Noel)  . .  . .   1302 
Motion  agreed  to : — Order  discharged j — Bill  withdrawn. 
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Committee  . .  . .  . .  • .     180S 
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Campbell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  . .  . .  . .   1460 

Pabliamknt — Public  Business — Supply— Vote  on  Acoount— Question,  Mr. 

Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone : — Short  debate  thereon  . .   1460 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


OuBtoms  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  [Bill  136]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered  . .  • .   14^1 

After  ihort  debate,  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 
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Land  Law  (Ireland^  Bill  [Bm  135]— 

Bill  emmierei  in  Committee  [Pro^^  26/A  JToy]  [^ooom  Night]  . .   1454 

After  long  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  ±V>gTeaB ;  to  sit  again 
npon  Monday  next. 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the  dock,  the  House  suspended  its 

letting.  

The  Honse  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  clock. 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


ScFPLT — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'  That  Kr.  Speaicer  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

Sbpkessxtattov  of  thx  People  (Electiox  8T8TEMs)~-BE80Lmo3r — 
Amendment  proposed. 

To  lesre  oat  from  the  word  *'  That  **  to  the  end  of  the  Qapstion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  ''a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the 
■ystem  of  election  of  Hemberf  of  this  House  h€«t  calculated  to  secore  the  jnst 
and  complete  representation  of  th«  whole  electoral  body," — ( JTr.  BlmMtrMmsmtt,) — 
instead  thereof  ..    1524 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :" — After  short  debate.  Question  put : — The  House 
dwided;  Ayes  102,  Noes  40;  Majority  62.— (Div.  List,  No.  217.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  the  Chair :  " — 

The  Botal  I&ish  Coxstabttulry — ^Thk  CoNixDKirnAL  CiBctrLAB  Tt> 
CouHTT  LrsPECTORS — Obserrations,  Mr.  Callan,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor ; 
Beply,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .   1655 

Ibish  Fisheries — Observations,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill ;  Beply,  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish  : — Short  debate  thereon  . .   1536 

Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  iigrud  to. 

BTTPPLY — oomidm'ed  in  Committee— Army  Estimatbs — 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^*That  a  sam,  not  exceeding  £3,411,000,  he 
granted  to  Her  Blajesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  for  Pro\'i8ion8,  Forage,  Fael, 
Transport,  and  other  S^^vices,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1882 "  . .  . .    I550 

Moved f  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progrefls,  and  ask  leare  to  sit  again,*' — {Mr, 

Arthur  O'Connor :) — After  short  debate.  Question  put: — The  Committee  diviiod ; 

Ayes  7,  Koes  73  ;  Majority  66.— {I)iv.  List,  No.  218.) 
Original  Question  again  proposed : — Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 

Chair," — f General  Bumaby  :) — ^After  short  debate.  Question  put : — The  Committee 

divided;  Ajf  6,  Noes  65  ;  Majority  59.— {Div.  List,  No.  219.) 
Original  Question  again  proposed : — Moved,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 

and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — (Mr.  Biggar  :) — After  further  short  debate,  Queotion 

pot:— The    Committee   divided;    Ayes  7,  Noes  57;    Majority  50.— {Div.    List, 

No.  220.) 
Original  Question  again  proposed : — After  short  debate.  Moved,  **  That  the  Chairman 

do  now  leave  the  Chair,** — {Mr.  Leamy  :) — After  further  short  debate,  Motion,  by 

leave,  withdraun. 
Original  Qnettion  again  proposed:— After  short  debate,  Original  Question  put,  and 

s^retd  to. 

Beflolution  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next;  Committee  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next.  

Lord  LiautaiUUltS  of  CoUStieS  (Ireland)  B  m— Ordered  {Mr.  Litton,  Mr.  FindkUor, 

Mr.  Jome»  Diekton,  Mr.  Leu) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  180]  . .  ]586 
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Private  and  Pbovisional  Obdbr  Confibmation  Bills — 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  Kos.  92.  and  93.  be  suspended ;  and  that  the  time  for 
depositing  petitions  praying  to  be  heard  against  Private  and  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation Bills,  which  would  otherwise  expire  during  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
at  Whitsuntide,  be  extended  to  the  first  day  on  which  the  House  shall  sit  after  the 
recess. 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  72.  and  82.  be  suspended  for  the  remainder  of  the 
Se88ion,~(rA«  Earl  of  Sedesdale.) 

BSFOBMATOBT  EDUCATION — EeSOLTTTIONS — 

Moved  to  resolve — 

**  1 .  That  it  is  desirable  to  consolidate  the  several  laws  relating  to  reformatory  and 

industrial  education  of  children  who  have  been  convicted  of  crime  or  are,  without 

anycompetent  guardianship,  in  criminal  ways  of  life  ; 
**  2.  That  punishment  for  crime  should  be  a  treatment  separate  from  general  education ; 

and 
**  3.  That  all  publicly  aided  schools  should  be  under  the  Education  Department," — (Th4 

Lord  Norton)  . .  . .  . .  . .    1586 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

Law  Relatino  to   the  Pbotection    of    Young   Gibls — ^Motion  F0|t  a 
Select  Committee — 

Moved,  **That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the  law 
relative  to  the  protection  of  young  girls  from  artifices  to  induce  them  to  lead  a  cor- 
rupt life,  and  into  the  means  of  amending  the  same/' — {The  Earl  of  Dalhoueie)       ..    1603 

After  short  debate,  on  Question,  agreed  to. 

And,  on  June  14,  Oommittee  nominated : — List  of  the  Committee  . .   1613 

JuBT  Laws  (Ibeland^ — Nomination  of  Select  Committee — 

Observations,  Lord  Denman    ..  ..  ..  ..1613 

Sommary  Procedure  (Scotland)  Act  Amendment  Bill  [H.L.]^Fresented  (The 

Earl  of  Dalhoueie)  ;  read  1»  (No.  99)  . .  . .  . .    1618 

CastomB  and  Inland  Rerenne  Bill— 

Brought  from  the  Commons;  read  1*;  to  be  read  2*  To-tnorrow  ;  and  Standing  Order 
No.  XXXV.  to  be  considered  in  order  to  its  being  dispensed  with, — {The  Lord 
Thurlow,)  (No.  98.) 
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Or  eat  North  of  Scotland  Railway  Bill  {hy  Order)-- 
Moved,  **  That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now  considered  "  . .  . .    1614 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Qnestion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  pending  the  innuiry  into  Railway  Rates  and  Charges  by  the  Select  Committee 
of  this  House,  tiie  Consideration  of  the  Bill  bo  postponed,*'— (Jfr.  Jamee  Howard,)-- 
instead  thereof . 

Qnestion  Droposed,  *'That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :  "—After  debate,  Question  put :— The  House  divided; 
Ayes  175,  Noes  127 ;  Majority  48.--{Di7.  List,  No.  221.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  considered. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 
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Mr.  Schreiber;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett       . .  . .   1643 
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NETT — Questions,  Mr.  O'SuUivan,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  . .  . .  . .  . .   1648 
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— Question,  Mr.  Alexander  M' Arthur;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  . .   1660 

Ireland — Antrim  Licensing  Sessions — Question,   Mr.  Biggar;  Answer, 
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Drummond  Wolff;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hai*tington  . .   1661 
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Mr.  Beresford  Hope  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .   1660 

Abmy  Organization — Wabbant  Officebs   of   the   Eoyal   Engineebs — 

Question,  Sir  Henry  Tyler ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers         . .  . .    1661 

Post    Opficb — Telegraph    Wibes    (Metropolis) — Question,    Sir    Henry 

Tyler ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt      ..  ..  ..1661 

LiFB  Assurance  Companies'   Act,    1870 — Bbtubns — Question,  Sir  Henry 

Tyler ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  . .  . .  1662 

Post  Office — Pabcel  Post — Collection  of  Accounts — Question,  Mr.  A. 

Grant ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fa weett  ..  ..  ,.  1662 

India — Pbotbstant  Missionabies — Question,  Mr.  Whitley;  Answer,  The   * 

Marquess  of  Hartington      . .  . .  . .  . .   1663 

BoYAL  HiBEBNiAN  MiLiTABY  ScHooL — Qusstion,  Mr.  MoldoH  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Childers  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1663 

South    Afbica  —  Loan    fob    the    Cape    Govebnment — Question,    Mr. 

Anderson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Grant  Duff  . .  . .  . .   1664 

State  of  Ireland — Dungarvan   Workhouse — Question,  Mr.  E.  Power; 

Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  . .  . .   1664 

Belief  of  Distress  Act — Loans  to  Railways — Question,  Mr.  P.  Martin ; 

Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  . .  . .   1666 

Landlobd    and    Tenant    (Ibeland) — Conditions    of   Tenubb — Question, 

Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .  . .  1665 

Afghanistan— Evacuation    of    Pishin — Alleged    Settlement    op    the 

Difficulty  with  the  Bheels — Questions,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Colonel 

Makins;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .   1666 

Land  Law  (Ireland)   Bill— Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote;   Answer, 

Mr.  Gladstone  ..  ..  ..   1667 

MOTION. 


Pabliahbnt — Pbivileoe  (Mb.  P.  Eoan) — 

ITmW,  '*  That  the  Letter  published  in  the  '  Frreman*8  Journal '  of  the  26th  May,  signed 
Patrick  Egan,  is  a  breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this  House/'— (iTr.  MitclM  Henry)  . .    1667 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agretd  to. 

Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn/* — {^Mr»  Parnell:) — After  do- 
bate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAT. 

■  »«0'»'  ■ 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  BiU  [Bill  135]— 

Bill  fontirfww/ in  Committee  [ProffreMs  27th  May.]  [Thtbd  Nioht]         ..   1695 
After  long  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
TMnprroWf  at  Two  of  the  olook. 
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BUPFLY—eanHdered  in  Committee — Civil   Sebvioes  and  RsvEinTB  Di- 

PABTMENTS — FUETHEB  VOTB  ON  AoCOUNT. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^'That  a  farther  sam,  not  exceeding  £2,541,300, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or  towards  defraying  the  Charge  for 
the  following  Civil  Services  and  Kevenue  Departments  for  the  year  ending  on  the 
31st  day  of  March  1882,  viz. : — [Then  the  several  Services  set  forth]  . .    17S7 

Moved f  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,** — {Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff:) — After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed      . .  . .  . .  . .    17M 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^'That  a  further  sum,  not  exceeding  £2,321,300, 
be  granted,  &c.," — (Mr.  FarneU:)—AiteT  short  debate,  Moved,  "That  the  Chair- 
man do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,'* — {Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor :) — After 
further  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  put: — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  18,  Noes  186;  Majority  167. — (Dir. 
List,  No.  222.) 

Besolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock  : — Committee 
to  sit  again  upon  Wednesday, 

Supply — Hepoet — Besolution  [27tli  May]  reported  . .  . .  1769 

Besolution  read  a  second  time : — Moved,  **  That  this  House  doth  agree 
with  th^  Committee  in  the  said  Besolution." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of 
jthe  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  '^  the  said  Besolution  be  re- 
committed,"— {Mr,  Arthur  O* Connor,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *' That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :  " — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Besolution  agreed  to, 

Liin)  Law  (Tbbland)   [Payment    of    Indemnity,    Advances,   Salaries, 
Expenses,  &o.] — 
Considered  in  Committee  . .    1761 

Besolution  agreed  to;  to  he  reported  To-motTow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

LOBDS,  TUESDAY,  MAY  81. 
Veterinary  Surgeons  Bill  (No.  87)— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\"— (7%^  Lord  Aherdare)  . .   1762 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  eoiH' 

mitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  the  16M  of 

Jun$  next. 

SooTOH  Business — Looal  Goveenment  and  Local  Taxation  (Scotland) 
—Observations,  The  Earl  of  Minto,  The  Duke  of  Argyll,  The  Earl  of 
Camperdown;  Beply,  The  Earl  of  Dalhousie  . .  . .   1765 

Pabliament — Public  Business — Bfvees  Conservancy  and  Floods  Pre- 
VENTioN  Bill — Questions,  The  Duke  of  Somerset,  The  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  The  Duke  of  Marlborough  ;  Answers,  Earl  Spencer  . .   1769 

Aemt  Oroanization — Militia  and  Line  Batialions — Questions,  Obser- 
vations, The  Earl  of  Galloway;  Beply,  The  Earl  of  Morley:— Short 
debate  thereon  . .  . .  . .  . .   1770 

Ciutoms  and  Inland  Bevenne  Bill— Read  2*  (according  to  order);  Committee 
negatived :  Then  Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  considered  (according  to  order),  and 
dispensed  with :  Bill  read  3*,  and  passed. 

Stationery  Office  (Controller's  Beport) — 

Select  Committee  appointed,  Buoh  Committee  to  consist  of  five  Lords,  "  to  consider  the 
First  Report  of  the  Controller  of  Her  Majesty's  Stationery  Office,**— (TA*  Lord 
Thurhw.) 

Aud,  on  Jiiue  2,  Committee  tionnualed: — List  of  the  Committee  ••  . .    177^ 
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Sitting.  
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FisHDco  Vessels*  Lights — Bsport  of  the  Select  CoiacmB— Bbsoltt- 

TIOK — 
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{The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Solid  for  General  for  Scotland);  presented,  and 
read  the  first  time.     [Bill  182.] 
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Chair," — {Sir  JFilliam  Harcourt)       ..  ..  ..  ..    1984 
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WXYS  AND  ?IeAN8— 

Considered  in  Couixnittoo. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Hesolred,  That  towards  mftkinp:  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  serrioe 
of  t')o  year  e^IIno:  on  the  3lst  day  of  March  1882,  the  sum  of  £o,962,300  be  granted 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  Unitt'd  Kingdom. 

Be^lution  to  be  reported  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock ;  Committee  to  lit  agais 
To'tnerrow. 
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COMMONS. 
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Thtjbsday,  May  26. 
iV-M^Mi — ^William  Farrer  Eoroyd,  esquire. 
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minutes.!— Public  BwL^Firtt  Reading-- 
Bridget  (South  Wales)  •  (83). 

tde  late  earl  of  beacons- 
field.  K.O. 

ADDRB88  TO  HEB  MAJESTY. 

EABL  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  I 
rise  to  move  the  Address  of  which  I 
have  gtren  Notice,  and  which  is  as  fol- 
lows:— 

"  That  an  h amble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Maji>«ty  praying  that  Her  Majesty  will 
give  directions  that  a  Monument  be  erected  in 
Uie  collegiate  chnrch  of  St.  Petor,  Westminster, 
to  the  memory  of  the  late  Right  Honourable  the 
Earl  of  Beaconsfield,  K.G.,  with  an  ins^^ription 
expressive  of  the  high  sense  entertained  by  the 
House  of  his  rare  and  splendid  gifts,  and  of  his 
deroted  labours  in  Parliament  and  in  great 
offices  of  State ;  and  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that 
this  House  will  concur  in  giving  effect  to  Her 
M^esty*s  directions.** 

VOL.  COLXL      [tkxbd  sxeixs.] 


My  Lords,  very  few  arguments  are  re* 
quired  to  induce  your  Lordships  to  agree 
to  that  Motion ;  and  for  this  reason,  and 
for  some  others,  I  shall  confine  my  ob* 
servations  within  narrow  limits.  This 
is  not  the  time,  and  I  am  not  the  person, 
to  give  a  biographical  sketch  of  one  so 
weu  known  as  Lord  Beaconsfield,  and  it 
would  still  less  become  me  to  analyze, 
in  any  degree,  his  policy  or  his  political 
actions.  For  me  to  give  my  approval  of 
these  would  give  a  stamp  of  insincerity 
to  my  remarks,  which  would  be  dis- 
pleasing to  your  Lordships,  and  which 
would  not  be  creditable  to  mvself.  My 
Lords,  our  long  experience  of  Constitu* 
tional  Government  has  convinced  nearly 
all  Englishmen  that  Party  Government 
is  necessary  for  the  good  working  of 
Representative  Institutions,  and  that 
Party  organization  is  needful  in  order 
to  establish  a  strong  and  efficient  Go* 
vemmeut  under  the  Constitution.  But, 
owing  to  the  same  experience,  together 
with  other  favouring  circumstances, 
there  is  no  country  where  the  relations 
of  political   opponents   are  more  free 
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from  pergonal  bitterness,    none   \rhere 
the  rend  in  ess  is  preater  at  the  proper 
moment  to  drop  Party  feelinpfs  and  ex- 
clusively to  consider  that  which  is  for 
the  national  dipnity.     I  believe  it  is  for 
the  dij^nity  of  the  nation  that  from  time 
to  time,  and   on  exceptional  occasions. 
Parliament  should  recognize  the  public 
services  of  statesmen,  not  as  a  proof  of 
universal    approval    of   the  particular 
policy  which  they  may  have  pursued, 
for  that  would  be  impossible,  but  as  an 
acknowledgment  of  unusual  abilities  de- 
voted in  eminent  positions  to  the  service 
of  the  State.      My  Lords,  it  is  impos- 
sible   for   anyone   to    deny   that  Lord 
BeaconsBeld    played    a   great   part    in 
English    history.      No   one   can    deny 
his   rare  and    splendid  gifts,    and    his 
great  force  of  character.     No  one  can 
deny  how  long  and  how  continuous  have 
been  his  services,  both  with  regard  to 
the  Crown  and  Parliament.     I  doubt 
whether  to  many  public  men   can  the 
quality  of   genius  be  more  fitly  attri- 
buted.      It    was    by   his    strong  indi- 
viduality, unaided  by  adventitious  cir- 
cumstances, that  he  owed  his  great  per- 
sonal success.     My  Lords,  I  myself,  as- 
sisted by  some  of  those  social  advantages 
which  Mr.  Disraeli  was  without,  came 
into  the  House  of  Commons  at  an  early 
age,  and  six  months  before  he  took  his 
seat  in  that  Assembly.     I  thus  heard 
him  make    that  speech  famous  for  its 
failure,  a  speech  which  I  am  convinced, 
if  it  had  been  made  when  he  was  better 
known  to  the  House  of  Commons,  would 
have  been  received  with  cheers  and  sym- 
pathy, instead  of  derisive  laujjhter ;  but 
which,  owing  to  the  prejudices  of  his 
audience,  he  was  obliged  to  close  with 
a    sentence,   which,   like   a    somewhat 
aimilar   ejaculation    of   Mr.    Sheridan, 
ehowed  the  unconquerable    confidence 
which  strong  men  have    in    their  own 
power.      My  Lords,  the  last  time  that 
Lord  Beaconsfield  spoke  in  this  House  a 
speech  of   an  argumentative  character 
was  a  few  weeks  ago.  I  think  it  was  about 
10  o'clock  on  the  second  evening  of  the 
debate  on  Afghanistan  that  Lord  Bea- 
consfield sent  me  a  message  saying  that 
he  purposed  speaking  directly.    I  sent 
back  a  strong  remonstrance.   Two  noble 
Lords  who  formerlv  held  Office,  and  a 
third  with  remarkable  power  of  speak- 
ing, wished  to  take  part  in  the  debate. 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  however,  persisted, 
and  I  thought  I  was  justified  in  making 

Earl  Granvilh 


a  rather  strong  complaint  of  his  having 
done  so.     I  have  since  learned  with  re- 
gret that  Lord  Beaconsfield  had,  just 
before  he  received  that  message  from 
me,    swallowed   one  drug  and  had  in- 
haled another  drug,  in  quantities  nicely 
adapted  so  as  to  enable  him  to  speak 
free  from  the  oppression  of  his  complaint 
during    the  time  that  that  speech  re- 
quired for  delivery.  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing that  such  incidents  as  these,  although 
not  very  great  in  themselves— one  at  the 
beginning,  and  the  other  at  the  end  of  a 
Parliamentary  career  which  lasted   44 
years — were  proofs  of  that  determina- 
tion which  he  possessed,  and  that  con- 
tempt for  obstacles  which  might  have 
alarmed  weaker    men.      My  Lords,   I 
remember  another  small  fact  connected 
with  this  House  which  appeared  to  me 
indicative  of  Lord  Beaconsfield*8  self- 
control  and  his  great  patience.    Almost 
any  man  coming  into  this  Assembly  as 
Prime  Minister,  and  with  a  great  ora- 
torical reputation,  would  have  been  im- 
patient for  an  opportunity  of  display.    I 
dare  say  your  Lordships  remember  how 
silent  and  how  reticent  Lord  Beaconsfield 
was  for  two  or  three  months  after  he  came 
into  your  Lordships'  House;  audit  was 
only  when  an  unfounded  charge  was  made 
against  him  that  he  took  the  opportunity 
of  making  a  speech  by  which  he  imme- 
diately obtained  that  hold  over  your  Lord- 
ships' House  which  he'had  so  long  main- 
tained in  **  another  place."     Some  men 
exercise  influence  over  othei*s  by  possess- 
ing in  a  stronger  degree  the  qualities 
and  the  defects  of  those  whom  they  in- 
fluence.    Others  produce  the  same  effect 
from  exactly  contrary  causes.     It  is  pro- 
bable that  Lord  Beaconsfield,  with  few 
prejudices  of  his  own,  and  more  or  less 
tolerant  of  those  of  others,  belonged  to 
the  latter  class.    I  never  knew  a  greater 
master,  in  writing,  in  speaking,  and  in 
conversation,  of  censure  and  of  eulogy. 
His  long   habit  of   sparkling  literary 
composition,  his  facility  in  dealing  with 
epigram,  metaphor,  antithesis,  and  even 
alliteration,  gave  him  a  singular  power 
of  coining  and  applying  phrases  which 
at  once  laid  hold  of  the  popular  mind, 
and  attached  praise  or  blame  to  actions 
of  the  contending  Parties  in  the  State. 
Lord    Beaconsfield    had    certainly    the 
power  of  appealing  in  his  policy,  in  his 
character,  and  in  his  career,  to  the  ima- 
gination of  his  eountnrmen  and  of  fo- 
reigners, a  power  whicn  was  not  extin- 
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guished  even  by  death.  With  certain 
exceptions,  Lord  Beaconsfiold  was  sin- 
gularly tolerant  with  regard  to  his  poli- 
tical opponents,  and  very  appreciative  of 
their  merits.  I  believe  no  more  happy 
compliment  was  ever  paid  to  Lord  Pal- 
mers ton  and  Lord  Kussell  than  by  Mr. 
Disraeli  in  the  House  of  Commons ;  and 
I  have  heard  one  of  Mr  Cobden's  dearest 
friends  quote,  as  the  most  touching  speech 
he  ever  heard,  the  tribute  which  Mr. 
Disraeli  paid  in  the  House  of  Commons 
to  his  great  and  victorious  Free  Trade 
opponent.  I  myself  can  boast  of  having 
been  treated  in  this  House  by 'successive 
Leaders  of  the  gr^^at  Conservative  Party 
in  it  with  gp*eat  kindness  and  great  fair- 
ness; but  I  am  bound  to  say  that  by 
none  was  that  great  fairness  and  for- 
bearance more  remarkably  displayed 
than  by  Lord  Beaconsfield  during  the 
few  years  that  I  had  the  honour  of  sit- 
ting opposite  him,  and  on  some  previous 
occasions  with  regard  to  Foreign  Affairs. 
My  Lords,  the  notile  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
[Richmond  and  Gordon),  on  Thursday, 
speaking  on  the  authority  of  an  intimate 
friend,  told  your  Lordships  how  kind 
and  good-natured  a  man  in  private  life 
Lord  Beaconsfield  was.  I  believe  that 
to  be  perfectly  true,  notwithstanding  the 
singular  power  of  destructiveness  which 
he  possessed,  and  sometimes  exercised. 
I  remember  being  told  by  one,  to  whom 
the  constant  devotion  of  Lord  Beacons- 
field  during  his  life  was  one  of  the  cha- 
racteristic traits  of  his  character,  that 
not  only  was  he  a  ^ind  and  good-na- 
tured man,  but  that  he  was  singularly 
sensitive  to  kindness  shown  to  him  by 
others.  There  is  one  reason,  my  Lords, 
why  this  House  should  pay  respect  to 
the  memory  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  which 
is  not  altogether  of  a  disinterested  cha- 
racter. It  has  been  said  of  the  British 
aristocracy,  sometimes  as  a  matter  of 
praise,  sometimes  of  blame,  that  they 
are  proud,  wealthy,  and  powerful.  There 
is  an  element,  however,  of  a  democratic 
character  mixed  with  this  aristocratic 
constitution  of  the  House  of  Lords,  which 
has  certainly  added  to  its  wealth  and 
strength,  possibly  to  its  pride.  It  is  the 
unexolusiveness  which  is  peculiar  to  the 
Institution.  Of  the  smoothness  with 
mhich  the  portals  of  this  Assembly  roll 
back  before  distinguished  men,  without 
reference  to  caste  or  to  blood,  of  the 
welcome  which  is  given  to  such,  of  the 
distiDgaiBhed  place  which  is  assigned  to 


them  in  our  ranks,  I  know  no  brighter 
or  more  brilliant  example  than  that  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield.  My  Lords,  I  beg  to 
move  i}\e  Resolution  of  which  I  have 
given  Notice. 

The  Marqttess  of  SALISBURY  : 
My  Lords,  the  noble  Earl,  in  the  grace- 
ful language  with  which  he  has  moved 
the  erection  of  this  last  and  melancholy 
tribute  to  a  political  opponent,  justly 
said,  not  only  that  contested  questions 
were  in  no  degree  affected  by  the  action 
that  he  or  your  Lordships  might  take, 
or  by  the  language  that  he  used,  but 
also  that  not  many  words  were  needed 
to  commend  this  Motion  to  the  accept- 
ance of  Parliament.  My  Lords,  it  is 
true  that  in  this  case  not  many  words 
are  needed;  because  one  of. the  most 
striking  phenomena  attending  on  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  brilliant  and  remarkable 
career  has  been  the  deep  interest  with 
which,  thraugh  his  illness  and  after  his 
death,  his  fate  was  followed,  not  only  by 
his  own  friends  and  adherents,  but  by 
men  of  every  class  and  degree  in  this 
country,  and  by  distinguished  men  of 
great  influence  and  power  in  other  coun- 
tries also.  My  Lords,  whatever  else  may 
be  said  of  the  deceased  statesman,  this,  at 
least,  can  never  be  gainsaid — his  memory 
will  ever  be  associated  with  many  and 
great  controverted  issues ;  but  the  his- 
torian must  always  add  that,  when  the 
fierce  struggle  was  over,  and  the  great 
career  was  closed,  there  was  no  doubt 
what  the  verdict  was  of  his  countrymen 
upon  the  services  he  had  rendered. 
This  unanimity  of  opinion  with  respect 
to  one  whose  measures  were  necessarily 
much  contested  will  surest  various  ex- 
planations. That  his  Friends  and  Col- 
leagues should  mourn  his  loss  and  re- 
gard his  memory  is  only  too  natural. 
I  have  not  the  same  title  to  speak  on 
this  subject  as  many  of  those  beside 
me  have,  because  my  dose  political 
connection  with  him  was  comparatively 
recent.  But  it  lasted  through  anxious 
and  difficult  times,  when  the  cha- 
racter of  men  is  plainly  seen  by 
those  who  work  with  tnem.  And  upon 
me,  as  I  believe  upon  all  others  who 
have  worked  with  him,  his  patience, 
his  gentleness,  his  unswerving  and  un- 
selfish loyalty  to  his  Colleagues  and  his 
fellow-labourers,  have  made  an  impres- 
sion which  will  never  leave  me  as  ionf 
as  life  endures.  But  these  feelingt  ooula 
only  affect  the  limited  circle  of  his  im- 
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mediate  adherents.  The  impression  which 
his  career  and  character  have  made  on 
the  vast  mass  of  his  countrymen  must 
be  sought  elsewhere.     To  some  extent, 
to  a  great  extent,  no  doubt,  it  is  due  to 
the  peculiar  character  of  his  genius — to 
its  varied  nature,  to  the  wonderful  com- 
bination of  qualities  which  he  possessed, 
and   which  rarely  reside   in  the   same 
brain.     To  some  extent  it  is  also  due  to 
the   circumstances   to  which   the  noble 
Earl  has  gracefully  and  eloquently  al- 
luded— the  social  difficulties  of  his  early 
life,  and  the  steadfast  perseverance  by 
which  thev  were  overcome.    These  facts 
were  impressed  on  his  countrymen,  who 
love  to  see  exemplified  that  open  career 
to  all  persons,  whatever  their  initial  dif- 
ficulties may  be.  which  is  one  of  the  cha- 
racteristics of  their  institutions  of  which 
they  are  most  proud.   They  saw  in  Lord 
Beacon sfield's  life  a  proof  that  whatever 
difficulties  may  attend  the  beginning  of 
a  man's  fame,  if  the  genius  and  persever- 
ance are  there,  the  most  exalted  position 
and  the  widest  influence  are  open  to  any 
subject  of  the  Queen.     But  there  was 
another  cause.  Lord  Beaconsfi eld's  lead- 
ing principles  with  respect  to  the  great- 
ness of  his  country,  more  and  more  as 
life  went  on,  made  an  impression  on  our 
country.   Zeal  for  the  greatness  of  Eng- 
land was  the  passion  of  his  life.     Opi- 
nions might  difiFor,  and  did  difler,  deeply 
as  to  the  measures  and  steps  by  which 
expression  was  given  to  that  dominant 
feeling;  but  more  and  more  as  his  life 
went  on  and  drew  near  to  its  close,  as 
the  heat  and  turmoil  of  controversy  were 
left  behind,  as  the  gratification  of  every 
possible  ambition  negatived  the  sugges- 
tion of  any  inferior  motive,  and  brought 
out  into  greater  prominence  the  sacred - 
ness  and  strength  of  this  one  intense 
feeling,  the  people  of  this  country  re- 
cognized the  force  with  which  this  de- 
sire  dominated   his  actions,   and  they 
repaid  it  by  an  affection  and  reverence 
which  did  not  depend  upon,  nor  had 
any  concern  with,  their  opinion  as  to 
tlie  particular  policy  pursued.  My  Lords, 
this  was  his  ereat  title  to  their  attach- 
ment— that  above  all  things  he  wished 
to  see  England  united,  powerful,   and 
great.     The  questions  of  interior  policy 
which  divided  classes,  he  had  to  consider 
them — he  had    to  form  his  judgment 
upon  them  and  take  his  course  accord- 
ingly ;  but  it  seems  to  me  he  treated 
them  always  as  of  secondary  interest, 
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compared  with  this  one  great  question 
— how  the  country  to  which  he  be- 
longed might  be  made  united  aiid 
strong.  The  feeling  which  he  showed 
was  repaid  to  him  abundantly ;  and  it  is 
because  this  conviction  spread  itself  to 
all  classes — both  among  those  who  were 
his  friends  and  those  who  were  bis  op- 
ponents— that  this  Vote  which  has  beea 
moved  by  the  noble  Earl,  and  which  I 
have  risen  to  second,  is  no  expression  of 
any  Party  or  sectional  feeling,  is  no  re- 
presentation of  any  opinion  upon  any 
controverted  question,  but  is  the  homage 
and  recognition  of  an  united  people  to 
the  splendid  genius  and  the  magnificent 
services  they  have  lost. 

Moved^  That  an  humble  Address  he  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  praying  that  Her  Majesty  will 
give  directions  that  a  Monument  he  erected  in 
the  colle;;iate  church  of  St.  Peter,  Westminster, 
to  the  memory  of  the  late  Right  Honourable 
the  Earl  of  Bcaconsfield,  E.G.,  with  an  inscrip- 
tion expressive  of  the  high  sense  entertained  by 
the  House  of  his  rare  and  splendid  gif  ta,  and  of 
his  devoted  labours  in  Parliament  and  in  great 
offices  of  State ;  and  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that 
this  House  will  concur  in  giving  effect  to  Her 
Majesty's  directions. — {The  Earl  Granville.) 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBUEY  :  My 
Lords,  I  think  it  would  be  very  natural 
if,  after  the  two  able  speeches  to  which 
we  have  listened,  this  Motion  should  be 
at  once  agreed  to  ;  but  I  should  be  mak- 
ing a  great  sacrifice  to  my  own  feelings 
were  I  not  on  this  occasion  to  express 
my  opinion,  not  upon  the  great  talents 
and  political  powers  of  Lord  Beacons- 
field,  but  upon  the  virtues  of  his  private 
life,  and  the  remarkable  and  laudable 
lines  he  has  always  followed  both  as 
regards  his  friends  and  his  foes.  My 
excuse,  my  Lords,  for  speaking  of  him 
is  the  intimate  acquaintance  I  had  with 
him.  I  knew  Lord  Beaconsfield  at  an 
earlier  period  than  my  noble  Friend- 
before  he  had  been  a  Minister.  I  was 
a  Member  of  the  first  Cabinet  in  which 
he  sat.  I  was  with  him  in  four  Cabinets 
afterwards.  I  was  in  the  last  Cabinet 
as  in  the  first ;  and,  with  all  that  con- 
stant occasion  o/  knowing  him  well,  of 
seeing  him,  hearing  his  sentiments,  and 
observing  his  manner  and  character,  I 
must  say  I  have  not  known  a  more 
complete  character  as  far  as  regarded 
the  good-nature,  amiability,  and  sincere 
friendship  which  he  alwa^'S  displayed. 
Men  who  have  seen  him  sitting  in  this 
place,  where  he  gained  so  much  honour, 
might  naturally  think  that,  with  his  un- 
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xnoyed  countenance,  with  not  a  shadow 
upon  his  cheek,  however  he  might  have 
received  the    thrusts   of    the    greatest 
gladiators   of  the  day,  he  was  a  man 
without  the  common  feelings  of  human 
nature.     But  that  was  not  the  case.     I 
knew  no  man  who  felt  disappointment 
more,  or  so  much  enjoyed  triumph.     It 
was  his  indomitahle  courage  which  en- 
abled him  to  master  his  features,  as  it 
supported  him  through  all  the  difficulties 
of  his  career.     He  had  every  domestic 
virtue  which  I  consider  a  man  need  have. 
He  was  supported — fortunately  for  him, 
for  he  always  said  so— by  a  most  ami- 
able and  devoted  wife,  to  whom  he  was 
himself  equally  devoted.     He  has  often 
told  me  that  without  her  fortitude  and 
great  devotion  to  him,  encouraging  him 
when  he  was  disappointed,  and  sharing 
with  him  his  triumphs,  he  could  not 
have  succeeded  in  life  as  he  had  done. 
I  remember,  when  at  last  he  was  de- 
prived of  the  support  of  his  wife,  he  said 
to  me  with  tears  in  his  eyes — **  I  hope 
some  of  my  friends  will  take  notice  of 
me  now  in  my  great  misfortune,  for  I 
have  no  hope;  I  have  now  no  home; 
and  when  I  tell  my  coachman  to  drive 
home,  I  feel  it  is  a  mockery."    Lady 
Beaoonsfield  was  equally  devoted  to  him. 
I  recollect  a  remarkable  story,  which 
illustrates  this  devotion ;  it  is  one  which 
vour  Lordships  have,  perhaps,  heard ;  but 
he  told  it  to  me  himself.    One  day,  when 
Lord  Beaconsfield   was  driving  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  having  a  very  im- 
portant speech  to  make,  the  servant,  in 
closing  the  door  of  the  carriage,  shut  it 
on  Lady  Beaconsfield's  finger.     She  had 
the  courage  not  to  cry  out  or  say  a  word, 
and  not  to  move  until  he  was  out  of  sight, 
lest  it  might  disturb  him  and  interfere 
with  the  speech  he  had  to  make.     A  very 
ehort  time  before  his  death  an  incident 
occurred  which  showed  the  extraordinary 
courage  and  perseverance  which  existed 
in  his  character.     I  was  walking  with 
him,  and  we  met  an  old  friend,  a  gentle- 
man who  had  formerly  been  very  active 
in  public  life^  and  whp  had  reached  the 
age  of  84,  and  was  still  looking,  for  that 
age,   very   young.      Lord  Beaconsfield 
said  to  him — "  How  is  it  you  maintain 
your    youthful    appearance    and    your 
nealth  in  the  way  you  do  ?  "     Our  friend 
answered—**  My  Lord,  by  enjoying  all 
the  repose  I  can."     I  could  not  attempt 
to  give  your  Lordships  an  idea  of  the 
tone  in    which  Lord  Beaconsfield  ez- 


limed — "  Bepose !  good  Heavens !  re- 
se !  "     I  think  his  manner  and  intona- 


claimed- 
pose 

tion  impressed  one  more  than  anything 
else  with  the  invincible  power  of  work 
— his  determination  never  to  give  way 
while  he  could  do  work  in  the  service 
of  his  country — which  he  possessed.  It 
was  with  great  satisfaction  that  I  heard 
the  Motion  made  by  my  noble  Friend. 
My  noble  Friend  behind  me  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  has  said  most  truly 
that  one  of  the  most  powerful  passions 
of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  breast  was  the  de- 
sire to  maintain  the  power  and  the 
honour  of  England ;  and  therefore  it 
is  our  duty,  and  a  most  melancholy  duty 
it  is,  to  raise  a  monument  to  this  great 
and  distinguished  Englishman. 

On  question,  agreed  to,  nemine  dis" 
eeniiente. 

Ordered  that  the  said  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords  with 
White  Staves. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o'clock  till  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday t  9th  May,  1881. 

MINUTES.]  —  Select  Committee  —  Artizans' 
and  Labourers*  Dwellings  Improvement,  op- 
poinUd, 

Pi'MLic  Bills — Motion  for  ^t//— Parliamentary 
Oaths,  debate  further  adjourned. 

Ordered — First  Reading  —  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (Askem,  &c.)  ♦  [162] ; 
Newspapers  •  [164] ;  Highways  and  Loco- 
motives Amendment  Act,  1878*  [1661; 
Tidal  Rivers  (Interments)  •  [166] ;  Agricm- 
tiiral  Labourers  (Ireland)  *  [167]. 

First  Heading — Land  Drainage  Provisional  Or- 
ders •[153]. 

Second  Reading — Local  Government  (Gas)  Pro- 
visional Order*  [145';  Pier  and  Harbour 
Orders  Confirmation  •  Tl43] ;  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) [lU^— [Fifth  Night]^debaU  farthsr 
adjourned;  Merchant  Shipping  [161],  de* 
ferred, 

QUESTIONS. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY  —  AL- 
LEGED MISCONDUCT  AT  BALLINA- 
MON. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (for  Mr.  Bigoab)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
teuant  of  Ireland,    Is   it   a  fact  that 
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the  police  under  sub-inspector  Barry  of 
Ballinamon,  when  out  assisting  bailiffs 
to  serve  ejectments  on  the  **  King"  pro- 
perty near  Ballinamon  did,  when  they 
found  a  house  tenantless,  search  it,  and, 
if  they  found  no  one  in  charge  drank 
all  the  milk  and  sucked  all  the  eggs 
they  could  find  on  the  premises ;  and, 
if  the  allegation  is  true,  will  he 
take  means  to  have  the  guilty  parties 
punished  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  I  have 
made  inquiries  into  the  facts  of  this 
matter,  and  I  am  glad  to  say  that  these 
charges  against  the  constables  are  quite 
unfounded. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  — AL- 
LEGED ILLEGAL  SENTENCES  —  MR. 
TRAILL,  R.M, 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
proceedings  in  the  Exchequer  Division 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland 
on  the  25th  April,  in  the  case  of  Egan 
f^.  Traill,  the  defendant  being  a  resident 
magistrate  of  Parsonstown,  and  the  ac- 
tion one  of  three  brought  against  him 
for  having  illegally  sentenced  to  im- 
prisonment and  hard    labour   persons 
who  had  been  arrested  by  the  police  on 
a  charge  of  assault,  Mr.  Traill  having 
gone  on  a  Sunday  to  the  police  barrack 
where  the  men  were  in  custody,  and 
although  they  offered  bail  and  asked  to 
bo  remanded  to  petty  sessions,  refused 
to  postpone  the  cases,  and  imposed  on 
the  men  sentences  of  imprisonment  vary- 
ing from  eight  days  to  one  month.    The 
men  were  in  gaol  for  the  whole  of  these 
respective    periods,    and    the  affidavit 
stated  that    they    had    to  sleep  upon 
plank  beds;  whether  Baron  Fitzgerald 
stated  when  refusing  Mr.  Traill's  appli- 
cation,  that  he   "had  sentenced  three 
several  men  to  imprisonment  illegally ;" 
whether   when    excusing    Mr.   Traill's 
conduct    his    counsel    stated    that    he, 
being  only  a  major  in  the  Army,  "could 
not  be  expected  to  know  the  law  accu- 
rately as  he  was  not  a  lawyer ; "  whe- 
ther the  Government  will  consider  Major 
Traill's  removal  from  such  a  responsible 
legal  position,  and  upon  whose  recom- 
mendation Major  Traill  was  appointed, 
and  by  whom  it  was  sanctioned ;  and, 
whether  if  it  be  true,  as  appears  from 
the  Return  of  Stipendiary  Magistrates 
lately  presented  to  this   House,    that 

Mr,  SexUn^ 


Major  Traill  has  been  acting  for  the 
last  fifteen  months  for  another  resident 
magistrate  absent  on  sick  leave,  the 
Government  will  at  once  take  steps  to 
appoint  a  competent  person  in  the  place 
of  the  absent  official  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  Sir,  I  have 
instituted  an  inquiry  into  the  circum- 
stances referred  to  in  the  Question,  and 
what  I  understand  to  be  the  case  is 
this.  Sixteen  persons  were  arrested  on 
a  charge  of  assault  in  September  last  at 
the  place  named,  and  detained  in  the 
lock-up.  Three  of  these  persons  were 
the  persons  alluded  to  in  the  Question. 
Two  of  them  who  had  committed  the 
offence  were  convicted  by  the  magistrate 
named ;  but  this  conviction  was  illegal, 
because  they  were  tried  at  the  gaol  by 
one  magistrate,  and  not  at  petty  sessions 
before  more  than  one  magistrate.  I 
have  received  no  official  report  of  the 
proceedings  referred  to,  nor  of  the  lan- 
guage used  by  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald 
at  the  trial ;  but  I  have  no  reason  to 
believe  that  it  has  been  inaccurately 
given  in  the  newspaper  reports.  The 
commitment  was  made  by  the  magis- 
trate in  ignorance  of  the.  law  ;  and 
Major  Traill  has  been  sufficiently  penal- 
ized for  the  error  he  made  by  becoming 
the  defendant  in  three  actions.  He  waa 
appointed  by  the  late  Government  to  do 
duty  in  the  place  of  the  resident  magis- 
trate, who  had  asked  for  leave  of  ab- 
sence, and  has  since  resigned  in  conse- 
quence of  ill  health.  A  successor  to 
Major  Traill  will  be  sent  to  Parsons- 
town  in  a  few  days'  time. 

CRIME  (SCOTLAND)— ALLEGED  OUT- 
RAGE AT  BRAEHEAD,  DUNFERM- 
LINE. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (for  Mr.  Biooae)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  following  paragraph 
from  the  daily  newspapers  : — 

'*  A  daring  outraf^  was  committed  at  Brae- 
head,  near  Dunfermline,  about  midnight  on 
Sunday.  While  Thomas  Nickol,  coachman  at 
Lassacue  House,  and  his  wife  and  family  wore 
sitting  at  the  fireside  they  were  startled  by  a 
terrific  noise,  and  on  going  to  the  door  they 
found  at  a  little  distance  from  the  window  of 
the  room  in  which  they  had  been  sitting  a  flask, 
about  five  inches  in  length  by  three  inches  in 
diameter,  which  had  evidently  been  filled  with 
some  explosive  substance  and  a  lighted  fusee 
applied  to  it.  It  is  presumed  th^t  the  perpe- 
trators of  the  outrage  must  have  thrown  the 
flask  with  the  intention  that  it  should  pass 
through  the  window ;  but,  fortunately,  it  ttnick 
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against  the  sash,  and  fell  on  the  outside  as  it 
exploded.  It  is  believed  that  the  act  was 
prompted  by  a  feeling  of  revenge  towards  Mr. 
i^ickol  for  evidence  which  he  gave  in  court 
lately  against  some  poachers  in  the  district  ;'^ 

and,  if  any  arrests  have  been  made ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  the  Oovernment 
intend  to  apply  for  additional  powers 
for  the  better  protection  of  life  and  pro- 
perty in  Scotland  *? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Laren)  :  Sir,  the  Executive  ia  Scot- 
land have  sufficient  power  to  deal  with 
any  agitation  that  may  arise.  But,  as 
long  as  the  land  agitation  in  Scotland  is 
in  the  hands  of  two  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  who  lately  addressed  meetings 
in  Eidinburgh  and  Glasgow,  I  am  conti- 
dent  that  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  put 
those  powers  into  execution.  The  matter 
referred  to  in  the  Question  had  no  con- 
nection with  any  agrarian  movement, 
and  it  is  undergoing  investigation  by  the 
authorities. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL 
WAR  (CASUALTIES). 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
he  can  state  what  is  the  total  loss  in 
killed,  wounded,  and  incapacitated  by 
sickness  amongst  Her  Majesty's  forces 
in  the  late  war  with  the  Boers,  and  what 
is  the  approximate  estimate  of  loss  among 
the  camp  followers  and  teamsters  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  I  cannot  yet 

S've  a  full  answer  to  the  hon.  Member's 
uestion,  especially  the  latter  part.  But 
the  numbers  of  killed  and  wounded  are 
— officers,  29  killed  and  20  wounded; 
non-commissioned  officers  and  men,  365 
killed  and  428  wounded.  We  have  no 
Beturns  of  death  from  sickness. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  (SCOTLAND) -CASE  OF 

MR.  ERASER. 

Mr.  OAMEEON  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  case  of  Mr.  Eraser,  Inspector  of 
Poor  in  the  parish  of  Gleuelg,  who  was 
tried  on  a  charge  of  manslaughter  at  the 
late  assizes  in  Inverness,  which  was  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  presiding  judge 
withdrawn  by  the  Crown  Prosecutor 
before  the  case  for  the  defence  was 
opened ;  and,  whether,  seeing  the  great 
annoyance  and  expense  to  which  Mr. 
Eraser  has  been  exposed  in  meeting  so 
serious  a  ohargOi  he  will  recommend  to 


the  Treasury  that,  as  the  prosecution 
was  undertaken  by  the  Crown,  and  as 
no  case  was  made  out  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  jury,  Mr.  Eraser  should  be 
reimbursed  for  his  necessary  expenses 
out  of  the  public  funds? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M*Laren)  :  Sir,  the  prosecution  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  was  instituted 
after  very  careful  inquiry,  and  after  con- 
sultation by  Crown  counsel.  Although 
the  case  broke  down  at  trial,  the  learned 
Judge  who  presided  expressed  his  opi- 
nion that  it  was  a  proper  case  to  be 
brought  to  trial ;  and  after  reading  the 
Papers  I  have  no  hesitation  in  concur- 
ring in  that  opinion.  There  are  no 
public  funds  out  of  which  the  costs 
of  an  accused  person  can  be  paid, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  this  is  a  case 
for  proposing  a  special  Vote  for  the 
expenses  to  which  the  accused  party 
has  been  put. 

POST  OFFICE-COMMUNICATION  WITH 
THE  NORTH  OF  SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  CAMERON  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  he  is  able  to  state  if 
arrangements  have  been  made  with  the 
Highland  Hail  way  Company  by  which 
an  acceleration  of  the  mails  between 
Perth  and  the  North  may  be  eflfected ; 
and,  whether  he  is  aware  of  the  great 
loss  and  inconvenience  suffered  by  those 
now  engaged  in  the  fishing  on  the  West 
Coast  of  Scotland,  in  consequence  of  the 
delay  in  repairing  the  cable  to  Storno- 
way,  and  if  he  can  hold  out  any  hopes 
that  the  cable  will  be  put  into  working 
order  within  a  short  time  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  that 
no  arrangements  had  been  entered  into 
with  the  Highland  Eailway  Company 
for  the  acceleration  of  the  mail  referred 
to;  but  negotiations  were  about  to  be 
entered  into  with  that  Company.  With 
regard  to  the  second  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion, the  delay  in  the  repair  of  the  cable 
to  Stornoway  was  due  to  the  difficulty 
of  obtaining  a  cable  ship.  He  hoped 
steps  would  bo  taken  to  obviate  that 
difficulty  in  future.  He  was  glad,  how- 
ever, to  be  able  to  state  that  a  few  days 
since  a  suitable  cable  vessel  was  ob- 
tained, and  that  vessel  was  now  being 
got  ready  with  the  greatest  speed  pos- 
sible. It  would  proceed  to  Stornoway 
in  the  course  of  a  day  or  two,  and  he 
hoped  no  delay  would  occur  again, 
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WILD  FOWL  ACT,  1880— SALE  OF  BIRDS. 

Mr.  JACOB  BRIGHT  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  can  state  what  is  the  opinion 
of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  with 
regard  to  the  right  to  offer  for  sale  birds 
which,  under  the  Wild  Fowl  Act  of 
1880,  it  is  lawful  to  kill  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  consulted  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  with  regard  to  the 
matter  referred  to  in  the  Question,  and 
their  opinion  was  that  on  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Statute  it  was  doubtful ;  but 
as  the  question  was  one  likely  to  come 
before  the  Courts  for  decision,  it  would 
not  be  desirable  to  express  any  definite 
opinion  on  the  subject.  If  the  decision 
should  be  adverse  legislation  woidd  be 
necessary. 

AKTIZANS'  AND  LABOURERS'  DWELL- 
INGS ACT  (1868)  AMENDMENT  ACT, 
1879,  SECTION  18— PUBLIC  HEALTH 
ACT,  1876,  SECTION  90. 

Mb.  J.  HOLLOND  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether  any  action  has  been  taken  by 
flie  local  authorities  under  "The  Ar- 
tizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Act 
(1868^  Amendment  Act,  1879 ; "  and,  if 
80|  wnether  any  account  of  the  funds 
spent  in  carrying  out  the  Act  has  been 
presented  by  the  local  authorities  in 
accordance  with  Section  18;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Loccd  QoTernment  Board  has 
made  any  bye-laws  under  Section  i^O  of 
"  The  Public  Health  Act.  1876  ?  " 

Mb.  DODSON  :  Sir,  as  far  as  I  have 
been  able  to  ascertain,  action  has  not 
been  taken  by  the  local  authorities  under 
this  Act,  except  in  two  or  three  instances. 
Forms  of  account  of  expenditure  have 
been  sent  by  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
fhe  Board  to  all  the  urban  authorities  ; 
but  the  Betums  received  do  not  show 
any  expenditure,  save  in  one  or  two 
oases.  The  Local  Government  Board 
have  issued  model  bye-laws  under  Sec- 
tion 90  of  the  Public  Health  Act,  1875, 
and  are  now  making  suggestions  to  the 
local  authorities  on  the  point.  The  ac- 
tual making  of  the  bye-laws  rests,  how- 
ever, with  the  local  authorities,  and  not 
with  the  Board. 

TUKKET— THE  ALBANIAN  LEAGUE. 
Mb.  summers  asked  the   Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afiairs, 


Whether  he  can  give  the  House  any  in- 
formation with  regard  to  the  origin  and 
nature  of  the  conflicts  that  have  recently 
taken  place  between  the  Albanians  and 
the  Turks  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir, 
ever  since  the  murder  of  Mehemet  Ali, 
which  was  allowed  to  remain  unpunished, 
the  inhabitants  of  North-East  Albania, 
who  had  already  shown  their  disoontent 
with  Turkish  rule,  have  assumed  a  very 
independent  attitude  towards  the  Otto- 
man officials.  The  Albanian  movement, 
which  was  fostered  by  the  Porte  in  order 
to  resist  the  surrender  of  Dulcigno  to 
Montenegro,  could  not  be  suddenly  sup- 
pressed when  the  Porte  were  ultimatelj 
compelled  to  carry  out  that  arrangement. 
This  agitation  increased  in  November, 
at  the  moment  of  a  successful  resistance 
offered  to  the  conscription  in  the  north- 
eastern districts  of  the  Vilayet  of  Kos- 
80V0.  The  hoad -quarters  of  the  Albanian 
League  were  first  at  Prisrend ;  but  it 
gradually  extended  its  influence  south- 
ward, till  it  embraced  nearly  the  whole 
of  the  Vilayet  of  Kossovo.  About  the 
month  of  Febmary,  emissaries  were 
sent  to  Middle  Albania  and  Scutari  to 
agitate  for  autonomous  Albania ;  but 
they  did  not  meet  with  much  success. 
As  it  was  stated  the  League  were  ready 
to  furnish  a  corps  of  20,000  men  for 
hostilities  against  Greece,  the  Porte 
found  it  advisable  to  temporize  with 
them ;  but  the  authority  of  the  Porte 
was  practically  in  abeyance  till  troopf 
began  to  movo  up  to  Uscup,  at  the  end 
of  February ;  and  in  April  the  League 
was  defeated  by  Dervish  Pasha. 

THE  ISLANDS  OP  THE  SOUTH  PACIHC 
—OUTRAGES  UPON  NATIVES  COM- 
MITTED UNDER  THE  BRITISH  FLAG. 

Mb.  SUMMEES  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe* 
ther  lus  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
statements  of  Captain  Turpie,  the  Her. 
Thomas  Neilson,  and  others,  to  the  effect 
that  outrages  are  being  constantly  per- 
petrated with  impunity  upon  the  natives 
of  the  islands  of  the  South  Pacific  by 
white  men  sailing  under  the  British  flag; 
and,  whether  he  is  able  to  give  the 
House  any  information  on  the  subject ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  cause  strict 
inquiiy  to  be  made  ? 

Mr.  grant  duff  :  Sir,  our  atten- 
tiou  having  been  drawn  some  time  ago 
to  these  statements  in  the  newspapersi 
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my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
directed  a  letter  to  be  addressed  to  the 
London  Missionary  Society,  asking  for 
any  particulars  as  to  the  time,  place, 
and  nature  of  any  such  outrages,  ex- 
pressing likewise  his  regret  that  mis- 
sionaries should  not  at  once  report  such 
cases  to  the  naval  or  colonial  authorities, 
or  to  Her  Majesty's  High  Commissioner 
in  the  Western  Pacific. 

FBANCE  AND  TUNIS— THE  HARBOUR 

OF  BI8ERTA. 

Mb.  OTWAY  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  there  is  any 
objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  Beport  as  to  his  Survey  of  the 
Harbour  of  Biserta  made  some  years  ago 
by  Admiral  Spratt  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  manu- 
script of  this  Report  is  not  in  the  records 
of  the  Hydrographic  Department  of  the 
Admiralty ;  but  doubtless  it  is  the  same 
as  appears  in  the  published  journal  of 
the  Royal  Geographical  Society  for  1 846. 
The  Report  is  accompanied  by  a  very 
clear  map,  and  may  be  found  at  page 
251  of  the  volume,  which  is  volume  16 
of  the  series. 

FRANCE  AND  TUNIS-THE  KROUHMIR 
TRIBES  (MILITARY  OPERATIONS). 

Mb.  OTWAY  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  French  troops  have  been  landed 
in  the  Bay  of  Biserta,  contrary  to  the 
protest  of  the  Bey  of  Tunis;  whether 
this  act,  under  such  circumstances,  does 
not  constitute  an  act  of  war  against  the 
Oovemment  of  Tunis ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther it  has  been  preceded  or  followed  by 
a  declaration  of  war  against  the  govern- 
ing power  of  Tunis;  and,  whether  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  Papers  in  the 
Foreign  Office  relating  to  the  subject 
during  the  Oovemment  of  Lord  Palmer- 
Bton,  about  the  year  1863  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  it 
ia  true  that  French  troops  have  been 
landed  in  the  Bay  of  Biserta,  and  that 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  have  received 
from  the  Bey  of  Tunis  a  protest  against 
the  violation  of  his  territory ;  but  his 
Highness  at  the  same  time  states  that 
ho  continues  to  be  at  peace  with  France, 
and  the  Consul  of  France  still  holds  re- 
lations with  the  Bardo.  With  regard 
to  the  presentation  of  the  Papers  of 


1 863,  it  would  not  be  convenient  to  pick 
out  for  present  publication  portions  of  a 
very  long  correspond ance,  which  was  of 
immense  bulk,  in  1838  and  1864. 

Mr.  MONTAGUE  OUEST  asked, 
whether  the  hon.  Baronet  would  be  will- 
ing to  lay  on  the  Table  the  despatch 
conveying  the  assurance  given  to  Lord 
Lyons  by  M.  de  St.  Hilaire  in  regard  to 
Tunis? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE.  in  reply, 
said,  that  despatch  contained  assurances 
which  were  repeated  last  week,  so  there 
were  two  despatches,  and  these  would 
ultimately  be  laid  before  the  House ;  but 
it  was  not  desirable  to  do  that  at  this 
moment.  The  substance  of  these  as- 
surances had  been  stated  twice  by  him- 
self, and  were  also  stated  in  the  other 
House  by  Lord  Qranville  on  Friday  last. 

ARMY  RE-OROANIZATION— THE  NEW 

WARRANT. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK  asked  the  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether, 
under  the  new  warrant,  senior  Captains 
who  are  now  forty  years  of  age  will  be 
promoted  to  the  rank  of  Major  (sub- 
stantive) on  Ist  of  July,  or  whether  they 
will  be  compelled  to  retire  on  that  day  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  I  have  to  state  that 
there  are  several  classes  of  captains  of 
40  years  of  age,  and  that,  without  enter- 
ing into  much  detail,  I  could  not  explain 
how  they  will  be  dealt  with.  But,  as  a 
general  rule,  I  think  that  an  officer  pro- 
posed to  be  promoted  and  liable  to  retire 
as  a  captain  on  the  same  day  would 
probably  be  promoted. 

LiEUT.-CoLQNEL  MILNE-HOME 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If 
the  Regulations  intended  to  take  effect 
on  the  Ist  July  1881  will  preserve  to  all 
officers  who  have  wholly  or  partially 
purchase  rights  the  same  pecuniary  ad- 
vantages on  retirement  that  are  given  by 
the  Warrant  of  1878  ;  and,  also,  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  apparent 
anomaly  under  that  Warrant  of  officers 
who  may,  in  certain  instances,  lose  by 
promotion  in  respect  of  retiring  pension, 
and  if  he  will  in  the  forthcoming  War- 
rant provide  against  the  recurrence  of 
such  cases  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS :  Sir,  I  do  not  know 
the  particular  case  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  has  in  view  ;  but, 
speaking  generally,  the  effect  of  the 
proposed   changes   will    bo    that    ali 
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Purchase  officers  will  retain  on  retire- 
ment the  pecuniary  advantages  given 
them  under  the  present  Warrant.  If 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  is  aware 
of  any  special  case  which  would  form  an 
exception  to  this  rule,  under  the  system 
I  have  explained  in  the  Memorandum 
laid  before  Parliament,  it  shall  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Committee  who  are  deal- 
ing with  the  new  Warrant.  If  the  second 
part  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's 
Question  refers  to  the  principle  of  the 
Warrant  of  1877,  under  which  induce- 
ments were  given  to  officers  to  retire  in 
their  then  existing  ranks,  and  which  he 
calls  an  apparent  anomaly,  I  can  only 
say  that  I  Hud.  that  this  so-called  ano- 
maly was  a  very  deliberate  decision  by 
my  Predecessor  on  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission,  where  the  reasons 
for  it  are  fully  given ;  and  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  disturb  it. 

ARMY— BRITISH  CEMETERIES  IN  THE 

CRIMEA. 

Major  VAUGHAN  LEE  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  of  War,  If  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  letter  in  the 
**  Times  "  newspaper  of  the  14th  instant, 
under  the  signature  of  J.  P.,  showing 
the  state  of  our  cemeteries  on  Cathcart's 
Hill  and  elsewhere  in  the  Crimea  ;  and, 
if  he  will  cause  steps  to  be  taken  to 
verify  this  statement,  and,  in  the  event 
of  its  being  correct,  he  will,  without  de- 
lay, make  arrangements  to  have  the 
walls  of  these  cemeteries  repaired,  and 
the  graves  and  graveyards  properly  re- 
stored, and,  for  the  future,  have  those 
cemeteries  maintained  in  proper  order 
like  those  of  the  Freuch  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Sir.  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  I  have  to 
Btate  that  I  have  always  taken  much 
interest  in  the  subject  of  his  Question, 
although  officially  the  cemeteries  are 
not  in  charge  of  the  War  Department 
and  we  have  no  funds  from  wUich  aid 
could  be  given  towards  their  mainten- 
ance. I  tind,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that 
since  the  Crimean  War  about  £7,000 
has  been  spent  upon  them,  and  at  the 
present  time  £80  a-year  is  allowed  from 
Civil  Votes  for  the  salary  of  a  custodian 
and  for  repairs.  The  real  difficulty, 
which  marks  the  difference  between 
these  cemeteries  and  the  French  graves, 
is  that  there  are  10  British  cemeteries 
at  or  near  the  places  where  the  men  fell, 
and  that  much  objection  would  be  made 

Mr.  ChildiTi 


to  any  plan  for  bringing  the  remains 
at  the  present  time  to  one  place  as  was 
done  by  the  French.     I  believe,  how- 
ever, that  the  state  of  the  Cathcart*8 
Hill   Cemetery  is    not    accurately    de- 
scribed in  the  letter  to  The  TinieB  signed 
'*  J.  P.,"  and   it  is  contradicted  by   a 
subsequent  letter  signed  by  two  gentle- 
men known  to  m"e  of  undoubted  autho- 
rity, whose  initials  are  given,  and  also  by 
a  report  from  the  Consul   General    at 
Odessa,  who  recently  visited  the  Crimea. 
I  have  asked  the  Foreign  Office  to  in- 
struct the  Consul  General  at  Odessa  to 
make  further  and  full  inquiries  on  the 
subject. 

POST  OFFICE— POSTAGE  OF  NEWS- 
PAPERS ABROAD. 

Mr.  WARTON  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  either  of  extending  the  time 
within  which  newspapers  may  be  posted 
to  foreign  parts,  or  of  dispensing  with 
any  restriction  in  that  behalf? 

Mr.  FAWCETT  :  JSir,  the  restriction 
to  which  the  hou.  and  learned  Member 
refers  has  been  practically  abolished 
with  regard  to  the  whole  of  the  Conti- 
nent, the  United  States,  and  Canada, 
because  newspapers  can,  by  a  regulation 
of  the  ^Postal  Union,  be  posted  at  the 
same  rate  as  book  packets.  I  will  con- 
sider whether  any  steps  can  be  taken  to 
limit  the  etfect  of  the  restriction  with 
regard  to  other  countries. 

SOUTH    AFRICA— THE   TRANSVAAL 

(NEGOTIATIONS) -SIR  EVELYN 

WOOD. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  been  called 
to  a  telegram  in  the  **  Standard"  of 
May  6th,  dated  Newcastle,  Wednesday, 
in  which  it  is  stated  that — 

*'  Considerable  surprise  has  been  manifested 
here  at  the  question  raised  in  England  as  to 
bluDie  or  praise  due  to  General  Wood  for  his 
making  the  Treaty  with  the  Boers. 

**  {Sir  E.  Wood  as  a  soldier  obeyed  the  orders 
he  received  from  the  Home  authorities,  and 
carried  out  a  painful  and  delicate  task  to  the 
be^t  of  his  abilities.  It  is,  however,  no  secret 
here  that  he  strongly  advocated  driving  the 
Boers  out  of  Natal  before  entering  into  any 
negotiations  with  them  ;  but  his  advice  was  al* 
together  ignored  at  home ;  *' 

and,  whether  such  statement  is  correct  f 
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8iE  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
asked  permiBsion,  before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answered  the  Question,  to 
put  to  him  a  Question  on  the  same  sub- 
ject of  which  he  had  given  him  private 
Notice.  It  was — Whether  any  commu- 
nications by  telegraph  or  otherwise  bear- 
ing on  this  subject  have  passed  between 
Sir  Evelyn  Wood  and  the  Home  Go- 
vernment, or  between  the  late  Sir  George 
Colley,  while  he  was  in  command,  and 
the  Home  Government,  which  have  not 
yet  been  published  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
any  such  communications  will  be  pub- 
lished ? 

Mb.  grant  DUFF:  I  will,  Sir, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  answer 
these  two  Questions  together.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Portsmouth 
(Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  asks  me  with 
regard  to  a  passage  in  The  iitandard  news- 
paper.  To  that  I  have  to  reply  that  the 
statement  therein  contained  appears  to 
me  to  be  neither  correct  nor  just  to  Sir 
Evelyn  Wood.  In  reply  to  the  right  hoc. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  East  Gloucester- 
shire (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach),  I  have 
to  say  that  the  whole  history  of  the 
transaction  to  which  he  alludes  is  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members ;  that  we  have 
received  no  telegrams  or  other  commu- 
nications either  from  Sir  George  Colley 
or  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  besides  and  beyond 
those  that  have  been  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House.  I  would  refer  hon.  Mem- 
bers more  especially  to  No.  89  of  2,837, 
received  at  the  Colonial  Office  on  the 
6th  of  March,  to  No.  113  of  the  same 
Paper,  received  on  the  17th  of  March, 
and  to  No.  5  of  2,658,  dated  the  23rd 
of  March,  the  material  part  of  which  I 
will  read  as  containing  the  most  re- 
cent expression  of  Sir  Evelyn  Wood's 
views — 

"Mai*ch  23,  11.30  p.m.— Sincerely  grateful 
to  Ooverament  for  appreciation  of  efforts  in 
carrying  out  their  wbhea.  deferring  to  words 
'  happiest  results,'  &c.,  in  my  telegram  of  March 
6,  1  meant  that  a  series  of  actions  fought  by  six 
companies  could  not  affect  our  prestige,  but 
Boer  leaders  had  lit  a  fire  which  had  got  beyond 
their  control  and  would  be  quenched  more  easily 
after  a  British  victory ;  the  fire  is  now  out  for  a 
time,  but  Kruger  to-day  stated  the  liopublic 
would  be  ruined  if  the  Commission  admitted 
claims  from  all  forced  to  aid  Boers.  In  drafting 
instructions,  therefore,  the  hitherto  inert  power 
of  the  loyalists  must  bo  treated  as  an  important 
factor  in  the  question  of  a  lasting  peace.  It 
would  be  also  false  modesty  to  conceal  belief 
that  personal  acquaintance  with  me  has  mate- 
rially aided  solution.  Uneducated  men  mistrust 
Qovenunents,  but  trust  persons." 


TITHE  (EXTRAORDINAET  CHAEQE) 

BILL. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked  the  hon- 
ourable and  learned  Member  for  Bye, 
Whether,  looking  to  the  fact  that  a 
Select  Committee  of  this  House  has  been 
appointed  to  consider  the  question  of 
Extraordinary  Tithe,  he  proposes  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Second  Beading  of  the 
Bill  on  the  same  subject  on  the  2dth  of 

May?- 

Mr.  INDERWICK.  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  received  no  Notice  of  the  inten- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  to  put  the 
Question  to  him.  The  Select  Committee 
to  which  the  hon.  Oentleman  referred 
had  not  yet  been  appointed.  When  it  had 
been,  he  would  be  happy  to  tell  the  hon. 
Member  what  course  he  intended  to 
take 

Mn.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  he  had 
given  public  Notice  of  his  Question  on 
Friday,  which  he  had  thought  would 
have  been  sufficient,  aud  he  had  intended 
no  discourtesy  to  tho  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  He  now  gave  Notice  that  if 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  proceeded 
with  his  Motion  on  the  25th  of  May 
he  would  move  the  **  Previous  Ques- 
tion." 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL 

(NEGOTIATIONS)— THE  BRITISH 

GARRISONS. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
in  view  of  the  great  danger  of  a  native 
rising  in  the  Transvaal,  and  of  the  criti- 
cal state  of  our  negotiations,  as  sug- 
gested by  his  answer  on  Monday  last,  he 
can  explain  the  exact  position  of  the 
garrisons  in  the  Transvaal  under  the 
terms  of  the  armistice  by  which  they 
were  to  be  allowed  to  receive  provisions, 
but  no  material  of  war  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not  wish  to 
be  committed  by  the  terms  of  the  Ques- 
tion in  the  answer  which  I  give ;  and  I 
take  it  for  granted  that  the  noble  Lord's 
object  is  not  to  ask  me  to  go  into  military 
details,  but  simply  to  state  the  condition 
of  the  garrisons.  Taking  the  Question 
in  that  view,  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
answering  that,  in  the  first  place,  as 
regards  the  provisioning  of  the  garri- 
sons there  is  no  difficulty  whatever.  In 
regard  to  ammunition,  they  are  also 
well  supplied. 
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PROTECTION    OF    PERSON   AND    PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
MR.  DILLON. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Dillon,  now 
in  Kilmainham  Gaol,  is  suffering  from 
illness ;  and,  if  he  will  take  steps  to  as- 
certain whether  continued  incarceration 
"will  have  any  serious  effect  upon  that 
gentleman's  health,  with  a  view  to  at 
once  release  him,  if  such  be  the  case  ? 

Mr.  SEXTON  also  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  Whether  it  is  true,  as 
stated  in  the  newspapers,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  report  on  the  state  of  his 
health,  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary 
has  been  placed  in  the  infirmary  of  Kil- 
mainham Prison;  also,  whether  pri- 
soners confined  in  cells  through  illness 
are  condemned  to  entire  solitude,  be- 
cause the  rules  of  the  prison  prevent 
their  receiving  any  visitors  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOKSTER  :  I  am  afraid 
I  must  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton)  to  repeat  his  Question,  in 
order  that  I  may  make  inquiry.  In  an- 
swer to  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton (Mr.  Labouchere),  Mr.  Dillon  is,  I 
understand,  attended  by  his  own  medi- 
cal adviser.  I  have  not  received  official 
information,  although  I  have  made  in- 
quiry as  to  the  state  of  his  health ;  but 
I  hope,  from  what  I  see  in  the  papers, 
that  he  is  not  seriously  ill.  That  is  what 
I  gather.  I  should  be  sorry  if  his  im- 
prisonment should  affect  his  health  ;  but 
the  hon.  Member  can  hardly  expect  us 
to  release  him  to  enable  him  to  renew 
the  conduct  for  which  it  has  been  felt 
necessary  to  arrest  him. 

Mr.  HEALY  rose  to  a  point  of  Order. 
He  wished  to  know  whether,  when  a 
Member  of  that  House  who  had  been 
arrested  on  a  charge  for  which  he  had 
not  been  tried,  and  of  which  ho  had  not 
been  guilty,  was  referred  to  in  the 
House,  he  should  be  mentioned  by 
name,  and  not  by  the  constituency  which 
he  represented,  as  was  the  usual  cour- 
tesy in  the  House  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  has  not 
taken  any  course,  in  my  opinion,  opposed 
to  Order.  Hon.  Members  are  aware 
that  there  are  two  Members  for  Tip- 
perary in  the  House,  and  it  is  necessary 
\o  distinguiflh  between  thezUi 
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Mr.  HEALY  asked  whether,  in  the 
case  of  a  constituency  having*  two  Mem- 
bers, it  was  not  usual  to  refer  to  them  as 
the  senior  and  the  junior  Aleinher  re- 
spectively ? 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN:  Sir,  as  there 
are  two  Members  for  Bradford  in  the 
House,  may  I  ask  Mr.  Forster  whether 
he  will  be  in  a  position  to  g'ive  to  the 
House  the  information  he  expects  re- 
garding the  health  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tipperaiy  when  it  reaches  bim  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  may  say 
that  I  meant  no  reflection  and  no  act  of 
discourtesy  by  the  way  I  referred  to  Mr. 
Dillon.  My  impression  was  that,  when 
referring  to  any  action  outside  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  it  was  within  Order 
not  to  refer  to  him  in  the  usual  way, 
but  to  speak  of  him  by  name. 


ARMY    RE-GRGANIZATION  —  MTLITIA 
OFFICERS'  UNIFORMS. 

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELIi  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  any 
allowance  will  be  made  to  Militia  officers 
whose  regiments  are  to  be  changed  into 
the  Highland  or  trews  dress,  in  the  same 
way  as  indicated  by  him,  for  officers  of 
those  corps  changed  from  or  to  liifies? 

Mr.  CHILDEKS:  Sir.  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Baronet,  I  have  to  say  that  in  cases 
where  alterations  are  made  in  the  uni- 
forms of  Militia  regiments  to  and  from 
Highland  dress,  I  pi*opose  to  grant  some 
allowance,  as  in  the  case  of  Rifle  dress. 
I  may  add  that  I  propose  to  assist  the 
officers  of  the  Army  in  the  same  way. 

NAVY— THE  TROOP-SHIP   "NEMESIS." 

Mr.  W.  B.  BEACH  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  W  hether  it  is  cor- 
rect that  the  **  Nemesis,"  a  troop-ship 
engaged  by  the  Government  to  take  the 
7th  Hussars  to  South  Africa,  and  which 
started  with  half  the  Kegiment  on  the 
28th  of  February,  was  in  such  bad  re- 
pair, and  her  engines  were  so  defective, 
that  a  large  number  of  horses  died 
during  the  voyage? 

Mu.  TEEVELYAN:  Sir,  it  is  the 
case  that  39  horses  out  of  224  died  on 
board  the  Nemesis  on  the  way  out.  The 
vessel  was  40  days  on  the  voyage  to  the 
Cape,  which  was  about  10  days  longer 
than  she  ought  to  have  taken.  The 
delay  between  England  and  St.  Vincent 
was  caused  by  unusually  heavy  weather; 
but  after  leaving  the  latter  port,  ^e  put 


25        RaUteayi  {India) — 


(May  9, 1881 J 


Partugu$9e  Territory.        26 


into  St.  Helena  under  circumstances 
which  have  not  been  satisfactorily  ex- 
plained. On  reaching  the  Cape  the 
troops  and  horses  were  transferred  to 
another  transport  for  conveyance  to 
Durban,  and  au  inquiry  into  the  cir- 
cumstances was  ordered  on  the  spot,  the 
report  of  which  has  not  yet  been  re- 
ceived. The  Nemesiit  was  classed  100 
Al  at  Lloyd's,  practically  the  highest 
classi6cation  she  could  have,  and  lield  a 
Board  of  Trade  certificate  dated  the 
21st  of  February  last.  Her  hull,  en- 
gines, and  boilers  were  also  thoroughly 
surveyed  by  the  officers  of  the  Trans- 
port Department  before  she  was  en- 
gaged, and  were  found  in  every  respect 
in  good  order.  I  am  sure  that  the 
House  will  remember  that  this  is  the 
only  thing  resembling  a  misadventure 
in  the  operations  of  the  Transport  De- 
partment connected  with  South  Africa. 
That  Department  has  conveyed  12,000 
men,  2,400  horses,  and  7,500  tons  of 
stores  8.000  miles  across  the  ocean,  for 
the  most  part  in  the  depth  of  a  winter 
of  no  ordinary  severity. 

PUBUC   HEALTH-SMALL-POX 
(METROPOLIS). 

Colonel  MAKINS  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
If  it  be  a  fact  that  application  was  made 
by  the  Asylums  Board  to  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  for  permission  to  place  tempo- 
rary Small  Pox  Hospitals  on  the  vacant 
ground  at  Wormwood  Scrubs ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  such  application  was  re- 
fused, and  the  grounds  for  such  re- 
fusal ? 

Mb.  DODSON  :  Sir,  no  application  of 
the  above  nature  has  been  made  to  the 
Government  or  to  the  Metropolitan 
Board  by  the  Asylums  Board  ;  but  an 
application  from  the  Fulham  District 
Board  of  Works  was  made  to  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  and  refused,  that  Board 
stating  that  they  had  no  power  to  grant 
the  use  of  any  portion  of  Wormwood 
Scrubs  for  the  purpose.  No  specific 
ffrounds  of  refusal  were  stated ;  but 
Wormwood  Scrubs  appear  to  be  vested 
in  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  by 
the  Wormwood  Scrubs  Act,  1879,  upon 
trust  for  the  perpetual  use  thereof  by 
the  inhabitants  of  the  Metropolis  for 
exercise  and  recreation  grounds,  subject 
to  their  use  for  military  purposes  ;  and  it 
\^  presumcnl  that  it  was  eonfiidered  that  i 


under  that  Act  there  was  no  power  to 
use  any  part  of  the  land  for  a  small-poz 
hospital. 

RAILWAYS    (INDIA)  —  PORTUGUESE 
TERRITORY— TREATY  OF  LISBON. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether, 
in  accordance  with  the  conditions  of  the 
Treatj^  of  Lisbon,  a  mixed  Commission 
has  ascertained  that  a  Railway  from 
Marmaganna  to  New  Hubli  would  be 
preferable,  in  the  interests  of  commerce 
generally,  to  one  from  Karwar  to  New 
Hubli,  and  likely  to  prove  remunerative ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  of  India 
are  satisfied  that  the  proposed  Line  by 
way  of  Marmaganna  is  preferable  to  any 
other,  can  be  constructed  at  a  reasonable 
cost,  and  is  likely  to  prove  remunera- 
tive? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  under  the  Treaty  of  Lisbon  it  was 
optional  to  appoint  a  mixed  Commission 
to  ascertain  whether  a  railway  from 
Marmagoa  to  Now  Hubli  would  be 
preferable,  in  the  interests  of  commerce 
generally,  to  one  from  Karwar  to  New 
Hubli.  The  words  are,  "Whenever 
either  of  the  high  contracting  parties 
may  be  desirous  of  ascertaining "  the 
advantages  of  one  as  compared  with  the 
other,  they  shall  in  concert  appoint  such 
a  Commission.  It  was  not,  however,  con- 
sidered necessary  to  follow  this  course, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  being  of 
opinion  that  there  were  good  and  sufficient 
reasons  for  co-operating  with  the  Go- 
vernment of  Portugal  m  carrying  out 
the  Marmagoa  undertaking,  each  Go- 
vernment dealing  with  the  construction 
of  those  sections  only  of  railway  which 
lie  within  its  own  territory.  The  Go- 
vernment of  India  expressed  them- 
selves in  favour  of  the  Karwar  line ;  but 
in  dealing  with  the  question  at  the  India 
Office  it  was  thought  that  both  the  letter 
and  spirit  of  the  Treaty  bound  us  not 
only  not  to  attach  too  much  weight  to 
the  circumstance  that  Karwar  was  in 
British  territory,  but  also  to  judge  the 
case  for  Marmagoa  as  favourably  as  in 
reason  and  candour  we  could ;  and  we 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  more 
advantageous,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, to  make  the  arrangement,  which 
has  been  explained,  with  the  Portuguese 
Government.  There  is  no  reason  to  sup- 
pose that  the  line  will  not  be  constructed 
at  a  reasonable  oost  by  that  Government 
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and  that  when  completed  throughout  it 
Trill  not  be  remunerative. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS— EMI- 
GRANT SHIPS. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  a  letter  in  the 
'*  Pall  Mall  Gazette"  of  Friday,  6th  in- 
stant, on  the  **  Horrors  of  an  Emigrant 
Ship/'  signed  Charlotte  O'Brien,  and 
detailing  the  life  on  board  an  emigrant 
ship  from  Ireland  to  America ;  whether 
he  has  noticed  especially  the  following 
passage : — 

**  But  my  business  was  with  tho  women's 

Quarters,  and  we  went  on  there.  Between  two 
ecks,  better  lighted  than  the  men*s  quarters, 
was  a  large  space,  open  from  one  side  of  the 
•hip  to  the  other  From  cipher  side  of  a  long 
central  walk  to  the  outer  walls  of  the  ship  were 
slung  two  enormous  hammocks,  one  suspended 
about  three  feet  from  the  floor,  the  other  above 
the  lower  one.  What  was  going  on  in  tho  two 
upper  hammocks  I  could  not  see,  but  I  preisume 
they  were  the  same  as  those  below.  I  suppose 
each  of  these  hammocks  carry  about  one  hun- 
dred persons.  They  were  made  of  sailcloth, 
and,  being  suspended  all  around  from  hooks, 
were  perfectly  flat.  Narrow  strips  of  sailcloth 
divided  this  groat  bed  into  bertlis.  These  strips 
of  cloth,  when  the  mattresses  were  out,  formed 
divisions  about  eight  inches  high ;  when  the 
mattresses  are  in  it  must  be  almost  one  level. 
Now  in  these  beds  lie  hundreds  of  men  and 
women.  Any  man  who  comes  with  a  woman, 
who  is  or  calls  herself  his  wife,  sleeps  by  right 
in  the  midst  of  hundreds  of  young  women,  who 
are  compelled  to  live  in  his  presence  day  and 
night ;  if  they  remove  their  clothes  it  is  under 
his  eyes,  if  they  lie  down  to  rest  it  is  beside  him. 
It  is  a  shame  even  to  speak  of  these  things; 
but  to  destroy  such  an  evil  it  is  necessary  to 
face  it ; " 

and,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  take  any  steps 
to  put  an  end  to  such  a  disgraceful  treat- 
ment of  the  emigrant  poor  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Prime  Minister  had  desired  him  to 
answer  that  Question  and  another  of  a 
similar  nature  which  stood  on  the  Paper 
in  the  name  of  the  noble  Viscount  the 
Member  for  Barnstaple  (Vi£C3unt  Ly- 
mington).  The  circumstances  to  which 
reference  was  made  in  the  first  Question 
were  brought  to  his  attention  some  days 
before  the  letter  was  published  in  2'he 
Pall  3faU  Gazette  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
and  he  at  once  made  some  preliminary 
inquiry  into  the  matter.  On  the  pub- 
lication of  the  letter  signed  "Charlotte 
0.  O'Brien  "  he  communicated  with  the 
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managers  of  the  five  lines   of  British 
steamships  which  took  Irish  emigrants 
from  Liverpool  to  Queenstown  ;  and  he 
had  now  received  from  all  those  mana- 
gers a  roost  emphatic  and   categorical 
denial  that  any  such  circumstances  as 
were  related  in  the  article  could  possibly 
have  taken  place  with  regard   to  their 
lines  of  steamships.     He  had,  however, 
thought  the  matter  of  so  much  import- 
ance that  he  had  directed  Capt-ai  n  Wilson, 
one  of  tho  principal  officers  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  to  visit  Queenstown  and  Liver- 
pool to  make  special  inquiries  into  the 
matter;  and  Mr.  Gray,  the  Assistant  Se- 
cretary of  the  Marine  Department  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  who  was  now  at  Liiver- 
pool,  had  been  instructed  to  make  further 
inquiry.     He  had  asked  Miss   O'Brien 
to  give  him   the  name  of  the   ship  to 
which  her  letter  referred,  and  also  any 
other  particulars   which  would  enable 
him  more  carefully  and  thoroughly  Xo 
investigate  the  matter.  He  hoped,  under 
these  circumstances,  the  House   would 
think  it  right  to  suspend  its  judgment 
upon  the  statement  made.     As  soon  as 
possible,  after  its  completion,  the  O't- 
respondence  would  be  placed   on    the 
Table. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  said,  he  had 
several  times  crossed  the  Atlantic ;  but 
he  had  never  seen  anything  of  the  kind 
mentioned,  although  he  had  inspected 
the  steerage.  He  would  like  to  know, 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  any 
information  as  to  what  line  of  steamships 
Tvao  f PxeiTed  to  ? 

Mb.  chamberlain  said,  the  Une 
referred  to  was  not  mentioned  in  the 
article  in  Thft  Pall  Mall  Gazette  \  but  he  had 
written  to  Miss  O'Brien  for  particulars. 

Ma.  O'DONNELL asked,  if  any  inouiry 
would  be  made  as  to  American  lines 
touching  at  Queenstown  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  he  was  not 
aware  that  any  American  line  carried 
Irish  emigrants*  from  Queenstown  or 
Liverpool. 

POST  OFFICE  (SAVINGS  BANK  DE- 
PARTMENT) —  EMPLOYMENT  OF 
DEAF  AND  DUMB  PERSONS. 

Mb.  C.  S.  PARKER  asked  the  Post- 
master Qeneral,  Whether,  as  has  been 
stated,  it  is  intended  to  employ  a  cer- 
tain number  of  deaf  and  dumb  per- 
sons at  the  Post  Office  in  the  sorting  of 
papers  ? 
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Mr.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  I  am  glad  to 
be  able  to  state  that  arran^j^ements  have 
been  made  for  the  employment,  experi- 
mentally, of  a  certain  number  of  deaf 
and  dumb  persons  in  the  sortin prof  papers 
in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank  Depart- 
ment, and  I  can  only  express  a  hope 
that  the  experiment  will  turn  out  suc- 
cessfully. 

POST    OFFICE    (SAVIXGS    BANK    DE. 
PARTMENT)— PROMOTIONS. 

Earl  PERCY  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  with  reference  to  the  promo- 
tions about  to  be  made  in  the  Savings 
Bank  Department  of  the  Post  Office, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  it  is  pro- 
posed to  pass  over  duly  qualified  officers 
in  favour  of  others  below  them  in  their 
class ;  and.  if  so,  whether  he  can  state 
the  grounds  upon  which  this  course  is 
to  be  adopted  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
Question  of  the  noble  Earl,  I  have  to 
Btate  that  no  names  have  yet  boon  sub- 
mitted to  me  for  promotion  in  the  Savings 
Bank  Department.  In  order  to  prevent 
misapprehension,  I  think  it  may  be  well 
to  mention  that,  by  a  long-established 
rule  of  the  Service,  promotion  from  the 
third  to  the  second  class  depends  upon 
seniority  combined  with  full  competency, 
and  from  the  second  class  to  the  first, 
and  to  appointments  above  the  first, 
upon  superior  merit.  I  can  only  add 
that  in  the  promotions  about  to  be  made 
I  shall  endeavour  to  act  on  these  rules 
with  the  strictest  impartiality. 

THE  LATE  EARL  OF  BEACONSFIELB, 
K.G.  —  INSCRIPTION  ON  PROPOSED 
MONUMENT. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  the  Inscription 
which  is  to  be  placed  on  the  Monument 
which  he  will  propose  to  ask  to  be 
erected  to  the  memory  of  the  late  Earl 
of  Beaconsfield  will  contain  any  reference 
whatever  to  his  actions  as  a  leader  of  a 
political  party  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  as  I  under- 
stand this  matter,  according  to  the  pre- 
cedents and  custom  of  Parliament,  when 
the  House  arrives  at  a  Vote  of  this  kind, 
it  expresses  it  in  terms  which  are  suffi- 
ciently full  to  afford  a  guide  for  the 
inscription  to  be  placed  on  the  public 
monument  That  has  been  the  course 
pursued  on  the  present  occasion,  and  I 


apprehend  it  would  not  be  in  accordance 
with  precedent  or  policy,  or  within  the 
authority  conferred  by  the  Vote  of  Par- 
liament, to  make  any  addition  to  what 
I  may  call  the  material  words  of  the 
inscription.  I  do  not  think  that  any  of 
the  monuments,  as  far  as  I  know,  con- 
tain references  to  the  acts  of  persons 
whom  they  commemorate  in  their  cha- 
racter of  Leaders  of  a  political  Party, 
and  certainly  I  should  not  propose  that 
there  should  now  be  anything  that  would 
be  at  variance  with  the  established  prac- 
tice in  the  matter. 

ARMY     RE-ORGANIZATION  —  MILITIA 
OFFICERS'  UNIFORMS. 

Earl  PERCY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  will  lay  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  a  Statement  of  the 
probable  average  outlay  which  will  bo 
imposed  upon  each  officer  of  Militia  by 
the  changes  in  dress  and  appointments 
consequent  upon  the  proposals  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  distinguishing 
between  those  officers  belonging  to  Re- 
giments which  will  change  their  facings 
and  those  which  will  not ;  and,  whether 
this  House  will  be  afforded  an  opportu- 
nity of  considering  the  proposed  changes 
of  uniform  before  they  were  put  in 
orders  ? 

Mr.  CH ELDERS  :  No,  Sir;  I  do  not 
propose  t(>  lay  such  a  Return  upon  the 
Table.  In  many  cases  the  alteration 
referred  to  will  involve  a  very  small  ex- 
penditure, and  I  have  already  stated 
what  I  intend  to  do  when  material 
changes  are  involved.  If,  however,  the 
noble  Earl  wishes  to  raise  any  discussion 
on  these  points,  he  can  do  so  when  the 
Vote  for  Clothing  is  being  considered. 

ALKALI,     *c.     WORKS     REGULATION 
BILL-CEMENT  WORKS. 

Mr.  R.  N.  FOWLER  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether  he  is  prepared  to  lay  before 
the  House  the  private  reports  of  the 
Government  chemists  with  reference  to 
the  tests  to  be  applied  to  the  gases  or 
vapours  emitted  from  cement  works; 
and,  whether  he  is  aware  that  no  means 
exist  for  consuming  carbonic  acid  gas ; 
and  if,  in  these  circumstances,  he  is  pre- 
pared to  state  what  are  the  best  prac- 
tical means  which  cement  manufacturers 
are  to  be  required  to  usei  in  order  to 
comply  with  the  Act  ? 
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Mb.  DODSON  :  Sir,  there  are  no  Ee- 
ports,  either  private  or  public,  from  the 
Oovernment  chemists  as  to  the  specific 
quantitative  tests  to  be  applied  to  these 
works.  I  am  aware  that  no  means  of  a 
practicable  character  exist  for  consuming 
carbonic  acid  gas  ;  but  that  is  not  the  gas 
complained  of.  What  is  complained  of  is 
the  acidity  other  than  that  from  carbonic 
acid,  the  density  of  the  vapour,  and  the 
smell.  Although  I  am  not  prepared  at 
this  moment  to  state  what  are  the  best 
practicable  and  available  means  cement 
manufacturers  might  be  required  to  use, 
I  am  advised  that  these  works  may  be 
conducted,  in  many  instances,  so  as  to 
give  out  less  offensive  vapour  than  is 
now  the  case,  and  that  the  vapour  given 
out  may  be  allowed  to  escape  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  be  dispersed  much  better 
than  at  present. 

SOTJTft  AFRICA  —  THE  TRANSVAAL 
(POLITICAL  RELATIONS). 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Transvaal  State  will  be  in  ''  full 
Colonial  relations  with  this  Country ; " 
or,  whether  the  relations  between  this 
Country  and  the  Transvaal  will  be  con- 
ducted through  the  Foreign  Office,  and 
not  through  the  Colonial  Office  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  in  answer  to 
this  Question  as  to  the  words  ''  full 
Colonial  relations  with  this  country," 
which  are  put  in  inverted  commas,  I 
wish  to  say  I  never  stated  or  implied 
that  the  Transvaal  under  the  new  con- 
dition of  things,  when  settled,  would 
be  in  full  Colonial  relations  with  this 
country.  I  do  not  think  that  that  would 
be  an  accurate  description,  so  far  as  I 
am  able  to  form  an  opinion.  With  re- 
g^d  to  the  Question  whether  the  rela- 
tions between  this  country  and  the 
Transvaal  will  be  conducted  through 
the  Foreign  Office,  and  not  through  the 
Colonial  Office,  I  have  to  say  that  the 
practice  in  South  Africa,  even  with  re- 
gard to  a  purely  Foreign  State — for 
example,  the  Orange  Free  State — has 
been  to  conduct  the  relations  through 
the  Colonial  Office.  Instructions  have 
been  given  to  the  Hoyal  Commissioners 
on  this  subject  to  the  following  effect : — 
As  regards  communication  with  Foreign 
Governments,  it  will  probably  be  found 
that  the  Transvaal  Government  should 
correspond  on   such   matters  with  Her 


Majesty'sGovemmentthroughthe  Preai* 
dent  of  the  High  Commission. 

Earl PEECY  asked,  whether  the  words 
"full  Colonial  relation  with  this  country  ** 
have  not  been  applied  to  the  state  of  cer- 
tain countries  whose  condition  is  to  be 
that  of  the  Transvaal  with  regard  to 
Great  Britain  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the 
noble  Earl  had  completely  mistaken  the 
bearing  of  his  argument.  His  argument 
was,  that  as  there  were  States  in  full 
Colonial  relation  with  this  country  where 
the  Queen  did  not  appoint  the  Governor, 
d  fortiori  it  could  not  be  requisite  that 
we  should  appoint  a  Governor  in  a  State 
like  the  Transvaal. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— THE  QUEEN  v,  BRAD- 
LAUGH  AND  ANOTHER—"  FRUITS  OF 
PHILOSOPHY." 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  honourable  and  learned  Mem- 
ber  for  Launceston,  Whether  it  was  a 
fact  that  the  Law  Officers  of  the  late 
Government  decided  not  to  proceed  fur- 
ther with  the  prosecution  against  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  and  others  for  publishing 
obscene  and  immoral  works  after  the 
first  indictment  had  failed  owing  to  a 
technical  error  ? 

Sir  HAEDINGE  GIFFARD,  in  re- 
ply, said,  the  Question  of  his  noble 
Friend  appeared  to  assume  that  the 
prosecution  was  at  the  instance  of  the 
Government.  That  was  an  error.  It  was 
begun  by  the  City  Police,  and  he  had  no 
knowledge  of  it.     He  must 

Sir  WILFRID  LAW80N  rose  to 
Order,  and  asked,  whether  the  noble 
Lord  could  ask  a  Question  which  had  no 
reference  to  a  Bill  or  other  matter  before 
the  House?  

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  Rule  is,  that  a 
Question  must  refer  to  a  Bill  or  Motion 
before  the  House ;  but  as  the  present 
Question  refers  to  a  matter  which  has 
attracted  much  public  attention  in  this 
House,  and  as  it  deals  with  the  acts  of 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  of  the  late 
Government,  I  thought  it  my  duty  to 
allow  the  Question  to  be  put. 

Sir  HAEDINGE  GIFFARD  said,  he 
would  repeat  what  he  was  saying  when 
interrupted — namely,  that  the  case  was 
begun  Dy  the  City  Police ;  he  had  no 
knowledge  of  it  until  after  that  time. 
It  never  was  a  Government  prosecution, 
and  no  question  of  further  proceedings 
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ever  came  before  him  as  Law  Officer. 
He  thought,  however,  he  was  bound  to 
add  that  if  he  had  been  asked  his 
opinion,  it  would  have  been  against 
giving  further  publicity  to  an  obscene 
and  mischievous  publication. 

APPOINTMENT  OF  COLONIAL 
GOVERNORS. 

Mb.  WARTON  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  there  is  any 
instance  of  a  colony  in  which  the  ap- 
pointment of  its  governor,  even  in  those 
cases  where  that  office  has  been  hereditary 
or  elective,  has  not  been  originally  made 
by  the  Crown  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
should  be  most  happy  to  answer  any 
Question  relating  to  a  matter  within  his 
own  knowledge ;  but  as  regarded  that 
which  formed  the  subject  of  the  present 
Question^  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
was  quite  as  competent  as  he  was  to 
ascertain  the  information  for  which  he 
sought ;  and,  considering  the  respective 
allowance  of  leisure,  perhaps  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  was  more  able  to 
find  an  opportunity. 

PARLIAMENT— ARRANGEMENT  OF 
PUBUC  BUSINESS. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  asked.  Whether 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
take  the  first  three  Orders  of  the  Day  on 
the  Paper  in  the  order  in  which  they 
stood? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Yes.  He  would 
add  that  they  did  not  propose  to  curtail 
the  debate  on  the  Land  Bill  for  the  sake 
of  bringing  on  the  adjourned  debate  on 
the  Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  asked,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  narrow  majority  of 
Saturday  morning,  the  Government  in- 
tended to  persist  in  their  determination 
to  ask  the  House  to  have  a  Morning  Sit- 
ting to-morrow  (Tuesday)  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  would  be 
more  convenient  to  answer  that  Question 
when  the  Order  was  called  on. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  the  Order  might  not  be  reached 
until  I  o'clock  in  the  morning,  perhaps 
later,  and  the  delay  would  occasion  in- 
convenience. He  was  sure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  propose  to  increase 
the  inconvenience  of  a  Morning  Sitting 
by  keeping  Members  until  a  late  hour 
before  they  received  a  definite  announce- 
ment? 

VOL.  OOLZL      [tbibo  skbibs.] 


Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  should  be 
prepared  to  take  the  judgment  of  the 
House  upon  the  Order.  He  felt  it  ne- 
cessary to  do  that,  for  reasons  connected 
with  the  g^eneral  position  of  the  case, 
and,  having  said  that,  hon.  Members 
would  have  knowledge  that  the  subject 
would  come  on. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  he 
had  arranged  the  matter  with  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Richard  Grosvenor). 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  he  had 
not  meant  to  convey  any  reflection  on 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hert- 
ford. 

FRANCE  AND  TUNIS— THE  TTJBKISH 

FLEET. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true  that  the 
French  Ambassador  at  Constantinople 
has  protested  against  the  despatch  of 
Turkish  ships  to  Tunis,  and  has  stated 
that  French  ships  will  fire  upon  such 
ships  if  they  are  despatched  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  No 
information  has  reached  Her  Majesty's 
Government  of  the  reported  despatch  of 
the  Turkish  Fleet  to  Tunis  and  the  pro- 
test of  the  French  Government ;  but  an 
incident  of  tliis  nature  occurred  in  1836. 
A  similar  threat  was  made  by  France  in 
1 84 1 ,  M.  Guizot  stating  that  the  French 
Admiral  had  orders  to  turn  back  the 
Turkish  Squadron,  which  it  was  rumoured 
was  about  to  visit  Tunis,  by  remonstrance 
if  he  could,  but  by  force  if  necessary; 
and  in  1864  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  informed  that  France  would  still 
oppose  the  presence  of  the  Turkish  Fleet 
in  Tunisian  waters. 

Mb.  OTWAY  asked  the  hon.  Baronet, 
whether  he  would  complete  his  answer 
by  stating  what  the  answer  of  Lord 
Palmerston's  Government  was  in  1864  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  There 
was  no  answer  whatever,  Sir. 

Mb.  OTWAY  would  Hke  to  know,  if 
the  hon.  Baronet  would  be  so  g^od  as  to 
allow  the  despatches  to  be  laid  on  the 
Table  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
there  were  1 5  volumes  of  these  despatches 
from  1838  to  1864.  On  the  occasion  re- 
ferred to,  there  was  no  direct  communi- 
cation made  by  the  British  Government 
with  regard  to  the  action  of  the  French. 
The  British  GK>vemment  was  informe4 
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of  it ;  but  no  request  -wba  made  for  an 
answer,  and  no  answer  was  (civon* 

Mb.  MONTAGUE  GUEST :  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  hon.  Baronet,  whether,  in 
his  opinion,  the  French  Government  are 
justified  in  following  the  precedent  of 
1836? 

SiE  OHAELES  W.  DILKE :  I  can 
only  reply,  in  the  words  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  a  former  occasion — it  is  never 
the  custom  of  the  Government  to  give 
answers  to  hypothetical  Questions. 

Mr.  OTWAY  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
If  he  wotdd  allow  despatches  to  be 
placed  on  the  Table  which  should  show 
whether  in  1864  the  British  fleet  was 
moved  from  Malta  to  the  port  of  Tunis  ? 

ARTIZANS'  AND  LABOURERS'  DWELL- 
INGS ACTS— ALLEGED  REMOVAL  OF 
FAMILIES. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
V^orks,  If  it  is  the  fact  that  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works,  proceeding 
under  the  Artizans'  Dwellings  Acts,  have 
given  notice  of  immediate  removal  to 
nearly  two  hundred  families,  who  are 
chiefly  dock  labourers  residing  in  courts 
lying  between  Eosemary  Lane  (Koyal 
Mint  Street)  and  St.  Katharine's  Docks ; 
and,  if  he  can  say  whether  the  new 
dwellings  which  the  Board  proposes  to 
erect  will  be  suitable  as  residences  for  the 
same  classes  as  those  who  are  now  about 
being  disturbed  in  the  locality  specified  ? 

SiE  JAMES  M^QABEL-HOGG,  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  under  a  misapprehension. 
The  Metropolitan  Board  had  given  no 
such  notices  as  those  to  which  he  had 
referred ;  but  they  had,  at  the  request 
of  the  Trustees  of  the  Peabody  Fund,  to 
whom  the  adjoinin^g  land  had.  been  sold 
for  the  erection  of  artizans'  dwellings, 
obtained  and  furnished  the  names  of  uie 
persons  residing  in  the  locality  men- 
tioned in  the  Question,  and  the  Trustees 
had  issued  notices  to  tfiose  persons  that 
their  new  buildings  were  ready  for  occu- 
pation. The  Boara  erected  no  dwellings 
themselves,  bat  only  sold  or  let  the  land 
for  that  purpose. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mb.  MAOFABLANE  asked  the  Prime 
Minister,  Whether,  considering  the  su- 
preme  importance  of   the  I^d  Law 
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(Ireland)  Bill,  and  the  great  advisability 
of  sending  it  up  to  the  House  of  LordLs 
in  good  time,  so  as  not  to  give  that 
House  any  excuse  on  that  account  to 
reject  it,  he  will  postpone  all  other 
Business  not  of  the  most  urgent  nature 
in  its  favour  and  take  it  day  oy  day? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  sure  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
accuse  him  of  want  of  sympathy  if  he 
declined  to  enter  into  the  Question  in 
detail.  He  would  confine  himself  to 
saying  that,  as  far  as  the  Business  of 
the  Government  was  concerned,  thej 
attached  the  highest  importance  to  the 
progress  of  the  Land  Law  flreland)  Bill 
Doing  made  as  expeditiously  as  it  could 
be  done  with  due  deliberation,  and  they 
would  allow  nothing  but  what  was  abso* 
lutely  necessary  or  of  the  veiy  simplest 
character  to  interfere  with  it. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE— PARLIAMENTARY 

OATHS  BILL. 

Mr.  BITOHIE  asked,  Whether  the 
adjourned  debate  on  the  Parliamentary 
Oaths  Bill  could  be  taken  after  12.30,  in 
the  event  of  any  opposition  being  offered 
to  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  said,  that  the  Notice 
of  Opposition  that  had  been  given 
applied  only  to  the  Motion  of  which  the 
Attorney  General  had  given  Notice. 
The  House  was  now  engaged  on  an 
Order  of  the  Day,  altogether  a  different 
matter ;  and  as  there  was  no  Notice  of 
opposition  to  the  Order  of  the  Day,  it 
could  come  on  at  any  hour. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  wished  for 
a  definite  expression  from  the  Prime 
Minister,  whether  it  was  on  the  question 
of  the  Morning  Sitting,  or  on  this  Bill, 
that  he  intended  to  tase  the  feeling  of 
the  House  ?  Was  it  that  the  Govern- 
ment meant  to  bring  on  the  question  of 
a  Morning  Sitting  the  next  day,  when 
the  Order  of  the  Day  was  read  ?  He 
believed  it  was  competent  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  adopt  either  course. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  there  is  no 
intention  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  bring  in  anything  relating  to  the  pro- 
posal of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
The  question  of  the  Morning  Sitting 
only  will  be  considered  to-night. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Onslow, 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  the  ad- 
journed debate  on  the  Bill  could  come 
on  at  any  hour. 
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FRANCE— THE  COMMERCIAL  TREATY 
—  THE  NEW  FRENCH  GENERAL 
TARIFF. 

Mb.  SLAOG  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther the  present  Treaty  of  Commerce 
with  France  will  not  expire  on  Nov.  8, 
and  what  attempt  is  being  made  to  avoid 
delay  in  fixing  its  future  form  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir, 
Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  have  been 
officially  informed  that  the  new  French 
General  Tariff  was  promulgated  yester- 
day, and  accordingly,  in  pursuance  of 
the  Declaration  signed  on  the  10th  of 
October,  1879,  the  Commercial  Treaties 
and  Conventions  between  Great  Britain 
and  France  now  in  force  will  expire  on 
the  8th  of  November  next.  To  avoid 
the  delay  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  beg  to  state  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  urged  on  the  18th  of  June, 
5th  of  August,  12th  of  October,  15th 
of  November,  15th  of  February,  and 
several  times  in  March  and  April  last, 
that  negotiations  should  be  entered  upon ; 
but  the  French  Government  replied  that 
they  could  not  proceed  until  the  Bill  for 
establishing  the  new  General  Tariff  had 
been  passed  by  the  Senate.  When  the 
discussion  in  the  Senate  was  approaching 
its  conclusion.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment asked  that,  in  order  to  avoid  delay, 
some  person  should  be  sent  to  London 
to  furnish  preliminary  explanations  on 
questions  of  detail.  The  French  Go- 
vernment, however,  preferred  to  give 
them  in  Paris,  and  Mr.  Kennedy  was 
accordingly  sent  there  for  the  purpose. 
It  will  thus  be  seen  that  there  has  been 
in  the  past  no  delay  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  I  would  add 
that  in  the  official  notification  from  the 
French  Government  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred, no  proposal  with  respect  to  formal 
negotiations  is  made  by  that  Govern- 
ment. This  point  will  not  be  lost  sight 
of  in  the  answer  which  will  be  returned 
to  M.  Challemel-Lacour. 

Mb.  BOUEKE  asked,  whether  in  the 
negotiations  any  hope  had  been  held  out 
of  changes  beneficial  to  the  commerce  of 
this  country  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  such  hopes  had  been  held  out, 
and  that  he  hoped  the  French  Govern- 
ment wou^.d  be  prepared  to  make  such 
changes. 


ASSASSINATION  OF  THE  EMPEROR 
OF  RUSSIA. 

BEPLY  TO  THE  MESSAGE   OF   OONDOLENOB. 

The  Mabqubss  of  TAVISTOCK,  hav- 
ing been  appointed,  together  with  the  Earl 
Peboy,  to  attend  upon  Her  Boyal  and 
Imperial  Highness  the  Duchess  of  Edin- 
burgh with  a  Message  of  Condolence  of 
this  House,  reported  that  Her  Boyal  and 
Imperial  Elighness  had  been  pleased  to 

reply : — 

Clarence  Houee^ 

St  Jamea*t,  S,  W. 

My  ZordSf 

I  beg  that  you  will  have  the  goodnete  to 
convey  to  the  Souse  of  Commons  the  assurance  of 
my  deep  gratitude  for  the  Message  of  Condolence 
which  it  has  sent  to  me,  and  of  which  you  have 
been  the  hearers. 

The  feeling  to  which  the  Souse  has  given  ex' 
pression,  on  the  subject  of  the  death  of  my  beloved 
father,  has  been  to  me  and  to  the  other  members  of 
my  family  a  source  of  the  greatest  consolation, 

MARIE, 

ORDERS     OF    THE    DAT. 

MONUMENT   TO    THE    EARL   OF 

BEACONSFIELD,  K.G. 

COMMITTEE. 

Connid^ed  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  rising  to  move 
the  following  Besolution  : — 

''That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  that  Her  Majesty  will  give 
directions  that  a  Monument  be  erected  in  the 
Collegiate  Church  of  Saint  Peter,  Westminster, 
to  the  Memory  of  the  late  Right  Hon.  the  Earl 
of  Beaconsfield,  with  an  Inscription  expressive 
of  the  high  sense  entertained  by  the  House  of 
his  rare  and  splendid  gifts,  and  of  his  devoted 
labours  in  Parliament  and  in  g^reat  Offices  of 
State;  and  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that  this 
House  will  make  good  the  expenses  attending 
the  same,*' 

said:  Sir,  considering  the  Notioe  that 
appears,  in  conjunction  with  mj  own, 
upon  the  Paper,  I  should,  perhaps,  be 
too  sanguine  were  I  to  express  even  the 
faintest  hope  that  this  Motion  might 
receive  the  unanimous  assent  of  the 
Committee.  But,  Sir,  while  I  do  not 
venture  to  press  that  hope,  I  do  entertain 
the  very  earnest  hope — I  would  even  say 
I  offer  the  most  earnest  entreaty — that  it 
may  not  be  made  a  subject  of  lengthened 
or  contentious  debate.  I  say  that,  Sir, 
in  the  position  of  one  especially  bouud 
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to  consider  what  is  for  the  dignity  of 
the  House ;  but  I  say  it  also  in  the  cha- 
racter of  an  old  and  keen  opponent  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield ;  and  nothing  would 
be  so  painful  to  me,  except,  indeed,  the 
rejection  of  the  Motion,  which  I  think 
impossible,  as  that  its  grace  should  be 
ennrely  marred  by  its  being  made  the 
subject  of  angry  disputation.  It  has  not 
been  unnatural  that  on  a  subject  of  this 
kind,  exciting  so  much  and  such  varied 
public  interest,  criticism  should  have 
been  busy.  But  with  regard  to  that 
criticism,  both  with  respect  to  what  has 
been  done  and  with  respect  to  what  has 
not  been  done,  I  will  simply  say  that 
my  object  has  been  the  fulfilment  of  my 
duty,  and  that  the  fulfilment  of  my  duty 
has  appeared  to  me  to  lie  in  a  careful 
consideration  of  the  rules  and  pre- 
cedents applicable  to  the  case.  I  think 
that  those  precedents  ought  to  be  li- 
berally interpreted  ;  but,  for  my  own 
part,  in  all  these  complimentary  mat- 
ters I  have  a  great  jealousy  of  addi- 
tions. There  is  a  temptation,  under 
the  influence  of  feeling,  to  make  such 
additions,  and  every  addition  made  on 
a  particular  occasion  becomes  an  em- 
barrassment on  the  next  occasion.  I 
will  simply  say,  not  that  I  have  inter- 
preted precedent  aright — I  do  not  as- 
sume that — but  I  have  endeavoured, 
■trictly  and  carefully,  to  make  it  my 
ground.  Everyone  will  feel  that  this  is 
not  the  occasion  to  attempt  an  historical 
portraiture  of  Lord  Beaconsfield.  Nei- 
ther is  it  the  occasion  to  attempt,  espe- 
cially from  this  side  of  the  House — out 
from  no  side  of  the  House,  I  will  ven- 
ture to  say,  is  it  the  occasion  to  attempt 
a  political  etdogy  of  Lord  Beaconsfield. 
It  wotdd  be  mistaking  the  purposes  for 
which  we  have  met  to-day.  I  will  go  a 
little  further  and  say  that  the  position 
of  the  House  is  in  some  respects  and  in 
part  peculiar.  I  do  not  know  that  it 
has  ever  happened  that  a  Parliament  in 
sharp  antagonism  to  the  policy  of  a  par- 
ticular Minister  has  been  called  upon  to 
accept  a  proposal  of  this  kind  with  re- 
spect to  the  Minister  whose  policy  is  op- 
posed. At  the  same  time,  though  there 
18  no  case  exactly  analagous  to  this, 
there  are  cases  which  make  a  material 
approximation  to  it.  When  Lord  John 
Bussell  proposed,  in  1850,  in  a  speech 
of  great  good  taste,  a  monument  to  the 
memory  of  Sir  Hobert  Peel,  he  very 
naturally  looked  back,  not  merely  to  the 
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crisis  of  the  Anti-Corn  Law  movement 
which  had  brought  them  together,  but 
to  the  long  struggles  of  30  years  before  ; 
and  Lord  John  Eussell  said,  in  very  be* 
coming  language — *'  I  will  not  enter  into 
the  nature  of  the  measures  with  which 
his  name  is  associated;"  and,  ag^in — 
*'  This  is  not  the  time  to  consider  par- 
ticular opinions  or  particular  measuree." 
But  he  also  quoted  an  earlier  case,  in 
which  it  happened  that  Colonel  Barr6 
proposed  a  public  monument  to  Lord 
Chatham,  to  whom  he  had  been  not  very 
long  before  in  the  sharpest  opposition. 
So  that  although  the  features  of  this 
case  are  marked  features,  yet  we  are  not 
without  guidance  from  the  proceeding 
of  those  who  have  gone  before  us.    This 
I  will  venture  to  say,  that  it  is  a  case 
with  regard  to  which  we  who  may  be 
said  to  form  the  majority  in  this  House 
ought  to  be  on  our  guard  against  giving 
way  to  our  own  narrower  political  sympa- 
thies.    It  would  be  better  that  proposi- 
tions of  this  kind  should  be  altogether 
abandoned  and  forgotten  than  that  thej 
should  degenerate  into  occasions  for  issu- 
ing the  manifestoes  of  political  alliances 
or  of  ordinary  partizanship.     If  I  am 
asked  why,  endeavouring  to  look  with- 
out fear  or  favour  at  this  case  upon  its 
merits  and  upon  nothing  else,  and  de- 
sirous to  speak  the  truth  without  con- 
straint and  without  exaggeration,  I  ven- 
ture to  recommend  this  proposition  to 
the  House,  and  why  I  think  that  the 
S8tme  reasons  which  have  led  the  House 
to  give  in    the    case  of  other  Prime 
Ministers  of  this  coimtiy  a  testimony 
such  as  I  now  invite  to  the  memory  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield  should  actuate  us  now, 
I  say  that,  in  my  judgment,  we  have  to 
look  to  two  questions,  and  to  two  ques- 
tions only;  and  they  are,  whether  the 
tribute  that  it  is  proposed  to  pay  is 
to    be  paid  to  one  who,  in  the  first 
place,  has  sustained  a  great  historic  part 
and  done  great  deeds  written    on  the 
page  of  Paniamentary  and  National  his- 
tory; and  next,  whether  those  deeds  have 
been  done  with  the  full  authority  of  the 
constituted  organs  of  the  nation  and  of 
the  nation  itself ;  and  I  think  that  an  im- 
partial  survey  of  what  has  happened 
will  satisfy  the  House  that  upon  neither 
of  these    points  is  there  the   smallest 
room  for  doubt.    It  may  seem  to  be  a 
sharp  mental  transition  for  us  to  make, 
when  we  pass  from  the  balance  of  poli* 
tical   opinion   now    prevailing  in   thii 
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House  to  the  balance  of  opinion  that 
existed  here  two  or  three  or  four  years 
ago.  But  it  is  right,  it  is  just,  it  is 
necessary  that  we  should  recollect  that 
what  was  done  by  the  late  Parliament 
and  what  was  done  by  the  late  Ministry, 
and  above  all  by  Lord  Beaconsfield  as 
the  official  head  and  as  the  guiding 
spirit  of  the  late  Ministry,  was  done 
under  precisely  the  same  constitutional 
title,  and  with  exactly  the  same  charter 
and  authority  as  that  under  which 
we  now  claim  to  act.  I  cast  behind  me 
for  a  moment  the  question  what  I  ap- 
prove and  what  I  disapprove,  what  I  re- 
joice in  and  what  I  regret.  We  are  hero 
to  act  on  the  part  of  the  nation,  and 
to  maintain  that  description  of  action 
which  is  suitable  to,  and  which  is  re- 
quired by,  the  nation's  continuous  life. 
The  career  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  is  in 
many  respects  the  most  remarkable  in 
our  Parliamentary  history.  For  my  own 
part,  I  know  but  one  that  can  fairly  be 
compared  to  it  in  regard  to  the  emotional 
surprise — the  emotion  of  wonder,  which, 
when  viewed  as  a  whole,  it  is  calculated 
to  excite — and  that  is  the  career,  more 
especially  the  early  career,  of  Mr.  Pitt. 
Lord  Beaconsfield's  name  is  associated 
with  at  least  one  great  constitutional 
change,  in  regard  to  which  I  think  it 
will  ever  be  admitted — at  least,  I  never 
can  scruple  to  admit  it — that  its  arrival 
was  accelerated  by  his  personal  act.  I 
will  not  dwell  upon  that,  but  upon  the 
close  association  of  his  name  with  the 
important  change  in  the  principle  of  the 
Parliamentary  franchise.  It  is  also  as- 
sociated  with  great  European  transac- 
tions, great  European  arrangements.  I 
put  mvself  in  the  position,  not  necessa- 
rily of  a  friend  and  admirer  who  looks 
with  S3rmpathy  upon  the  action  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  but  in  the  position  of  one 
who  considers  the  magnitude  of  the  part 
which  he  played  on  behalf  of  this  coun- 
try ;  and  I  say  that  one  who  was  his 
political  friend  might  fairly  have  said  of 
him  when  he  came  back  from  Berlin — 

"Aspioe,  ut  insigniB  spoliis  Marcellas  opimis 
lDgTeditur,yictorqae  viros  supereminet  omnM." 

My  duty  is  to  look  at  these  things  in  the 
magnitude  of  their  national  and  his- 
torical character,  and  it  is  when  so  look- 
ing at  them  that  I  have  not  a  doubt  that 
the  man  who  for  seven  years  sustained 
the  office  of  Prime  Minister,  the  man 
who  for  nearly  30  years  led,  either  in  one 
PooM  or  in  the  other,  a  great  Party  in 


this  country,  and  the  man  who  had  so  in- 
tertwined himself  in  the  interests  of  the 
national  heart,  as  was  shown  on  the  occa- 
sion of  his  illness,  is  a  man  for  whom 
the  House  may  well  do  what  I  now  call 
upon  it  to  do.  I  have  said  that,  in  my 
opinion,  the  magnitude  of  the  part 
played  by  Lord  beaconsfield,  and  the 
authority  with  which  it  was  played,  are 
the  only  matters  to  which  we  ought  to 
look ;  and  I  press  this  point  specially 
as  one  that  many  of  us  might  perhaps 
forget — namely,  that  he  acted  with  the 
same  authority  that  we  claim  ourselves. 
The  same  Constitution,  the  same  popular 
liberties,  the  same  franchises,  the  same 
principle  of  acquiescence  in  the  will  of 
the  majority  placed  him  in  a  position, 
first  at  this  box  in  this  House  and 
then  in  the  House  of  Lords,  to  give 
effect  to  the  policy  that  he  believed 
to  be  for  the  good  of  his  country, 
as  those  which  have  now  placed  other 
men  in  his  position  to  give  effect  to 
what  they,  with  equal  sincerity,  de- 
sire to  recommend  for  the  approval  of 
Parliament.  This  somewhat  dry  portion 
of  my  duty,  which  has  led  me  to  direct 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  these  two 
points,  which  I  deem  to  contain  the  whole 
estimate  of  the  case,  is  now,  I  think, 
concluded.  As  I  have  said,  I  will  not 
attempt  anything  like  an  historical 
retrospect.  It  wotdd  not  be  fair,  and 
it  would  not  be  just,  even  if  it  were  ap- 
propriate, in  point  of  time,  that  I  should 
do  so^I,  who  have  been  separated  from 
Lord  Beaconsfield  by  longer  and  larger 
differences  than,  perhaps,  ever  separated 
any  two  persons  brought  into  constant 
contact  in  the  transaction'  of  Public 
Business.  It  would  not  be  fair  to  him, 
it  would  not  be  fair  to  his  friends, 
that  I  should  endeavour  to  draw  a  pic- 
ture which  must  be  more  faintly  coloured, 
and,  I  must  add,  which  must  be  dif- 
ferently coloured  if  executed  by  my 
hand  than  that  which  they  could  fairly 
claim. .  But  yet.  Sir,  I  will  allow  myself 
some  satisfaction  in  dwelling  upon 
matters  in  which  I  feel  it  is  pleasurable 
to  myself,  and  on  which  I  also  think  it 
is  useful  for  us  all,  to  dwell.  The  de- 
ceased Statesman  had  certain  great  quali- 
ties  on  which  it  would  be  idle  for  me  to 
enlarge;  his  extraordinary  intellectual 
powers,  for  instance,  were  as  well  known 
to  others  as  to  me ;  but  they  are  not  the 
proper  subject  of  our  present  commenda* 
tions.  But  there  were  other  great  qnali* 
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ties,  not  intellectual — not  merely  intel- 
lectual, in   the  sense  of  being   disas- 
sociated from  conduct — qualities  imme- 
diately connected  with  conduct  —  with 
regard  to  which  I  i^ould  say,  were  I  a 
younger  man,  I  should  like  to  stamp  the 
recollection  of  them  upon  my  mind  for 
my  own  future  guidance,  and  with  regard 
to  which  I  wifi  say,  to  those  younger 
than  myself,  that  I  would  strongly  re- 
commend them  for  notice  and  imitation. 
These  characteristics  were  not  only  writ- 
ten in  a  marked  manner  on  his  career, 
but  were  p5ssessed  by  him  in  a  degree 
undoubtedly  extraordinary.   I  speak,  for 
example,    of  his   strength  of  wiU,  his 
long  -  sighted    persistency  of   purpose, 
reaching  from  his  first  entrance  on  the 
avenue  of  life  to  its  very  close,  his  re- 
markable power  of  self-government,  and 
last,  not  least,  his  great  Parliamentary 
courage,  which  I,  who  h  ave  been  associated 
in  the  course  of  my  life  with  some  scores 
of  Ministers,  have  never  seen  surpassed. 
There  were  other  points  in  his  character 
on  which  I  cannot  refrain  from  saying  a 
word  or  two.     I  wish  to  express  the  ad- 
miration which  I  have  always  felt  for  his 
Btrong  sympathies  with  his  race,  for  the 
sake  of  which  he  was  always  ready  to 
risk  popularity  and  influence.    A  like 
sentiment  I  feel  towards  the  strength  of 
his  svmpathies  with  that  brotherhood  to 
whida  he  thought,  and  justly  thought, 
himself  entitled  to  belong — the  brother- 
hood   of   men   of  letters.      It  is  only 
within  the  last  few  days  that  I  have  read 
in  a  very  interesting  book,  the  "  Auto- 
biography of  Thomas  Cooper,"  how,  in 
the  year  1844,  when  his  influence  with 
his  Party  was  not  yet  established,  Mr. 
Cooper  came  to  him  in  the  character  of 
a  struggling  literary  man,  who  was  also 
a  Chartist,  and  he  who  was  then  Mr.  Dis- 
raeli met  him  with  the  most  active  and 
cordial  kindness — so  ready  was  his  sym- 
pathy for  genius.  There  was  also  another 
feeling,  Sir,  lying  nearer  to  the  very 
centre  of  his  existence,  which,  though  a 
domestic  feeling,  may  now  be  referred 
to  without  indelicacy — I  mean  his  pro- 
found,  devoted,   tender,    and    grateful 
affection  for  his  wife,  which,  if — as  may 
be  the  case — it  deprived  him  of  the 
honour    of  public  obsequies — I   know 
not  whether  it  did  so— -Ihas,  neverthe- 
lem,   left  for  him  a  more  permanent 
title  as  one  who  knew,  amid  the  calls 
and  temptations  of  political  life,  what 
was  due  to  the  sanctity  and  strength  of 
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the  domestic  affections,  and  made  him, 
in    that  respect,    an    example    to    the 
country  in  wnich  he  lived.     In  express- 
ing  a  hope  that  this  debate  may  not  be 
unduly  lengthened,  I  wish  that  my  con* 
tribution  to  it  may  be  confined  within 
the  limits  of  necessity.    I  believe,  if  the 
House  has  been  kind  enough  to  listen 
to  the  few  words  I  have  used,  I  have 
set  before  them  all  that  it  is  necessary 
— perhaps  all  that  it  is  warrantable— 
for  me  to  say ;  but  there  is  one  slighter 
matter  to  which  I  wish  to  have  the 
satisfaction  of  referring.     The  feeling  I 
am  about  to  express  is  not  a  novel  feel- 
ing.    It  is  one  which  I  have  for  many 
years  entertained,  and  which  has  been 
founded  partly  upon  the  private  com- 
munications of  my  friends.     There   is 
much  error  and  misapprehension  abroad 
as  to  the   personal    sentiments  which 

S  re  vail  between  public   men  who   are 
ivided  in  politics.     Their  words  may, 
necessarily,  from  time  to  time,  be  sharp ; 
their  judgments  may  occcasionally,  may 
warrantably,  may  necessarily  be  severe  ; 
but  the  general  idea  of  persons  less  in- 
formed than  those  within  the  Parliamen- 
tary circle,  is  that  they  are  actuated  by 
sentiments  of  intense  antipathy  or  hatred 
for  one  another.     Sir,  I  wish  to  take  this 
occasion — if,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  I  may  for  a  moment  degenerate 
into  egotism  upon  a  subject  much  too 
high  for  it — of  recording,  in  this  place 
and    at  this  hour,  my  firm  conviction 
that,  in  all  the  judgments  ever  delivered 
by  Lord  Beaconsfield  upon  myself,  he 
never  was  actuated  by  sentiments  of 
personal  antipathy.     It  is  a  pleasure  to 
me  to  make  that  acknowledgment.    The 
feeling  on  my  part  is  not  a  new  one ;  but 
the  acknowledgment  of  it  could  hardly 
have  been  made  with  propriety  on  an 
earlier    occasion,    and    hon.    Members 
must  excuse  me  for  having  thus  ob- 
truded   it   upon  them,      ^w.   Sir,   I 
again  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  what  we  have  to  look  at 
to-night  is  the  greatness  of  the  man, 
the  greatness  of  the  offices  sustained  by 
him,  the  greatness  of  the  part  he  played, 
the  greatness  of  the  actions  associated 
with  his  name,   and,   finally,  the   full 
and  undisputed  Constitutional  authority 
which  he  possessed  for  those  actions, 
whether  they  were  according  to  our  sense 
and   taste   or  not  —  that   full  plenary 
Constitutional  power  which  autnoruBed 
beforehand  ana  sanctioned  afterwards 
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wHat  he  did.  These  are  the  essential 
considerations  that  oaght  to  guide  us ; 
and  I  feel  convinced — unless  it  be  my 
own  grievous  fatdt,  and  if  so  I  can  but 
regret  it — that  I  have  said  enough  to 
Bhow  the  Committee  that  they  will  do  well 
and  wisely  to  accept — and  to  accept  in  a 
kindly  spirit — ^the  Motion  I  have  the 
honour  to  submit  for  a  public  monu- 
ment to  Lord  Beaconsfield.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  the 
Hesolution  of  which  he  had  g^ven  Notice. 
Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE  :  Sir, 
in  rising  to  second  the  Motion  which  has 
just  been  proposed,  I  shall  say  but  a  very 
few  words,  because  I  am  sure  I  shall 
best  fulfil  the  wishes  of  the  House,  and 
best  respond  to  the  spirit  in  which  the 
Motion  has  been  made,  if  I  abstain  from 
anything  that  can,  in  the  slightest  de- 
cree, derogate  from  the  tone  which  has 
been  g^ven  to  the  discussion  bv  the 
speech  just  delivered.  If  I  could  con- 
template, which  I  cannot  for  a  moment 
do,  that  this  Motion  should  not  meet 
with  the  general — let  me  say,  I  hope 
the  unanimous — acceptance  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  ;  if  I  could  contemplate  that  it 
would  not  be  accepted  in  a  spirit  and  in 
a  manner  that  would  be  satisfactory  to 
those  who  long  to  seo  this  mark  of 
honour  paid  to  one  they  love,  at  least  I 
should  feel  that  one  monument,  and  that 
one  of  a  higher  character  than  any  that 
could  be  carved  in  stone  or  marble,  has 
already  been  erected  to  the  memory  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield  in  the  speech  we  have 
just  heard.  That  speech  has  been  nobly 
expressed,  and,  still  more,  it  has  been 
nobly  conceived.  I  venture  to  say  that 
in  this  tribute  paid  to  the  memory  of  a 
sharp  political  opponent,  by  one  who  has 
been  for  so  many  years  engaged  in  the 
very  severest  of  political  contests,  we 
have  a  record  which  will  be  an  honour 
not  merely  to  the  speaker,  not  merely 
to  him  of  whom  the  words  were  spoken, 
but  an  honour,  as  I  think,  to  the  British 
House  of  Commons.  A  true  key  has 
bean  struck  to  our  political  life  aud 
political  contests — and  I  may  venture, 
taking  up  the  last  words  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  speaking  as  one  who  has 
had  a  very  larg^  share  of  the  private 
confidence  and  the  intimacy  of  our  la- 
mented and  distinguished  Friend  for 
manv  years,  having  been  one  who  has 
sat  Dy  his  side  in  the  midst  of  oon- 
teats,  and  who  has  also  had  the  privi- 
lege of  sharing  his  confidence  in  private 


and  retired  moments,  I  can  entirely  and 
from  the  bottom  of  my  heart  confirm  the 
saying  of  the  Prime  Minister,  that  in  all 
those  contests,  ready  as  he  always  was 
to  enter  into  the  battle,  sharp  as  some- 
times his  words  were  in  the  course  of 
action,  there  was  nothing  in  his  mind, 
nothing  in  his  spirit,  that  was  unworthy 
of  a  generous  antagonist.  No  personid 
feeling,  I  believe,  was  ever  allowed  by 
him  to  warp  his  sentiments  of  admira- 
tion for  his  chief  political  rival.  Sir,  I 
feel  that  this  is  not  a  moment  at  which 
I  could  properly  address  the  Goxnmittee 
as  I  should  wish  to  do.  This  is  not  a 
moment  for  the  indulgence  of  private 
feelings.  We  have,  indeed,  been  con- 
nectea  together  on  occasions  of  contest 
and  of  public  debate  ;  but  yet  there  is 
so  much  beside  that  and  behind  that 
to  those  who  were  intimate  with  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  that  it  would  be  painful  to 
ourselves  to  attempt  to  parade  the  feel- 
ings that  exist  among  us.  There  was 
much  in  him  to  love.  There  was  much 
in  his  sympathy  and  his  readiness  at 
all  times  to  give  advice,  to  enter  into 
every  difficulty,  however  trifling  it  might 
seem,  to  encourage  where  encourage- 
ment was  needed,  and  to  utter  words  of 
warning  when  he  thought  them  neces- 
sary, that  greatly  endeared  him  to  us. 
Sir,  it  would,  of  course,  be  still  less 
appropriate,  indeed,  it  would  be  an  out- 
rage upon  the  House,  were  I  at  such  a 
moment  to  attempt  to  draw  anything 
like  apolitical  character  of  Lord  Beacons- 
field which  shotdd  be  in  the  nature  of  a 
political  eulogium.  I  disting^uish  such 
occasions  as  the  present,  characteristic 
as  they  are  of  the  British  House  of  Com- 
mons and  of  the  British  nation,  from 
those  etdogiums  which  are  sometimes 
pai>sed  in  foreign  countries  at  the  fu- 
nerals of  men  who  have  borne  a  dis- 
tinguished part  in  party  warfare,  when 
the  opportunity  is  seized  for  promoting 
and  glorifying  political  differences  and 
political  parties.  We  have  nothing  of 
the  sort  here.  We  are  here  eneaged  for 
a  moment,  pausing  in  the  midst  of  our 
political  strife,  in  placing  a  wreath  on 
the  bier  of  a  champion  who  has  fallen 
among  us,  and  whom  all  on  both  sides 
are  prepared  to  honour.  If  there  were 
anything  in  this  proposal  that  seemed  to 
pledge  ue  country  or  the  House  to  any 
approval  or  any  particular  policy  of  Lord 
Rsaconsfield,  I  can  quite  understand  that 
there  would  be  difl&culties  raised  in  many. 


47 


Monument  to  the 


{COMMONS  J       £arl  of  Beaeomfield,  K.  O.      48 


quarters  to  paying  a  tribute  which  might 
be  misunderstood.  That,  however,  is 
not  the  case.  We'are  now  doing  honour 
to  a  man  whose  rare  gifts  we  all  admire, 
and  which  have  been  acknowledged  by 
all  who  have  had  any  opportunity  of  wit- 
nessing their  display.  We  are  doing 
honour  to  a  man  who  never  quailed  be- 
fore danger,  who  never  allowed  himself 
to  be  disheartened  by  defeat  or  dis- 
couraged by  difficulty,  but  who  always 
kept  a  high  standard  before  him — whe- 
ther it  approved  itself  to  all  men  or  not 
I  will  not  say — and  who  never  under 
any  difficulties  or  under  any  circum- 
stances lost  sight  of  or  shrank  from  the 
standard  he  so  displayed.  He  was  one 
who,  when  he  came  to  the  post  of  dig- 
nity to  which  he  had  so  fairly  fought  his 
way  over  the  greatest  obstacles  and 
under  the  greatest  discouragements,  com- 
manded the  respect  not  only  of  the 
people  of  his  own  country,  but  the  i^e- 
spect  of  those  among  whom  he  took  his 
place  as  the  Representative  of  Great 
Britain  in  the  affairs  of  foreign  countries. 
Sir,  we  have  been  reminded  that  the 
public  honours  which  it  was  desired 
should  be  done  to  him  at  his  funeral 
were  exchanged  for  a  funeral  of  a  more 
private  character  that  was  in  accordance 
not  only  with  his  .written  instructions, 
but  with  the  whole  spirit  of  his  life.  He 
was  one  who,  above  all  things,  rejoiced 
in  that  retirement  of  which  he  was 
allowed  to  enjoy  so  small  a  portion,  and 
his  heart  was  in  the  home  and  the  se- 
pulchre in  which  his  body  is  now  placed. 
But  we  know  that  although  his  funeral 
was  private,  and  there  was  nothing  in 
the  nature  of  an  invitation  to  the  nation 
to  attend  it,  yet  all  England  was  there, 
and  that  the  hearts  of  the  people,  what- 
ever may  be  their  ranks  or  distictions, 
were  turned  to  Hughenden  on  that  day. 
I  venture  to  say  that  whether  or  not  a 
monument  is  erected  to  him,  either  in 
this  or  any  other  place  of  public  notoriety, 
the  name  and  fame  of  him  whom  we 
have  lost  is  secure  in  the  memories  of 
Englishmen  and  will  never  perish. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  that  Her  Majesty  will 
giye  directions  that  a  Monument  be  erected  in 
\h»  Colleg:iate  Church  of  Saint  Peter,  West- 
minster, to  the  Memory  of  the  late  Right  Hon. 
the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield,  with  an  Inscription  ex- 

fressive  of  the  high  sense  entertained  by  the 
[ouse  of  his  rare  and  splendid  gifts,  and  of 
his  devoted  laboars  in  Parliament  and  in  grwt 

Sir  Stafford  Norihcote 


Offices  of  State;  and  to  assure  Her  MAJestj 
that  this  House  will  make  good  the  ezpenae^ 
attending  the  same." — (Mr.  Olad$t<m$.) 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  :  Sir,  the  Prime 
Minister  in  bringing  forward  this  Mo- 
tion has  sought  to  elicit  the  opinions  o£ 
the  Members  of  this  House.     Acting  as 
the  Leader  of  the  House,  and  as  the 
Chief  Adviser  of  Her  Majesty,  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  has  submitted  this  fie* 
solution;   and,  at  the  same  time,   has 
stated  the  reasons  and  arguments  in  its 
favour  with  his  usual  ability.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman    has    recognized   with 
regret  the  fact  that  the  Besolution  will 
not  meet  with  general  concurrence  on 
this  side  of  the  House.    I  can  fully  an* 
derstand  that  feeling  of  regret,  because, 
unless  a  Eesolutionof  this  kind  meets  with 
what  may  be  fairly  called  general  con- 
currence on  both  sides  of  the  House* 
perhaps  it  would  be  better  that  it  should 
not  be  put.     But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  only  the  Leader  of  this  House 
— he  is  the  Successor  of  the  late  Lord 
Beaconsfield  in  the  high  position  which 
he  held.     He  was,  also,  for  a  long  time, 
the  noble  Earl's    political    antagonist. 
Whatever    the    right  hon.   Gentleman 
may  think  of  the  policy  of  his  Prede- 
cessor, it  is  not  surprising  that  on  such 
an  occasion  as  this  he  should  allow  gene- 
rosity to  outweigh  all  other  considera- 
tions.    Nor  do  I  think  that  any  of  those 
who  are  opposed  to  the  Besolution  will 
think  of  complaining  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  brought  it  forward.     It 
is  true  that  certain  organs  of  the  Press, 
which  habitually  misrepresent  the  opi- 
nions of  the  Prime  Minister,  complain 
that  he  has  not  done  enough  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.     On  the  other  hand,  there 
are  many  in  this  part  of  the  House  who 
consider  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  done  too  much.     This  shows  how 
difficult  it  is  in  a  question  like  this  to 
satisfy  all.     No  one  would  demur  for  a 
moment  to  the  terms  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman   has  used  in  speaking 
of  his  Predecessor,  and  still  less  to  the 
words  of  affectionate  memory  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has 
alluded  to  one  with  whom  he  had  so 
long  been  in  personal  and  political  alli- 
ance.    We  should  all  be  ready  to  aid 
in  perpetuating  the  memory  of  a  states- 
man so  distinguished  as  the  late  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  if  we  could  do  so  with  a 
conscientious  regard  to  our  own  duties. 
We  admire  the  perseveranoe  and  energy 
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which  enabled  Lord  Beaconsfield  to 
attain  to  the  highest  position  in  the 
State.  We  admire  his  tact  and  his 
urbanity  as  the  Leader  of  a  great  Party  ; 
and  we  fully  understand  and  even  share 
in  the  regret  which  must  be  felt  by 
his  friends  at  the  loss  of  one  so  dis- 
tinguished amongst  the  distinguished. 
The  Prime  Minister  has  expressed  a 
hope  that  this  occasion  will  not  be  con- 
verted into  one  of  political  hostility.  I 
hope  the  same.  I  can  assure  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  that  I  should  be  sorry 
to  use  one  word  which  may  offend  the 
feelings  of  anyone  in  the  House.  But, 
when  we  are  asked  to  vote  a  national 
memorial  to  the  late  Earl  of  Beacons - 
field,  we  are  obliged  to  pause,  and  not 
to  allow  ourselves  to  be  carried  away  by 
impulsive  sentiment,  but  to  consider 
whether  the  monument  is  merited,  not 
only  by  the  personal  qualities  of  the 
man,  but  by  the  qualities  of  the  Minis- 
ter. The  Prime  Minister  has  called  our 
attention  to  precedents.  I  was  much  sur- 
prised to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
say  he  had  acted  according  to  precedent 
in  bringing  forward  this  Motion,  for  I 
myself  have  been  unable  to  find  any 
precedents  at  all  analogous  to  the  course 
we  are  asked  to  take  to-day.  During 
the  last  125  years  there  have  been  a  vast 
number  of  Prime  Ministers.  Of  these, 
only  five  have  received  this  sort  of  recog- 
nition from  the  country.  The  first  was 
the  Earl  of  Chatham,  and  the  monument 
was  specifically  stated  to  be  erected  on 
account  of  great  and  signal  services. 
The  words  inscribed  on  the  memorial 
in  Westminster  Abbey  are — 

"  DariDg  his  administration  Divine  Provi- 
dence exalted  Great  Britain  to  a  height  of  pros- 
perity and  glory  unknown  to  any  former  age.** 

Though  there  were  many  Members  of 
the  House  at  that  time  who  acted  in 
opposition  to  the  Earl  of  Chatham,  there 
was  not  one  who  did  not  agree  that  he 
had  performed  great  and  signal  ser- 
vices. It  was  in  consequence  of  this, 
and  not  that  they  absolutely  concurred 
in  everything  that  the  noble  Earl  had 
done,  that  the  Vote  was  unanimously 
agreed  to  by  the  House.  The  next 
Prime  Minister  to  whom  the  honour  was 
granted  was  Mr.  Pitt.  He  died  as 
Prime  Minister  of  England.  A  pro- 
posal was  brought  forward  of  much  the 
aame  character  as  the  present  one,  and 
it  was  most  strenuously  opposed  by  Mr. 
Fux  and  Mr.  Windham,  statesmen  who, 


hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will,  I  think, 
agp'ee,  were  not  wanting  in  feelings  of 
generosity  to  a  political  opponent. 
There  were  two  grounds  on  which  their 
opposition  was  based.  They  said  that 
Mr.  Pitt's  policy  had  not  been  success- 
ful, and  held  that  success  was  an  essen- 
tial element  for  every  national  reward  ; 
and,  also,  that  the  policy  advocated  by 
Mr.  Pitt  was  not  in  accordance  with  the 
true  interests  of  the  nation.  On  that 
occasion,  Mr.  Pox  declared  that  he  could 
not,  from  a  sense  of  public  duty,  be  a 
party  to  the  conferring  of  public  honours 
upon  a  man  who  was  the  soul — certainly 
the  chief  supporter — of  a  system  which 
he  had  always  been  taught  to  consider 
a  bad  one.  The  next  instance  is  that  of 
Mr.  Percival;  but  the  circumstances 
connected  with  the  death  of  that  Gentle- 
man were  of  so  peculiar  a  character 
that  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  do  more 
than  mention  the  case.  Then  comes  Sir 
Eobert  Peel,  whose  case  the  Prime 
Minister  specially  selected  as  a  prece- 
dent for  the  Motion.  Sir  Bobert  Peel 
had  been  the  Leader  of  a  great  and 
important  Party ;  but  his  financial  views 
were  not  identical  with  those  of  many 
of  his  followers.  When,  therefore,  a 
Motion  like  the  present  was  proposed, 
those  who  had  been  his  followers  were 
naturally  ready  to 'vote  for  it;  while 
those  who  had  been  opposed  to  him 
on  his  general  policy  were  still  pre- 
pared to  acknowledge  that  in  proposing 
the  abolition  of  the  Com  Laws  he  had 
done  the  country  immense  service.  His 
monument  recorded  merely  the  date  of 
his  birth  and  his  death,  stating  nothing 
which  could  be  a  subject  of  controversy. 
The  next  statesman  was  Lord  Palmer- 
ston,  who  also  died  as  Prime  Minister. 
Shortly  before  his  death  a  General  Elec- 
tion took  place,  at  which  the  country 
entirely  concurred  in  his  policy;  and 
considering  that  circumstance,  and  con- 
sidering also  that  ho  had  a  majority  in 
the  House,  it  was  not  surprising  that 
the  House  should  have  unanimously 
concurred  in  the  erection  of  a  memorial 
to  him.  There  have  been  other  Prime 
Ministers  to  whom  such  honours  have 
not  been  paid.  I  might  name  a  great 
many  ;  but  I  will  only  mention  three — 
Mr.  Canning,  Lord  Derby,  and  Earl 
Hussell.  Mr.  Canning  had  a  monument 
to  his  memory  in  Westminster  Abbey ; 
but  it  was  not  a  public  one — it  was 
raised  by  the  pious  and  respectful  sub* 
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Boriptions  of  his  friends  and  adherents. 
Lord  Derby,  the  Chief  of  the  very 
Party  now  sitting  on  the  Opposition 
Benches,  received  on  his  death  no 
national  honours.  Still  later,  the  death 
of  a  statesman  who  had  been  the 
Leader  of  the  Liberal  Party  for  many 
years  occurred — I  refer  to  Earl  Russell. 
That  noble  Earl,  it  is  true,  has  a  monu- 
ment within  these  walls ;  but  this,  like 
Canning's,  was  subscribed  for  by  his 
friends.  I  think,  therefore,  that  if  we 
go  to  precedents  we  should  find  no  pre- 
cedent which  shows  that  a  public  monu- 
ment has  been  voted  to  one  who  had 
been  once  Prime  Minister,  unless  he  had 
at  the  time  of  his  death  a  majority  in 
the  House  of  his  own  supporters,  or  a 
majority  of  those  who  considered  that 
he  had  performed  great  and  signal  pub- 
lic services.  In  the  present  case,  the 
fi;rounds  for  the  monument  are  set  forth 
in  the  Resolution  itself.  I  think  every- 
one will  be  prepared  to  concur  in  the 
Resolution  so  far  as  the  correctness  of 
the  grounds  are  concerned ;  but  where 
I  and  my  hon.  Friends  part  company 
with  those  who  support  the  Resolution  is 
in  our  belief  that  these  grounds  are  not 
sufficient  to  justify  a  national  monument. 
It  is  true  that  Lord  Beaconsfield  had 
"devotedly  laboured  in  Parliament  and 
in  great  Offices  of  State ;  "  but  so  have 
many  others,  past  and  present,  who 
have  had  no  national  memorial.  I  ad- 
mit that  Lord  Beaconsfield  possessed 
**  rare  and  splendid  gifts ;  "  but  rare 
and  splendid  gifts  in  themselves  are  a 
danger  rather  than  an  advantage  to  the 
State  when  the  possessor  of  them  does 
not  use  them  for  what  is  considered  by 
the  majority  of  his  fellow-countrymen  to 
be  to  the  public  advantage.  The  mere 
possession  of  great  intellectual  gifts  is 
an  advantage  to  the  person  possessing 
them;  but  we  are  obliged  to  look,  not 
only  to  this,  but  to  how  they  are  em- 
ployed, and  also  to  the  results  of  their 
employment.  A  statue  is  granted  by 
a  national  Vote  to  a  politician  because 
his  country  is  grateful  to  him ;  but, 
with  all  respect  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  whose  feelings  I  certainly  do 
not  wish  to  hurt,  I  do  not  consider  that 
the  country  has  reason  to  be  grateful 
for  anything  that  Lord  Beaconsfield  did. 
It  is  impossible,  to  mv  mind,  to  sepa- 
rate the  man  from  the  Minister — the 
statesman  from  the  statesmanship.  Espe- 
cially is  it  impossible  in  the  case  of  one 
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who  played  so  great  a  part  in  contem- 
porary history  as  Lord  Beaconsfield   to 
suspend  our  judgment  at  will,  and  look 
on  him  simply  as  an  amiable  man  of 
great  genius,   and  not   as  a    lVfini«ter. 
The  monument  we  are  asked  to   raise  \a 
a  political  one,  and  it  is  as  a  politician 
that  Lord  Beaconsfield's  claims  to  It  hare 
to  be  judged.     The  deceased  LtCinister'B 
policy  was  a  bold  and  clear  policj^,  and  I 
can  well  understand  two  different  esti- 
mates being  formed  of  it.     I  can    per- 
fectly well  conceive  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  view  it  with   admiration,    and 
most  conscientiously  believe  that    Liord 
Beaconsfield  was  entitled  to  the   g;Tati- 
tude  of  the  nation  for  advocating-  such 
a  policy.     But  I  think  also  that  my  own 
and  my  hon.  Friends'  convictions  should 
not  be  questioned.     I  wish  to  avoid  all 
controversy  on  this  occasion  with  respect 
to  Lord  Beaconsfield's  policy,   and    on 
that  subject  we  and  hon.   Gentlemen 
opposite  may  agree  to  disagree.      Xbe 
only  tribunal  that  can  ultimatelv  and 
finally  decide  between  us  will  be  the  tri- 
bunal of  posterity.   But  it  cannot  be  for- 
I  gotten  that  little  more  than  a  year  ago 
I  an  appeal  was  made  to  the  only  exist- 
ing tribunal,  and  that  tribunal  has  em- 
phatically decided  against  the  policy  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield.     During  Lord  Bea- 
consfield* s  tenure  of  Office,  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  this  side  of  the  House  had  pro- 
tested against  his  policy,  not  merely  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  unwise  and  im- 
politic, but  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
politically  dishonest.    Without  carrying 
political  hostility  beyond  the  grave,  it 
is  surely  not  unreasonable  of  Liberals 
to  maintain  the  same  opinions  to-day 
as  they  did  yesterday.     If  we  now  were 
to  express  our  approval  of  a  policy  which 
at  the  General  Election  we  denounced, 
we  should,  in  my  opinion,  be  sttdtifying 
ourselves.     We  should  be  laying  our- 
selves open  to  the  charge  either  that 
we  had  indulged  at  the  General  Election 
in  rhetorical  exaggeration  for  the  pur- 
pose of  misleading  public  opinion,   or 
that  we  are  absolutely  indifferent  to  the 
morality  or  immorality  of  a  policy.     I 
appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  whether  we  ought  to  make 
ourselves  obnoxious  to  either  of  these 
alternatives.     I  do  not  deny  Lord  Bea- 
consfield's  claims  to  a  voluntary  monu- 
ment, and  I  acquit  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, of  course,  of  bein^  influenced  m 
the  matter  by  considerations  of  money. 
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The  question  is,  whether  the  policy  of 
Lord  Beaoonsfield  should  obtain,  now 
that  he  is  dead,  that  public  recogni- 
tion of  soundness  and  moraltj  which 
the  country  denied  to  it  while  he  was 
idive  ?  If,  at  the  General  Election,  he 
had  been  returned  with  a  triumphant 
majority,  nothing  would  have  been  more 
reasonable  than  the  present  proposal ; 
but  the  reverse  being  the  case,  it  is 
impossible  for  those  who  denounced  his 
policy  when  alive,  to  concur  unanimously 
in  a  national  apotheosis  of  it  so  soon  as 
he  is  dead.  I  had  put  a  Notice  on  the 
Paper  to  the  effect  that  it  was  my  inten- 
tion to  move  the  Previous  Question ;  but 
as  that  would  not  have  been,  I  believe, 
convenient  to  the  course  of  the  discus- 
sion— for  it  would  have  involved  its  con- 
sideration before  the  Prime  Minister  had 
spoken  to  the  Besolution — I  substitute 
for  it  a  Motion  which  is  tantamount  to  it, 
and  that  is  that  the  Chairman  leave  the 
Chair.  The  division  on  that  Motion  will, 
I  think,  show  that  the  proposal  made  by 
the  Prime  Minister  has  not  the  general 
assent  of  the  House,  and  that  being 
Bo,  I  would,  after  what  has  fallen  from 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
North  Devonshire,  submit  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  that  they  will  do  well  to 
go  into  the  Lobby  in  support  of  my  Mo- 
tion. At  any  rate,  I  hope  that  hon. 
Members  will  do  so  who  sit  upon  the 
Liberal  Benches,  and  who  have  over  and 
over  again  protested  against  the  policy 
of  Lord  Beaconsfield  both  in  this  House 
and  in  the  oountrr.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man concluded  by  moving  that  the 
Chairman  leave  the  Chair. 

Mb.  CAINE  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — {Mr,  Labouchere,) 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
thought  that  it  was  a  thousand  pities 
that  the  question  had  ever  been  brought 
before  the  House.  The  mischief  which 
Lord  Beaconsfield  had  done  survived 
him,  and  he  could  not  understand  how 
the  Prime  Minister,  who  knew  so  much 
of  the  effects  of  that  Nobleman's  policy, 
oould  ask  a  House  composed  of  Irish- 
men as  well  aa  Scotchmen  and  English- 
men to  vote  for  the  erection  of  a  monu- 
ment to  that  noble  Lord's  memory  at 
the  public  expense.  He  was  quite  at  a 
loss  to  imngiae  in  what  capacity  they 


were  to  honour  him.  It  certainly  was 
not  as  a  politician,  for  his  policy  was  de- 
nounced as  insane.  It  could  not  be  as 
a  literary  man,  for  he  was  better  known 
as  a  plagiarist  of  other  men's  speeches 
than  for  his  own  productions.  After 
the  death  of  another  Prime  Minister, 
Lord  Beaconsfield  had  stooped  to  pla- 
giarism in  the  eulogium  which  he  pro- 
nounced upon  him,  having  previously 
said  of  him  that  he  had  failed  as  a 
Prime  Minister  because  he  did  not  un- 
derstand England.  For  his  own  part, 
he  knew  of  nothing  which  Lord  Bea- 
consfield had  done  to  justify  such  a  Mo- 
tion as  the  present.  With  regard  to 
Irish  grievances,  the  noble  Lord  de- 
scribed the  requirements  of  Ireland  in 
graphic  language  many  years  ago ;  but 
when  he  was  placed  in  the  position  of 
Prime  Minister  he  never  did  anything 
to  redress  its  grievances,  and  yet  Irish- 
men  were  asked  to  vote  public  money 
for  a  monument  to  a  man  of  that  de- 
scription, whose  life  was  spent  in  anta- 
gonism to  the  interests  of  their  country, 
and  who  had  vilified  all  her  public  men. 
In  his  will  he  had  left  benind  him  a 
monument  of  his  selfishness,  for  it 
showed  that  in  death,  as  in  life,  his 
leading  thought  was  a  glorification  of 
Benjamin  Disraeli,  and  nothing  else. 
Entertaining  those  views,  he  should 
cordially  support  the  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayee  64  ; 
Noes  380  :  Majority  326. 

AYES. 


Anderson,  G. 
Balfour,  J.  S. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Barry,  J. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Bi^gar,  J.  G. 
Bngj^,  W.  E. 
Bright,  J.  (Minchester) 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Burt,  T. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Camoron,  C. 
ColUngs,  J. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Daly,  J. 
Dawson,  C. 
Do  Ferriere«,  Baron 
Dilke,  A.  W. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Finigan,  J.  L. 
Gordon,  Sir  A. 
H«aly,  T.  M. 


Henderson,  F« 
liopwood,  0.  H. 
lUingworth,  A. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Laycock,  R. 
Tjeahy,  J. 
Leo,  H. 
Macdonald,  A. 
McCarthy,  J. 
M*Miunies,  J.  G. 
Mappin,  F.  T. 
Mason,  H. 
NolHon,  I. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
OConor,  D.  M. 
O'KoUy,  J. 
Peddie,  J.  D. 
Pennington,  F. 
PhiUps,  R,  N. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Rylands,  P. 
Samaslton,  B. 
Slagg,J. 
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Smith,  E. 

Stanley,  hon.  E.  L. 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Thomasson,  J.  P. 
Webster,  Dr.  J. 
Whitworth,  B. 


Williams.  S.  C.  E. 
Willis,  W. 

TELLERS. 

Labouchere,  H. 
O'Connor,  A. 


NOES. 


Adand,  Sir  T.  D. 
Agar-Robart68,lm.T.C. 
Alexander,  Colonel  C. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Ashley,  hon.  E.  M. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Balfour,  A.  J. 
Balfour,  J.  B. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Barnes,  A. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bass,  H. 
Bass,  M. 
Bat^n,  Sir  T. 
Beach,  rt.  hn.  Sir  M.  H. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Bellingham,  A.  H. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
BiddeU,  W. 
Birkbeck,  E. 
Blackbume,  Col.  J.  I. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Blennerhassett,  Sir  R. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Boutke,  right  hon.  R. 
Brand,  H.R. 
Braasey,  U.  A. 
Brassey,  T. 
Brett,  R.  B. 
Brinton,  J. 
Brise,  Colonel  R. 
Broadley,  W.  H.  H. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brooks,  M. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  Sir  H.  H. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Bruce,  hon.  T. 
Brymer,  W.  E. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Burrell,  Sir  W.  W. 
Buszard,  M.  C. 
Buxton,  F.  W, 
Buxton,  Sir  R.  J. 
Cameron,  D. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Campbell,  Sir  O. 
CampbeU,  R.  F.  F. 
Campbell  -  Bannerman, 

H. 
Carden,  Sir  R.  W. 
Carington,  hn.  Colonel 

W.  H.  P. 
Cartwright,  W.  C. 
Castlereaffh,  Viscount 
Causton,  R.  E. 
Cavendish,  Lord  E. 
CavendiBh,  Iiord  F.  C. 
Cecil.  Lord  E.  H.  B.  G. 
Chambers,  Sir  T. 
Chaplin,  U. 
Cheetham,  J.  F. 


Childers.rt.hn.  H.  C.  E. 
Chitty,  J.  W. 
Christie,  W.  L. 
Churchill,  Lord  R. 
Clifford,  C.  C. 
Clive,  Col.  hon.  G.  W. 
Close,  M.  C. 
Cobbold,  T.  C. 
Coddington,  W. 
Cohen,  A. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Collins,  E. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
Colthurst,  Col.  D.  la  T. 
Compton,  F. 
Coope,  0.  E. 
Corbett,  J. 
Cotes,  C.  C. 
Courtauld,  G. 
Cowan,  J. 
Co  wen,  J. 
Cowper,  hon.  H.  F. 
Craig,  W.  Y. 
Creyke,  R. 
Crichton,  Viscount 
Cropper,  J. 

Cross,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R.  A. 
Cubitt,  rt.  hon.  G. 
Cunliffe,  Sir  R.  A. 
Dalrymple,  C. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Davies,  R. 

De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dickson,  >Iajor  A.  G. 
Dickson,  J. 
Digby,  Col.  hon.  E. 
Dixon-Uartland,  F.  D. 
Dodson,  rt.  hon.  J.  G. 
Donaldson-Hudson,  C. 
Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Duckham,  T. 
Duff,  rt.  hon.  M.  E.  G. 
Duff.  R.  W. 
Dyke,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W.  H. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Edwards,  U. 
Egerton,  Adm.  hon.  F, 
Egorton,  hon.  W. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Elliot,  G.  W. 
Eml^n,  Viscount 
Ennis,  Sir  J. 
Errington,  G. 
Estcourt,  G.  S. 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewing,  A.  O. 
Fairbaim,  Sir  A. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Fajr,  C.  J. 
Feildcn,Major-General 

R.J. 
Fellowea,  W.  H. 
Fenwick-Bisset,  M. 


Ferguson,  R. 

Ff  olkes,  Sir  W.  H.  B. 

Fihner,  Sir  E. 

Finch,  G.  H. 

Findlater,  W. 

Fitzmaurice,  Lord  E. 

Fitzpatrick,  hn.B.E.B. 

Fitzwilliam,hn.  H.W. 

FitzwiUiam,  hn.  W.  J. 

Fletcher,  Sir  H. 

Flower,  C. 

Floyer,  J. 

Foljambe,  C.  G.  S. 

Foliambe,  F.  J.  S. 

Folkestone,  Viscount 

Forester,  C.  T.  W. 

Forster,  rt.  hon.  W.  E, 

Foster,  W.  H. 

Fowler,  H.  H. 

Fowler,  R.  N. 

Fremantle,hon.  T.  F. 

Fry,  L. 

Gabbett,  D.  F. 

Galway,  Viscount 

Gardner,  R.  Richard- 
son- 
Gamier,  J.  C. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon.  E. 

Giffard,  Sir  H.  S. 

Gladstone,rt.  hn.  W.E. 

Gladstone,  H.  J. 

Gladstone,  W.  H. 

Glyn,  hon.  S.  C. 

Goldney,  Sir  G. 

Gooch,  Sir  D. 

Gorst,  J.  E. 

Grant,  D. 

Grant,  Sir  G.  M. 

Grantham,  W. 

Greene,  E. 

Greer,  T. 

Gregory,  G.  B. 

Grey,  A.  H.  G. 

Guest,  M.  J. 

Gurdon,  R.  T. 

Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 

Hamilton,  I.  T. 

Hamilton,  right  hon. 
LordG. 

Hamilton,  J.  G.  C. 

Harcourt,  E.  W. 

Harcourt,  rt.  hon.  Sir 
W.  G.  V.  V. 

Hartington,  Marq.  of 

Harvey,  Sir  R.  B. 

Hastings,  G.  W. 

Ha}',  rt.  hon.  Admiral 
Sir  J.  C.  D. 

Havter,  Sir  A.  D. 

Helmsley,  Viscount 

Henry,  M. 

Herbert,  hon.  S. 

Uerschell,  Sir  F. 

Hibbert,  J.  T. 

Hicks,  E. 

HUdyard,  T.  B.  T. 

HUl,  Lord  A.  W. 

HiU,  A.  S. 

Hill,  T.  B. 

Hinchingbrook,  Viae. 

Holker,  Sir  J. 

Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 

TTollond.  J.  R. 


Holms,  J. 

Home,  Lt-Col.  D.  M. 
Hope,  rt.  hn.  A.  J.  B.  S. 
Howard,  E.  S. 
Howard,  G.  J. 
Howard,  J. 
Hubbard,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Inderwick,  F.  A. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
James,  Sir  H. 
James,  W.  H. 
Jardine,  R. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Johnson,  W.  M. 
Johnstone,  Sir  F. 
Joicey,  Colonel  J. 
Kennaxd,  CoL  £.  H. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
King8C0te,CoLR.  K.F. 
Kinnear,  J. 
Ejiightley,  Sir  R. 
Laing,  S. 
liaw,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
Lawrence,  W. 
Lea,  T. 

Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leatham,  W.  H. 
Lechmere,  Sir  £.  A.  H. 
Lee,  Major  V. 
Leeman,  J.  J. 
Lefevre,  right  hon.  G. 

J.  S. 
Leigh,  hon.  G.  H.  C. 
Leighton,  Sir  B. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lennox,  LordH.  G. 
Lever,  J.  O. 
Levett,  T.  J. 
Lewis,  C.  E. 
Lewisham,  Visoount 
Lindsay,  Col.  R.  L. 
Litton,  E.  F. 
Lloyd,  M. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lusk,  Sir  A. 
Lymington,  Viscount 
Lyons,  R.  D. 
Macartney,  J.  W.  E. 
Mac  Iver,  D. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Macnaghten,  E. 
M'Clure,  Sir  T. 
M*Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 
M*Kenna,  Sir  J.  K. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
McLaren,  J. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marjoribanks,  SirD.C. 
Marjoribanks,  E. 
Marriott,  W.  T. 
Biassey,  rt.  hon.  W.  N. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
MUbank,  F.  A. 
MUee,  Sir  P.  J.  W. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
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Morgan,  rt.  hn.  G.  0. 
Moss,  R. 

Mowbray,rt.hxLSirJ.R. 
MalhoUand,  J. 
Mundella,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Morray,  C.  J. 
Newdegate,  0.  N. 
Newport,  Viscoiint 
NicholBon,  W. 
Nicholson,  W.  N. 
Noel,  E. 

Noel,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Nolan,  Major  J.  P. 
North,  Colonel  J.  8. 
Northcote,  H.  S. 
Northcote,  rt  hn.  Sir 

8.  H. 
0*Beime,  Major  F. 
O'Brien,  Sir  P. 
Onslow,  D. 
O'Shea,  W.  H. 
Otway,  A. 
Paget,  ft  H. 
PaUiser,  Sir  W. 
Palmer,  C.  M. 
Palmer,  J.  H. 
Patrick,  R.  W.  C. 
Peek,  Sir  H. 
Pell,  A. 

P«mberton,  E.  L. 
Pender,  J. 
Percy,  Earl 
Phippe,  C.  N.  P. 
Pliipps,  P. 

Plunket,  rt.  hon.  1).  R. 
P«>rtman,  hn.  W.  H.  B. 
Powell.  W. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Price,  Sir  R.  G. 
Poleston,  J.  H. 
Pulley,  J. 
Ralli.P. 
Rankin.  J. 
Rendlesham,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W. 
Richardson,  T. 
Ridley,  Sir  M  W. 
Ritchie,  C.  T. 
Robertson,  H. 
Rodwell,  B.  B.  H. 
Rolls,  J.  A. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Ross,  C.  0. 

RothschUd,SirN.  M.  de 
Roondell,  C.  8. 
Russell,  Lord  A. 
8t,  Aobyn.  W.  M 
Sandon,  Visoonnt 
Schreiber,  C. 
Bclater-Booth,rt.hn.G. 


Scott,  Lord  H. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Seely,  C.  ^Lincoln) 
Seely,  C.  (Nottingham) 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,    Sir 

H.J. 
Seveme,  J.  E. 
Sheridan,  U.  B. 
Smith,  A. 

Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smyth,  P.  J. 
Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stanhope,  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  rt.  hn.  CoL  F. 
Stewart,  J. 
Storer,  G. 

Story-Ma8kel3me,M.H. 
Stuart,  H.  V. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tavistock,  Marquess  of 
Taylor,  rt.hn.  Col.  T.E. 
Tennant,  C 
Thomson,  H. 
Thomhili,  T. 
Thynne,  Lord  H.  F. 
ToUemache,  H.  J. 
Tollemache,  hon.  W.  F. 
Torrens,  W.  T.  M*C. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Villiers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Vivian,  A.  P. 
Wallace,  Sir  R. 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  8. 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 
Walter,  J. 
Warburton,  P.  E. 
Warton,  C.  N. 
Watney,  J. 
Waugh,  E. 
Whitley.  E. 
Wiggin,  H. 
Wills,  W.  H. 
Waiyams,  E.  W.  B. 
Wilmot,  Sir  H. 
Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wilson,  I. 
Wilson,  Sir  M. 
Winn,  R, 
Wodohouse,  E.  R. 
Wolff,  Wir  H.  D. 
Woolf ,  8. 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wroughton,  P. 
Wyndham,  hon.  P. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 

TBLLBBS. 

Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Kensington,  Lord 


Sib  ALEXANDER  GORDON  ex- 
plained that  he  had  accidentally  gone 
into  the  wrong  Lobby.  Seeing  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Kent  (Sir  William 
Hart- Dyke)  standing  at  the  door  of  one 
of  the  Uivision  Lobbies,  he  thought  he 
was  right  in  going  into  it. 

The  chairman  said,  the  explana* 
tioa  would  be  noted  in  the  Minutea. 


Mr.  BIGK^AR  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  one 
question.  It  was,  whether  or  not,  after 
the  very  decided  expression  of  opinion 
of  a  large  numerical  minority,  he  thought 
it  desirable  that  a  Motion  of  that  sort, 
which,  if  passed  at  all,  should  be  passed 
with  unanimity,  should  be  persevered 
with? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, I  have  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  persevere  with  the  proposal. 

Main  Question  put. 

Be$ohed,  That  an  hamble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty will  give  directions  that  a  Monument  be 
erected  in  the  Collegiate  Church  of  Saint  Peter, 
Westminster,  to  the  Memory  of  the  late  Right 
Hon.  the  Earl  of  BeRconBfiela,with  an  Inscription 
expressive  of  the  high  sense  entertained  by  the 
House  of  his  rare  and  splendid  gifts,  and  of  his 
devoted  labours  in  Parliament  and  in  great 
Offices  of  State;  and  to  assure  Her  Majesty 
that  this  House  will  make  good  the  expenses 
attending  the  same. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  136.] 
{Afr.  Olnd$ione,  Mr,  Fonter,  Mr,  Bright,  Mr, 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland,    Mr,  Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland.) 

second  reading.     adj0x7rned  debate, 
[fifth  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [25th  April],  "  That  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  «*That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question »  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  this  House,  while  willing  to  consider  any  just 
measure,  founded  upon  sound  principles,  that 
will  benefit  tenants  of  land  in  Ireland,  is  of 
opinion  that  the  leading  provisions  of  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill  are  in  the  main  economi- 
cally unsound,  unjust,  and  impolitic," — {Lord 
Eleho,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  returned, 

Mb.  ERRINGTON  said,  it  was  ob- 
vious  that  the  stage  of  second  reading 
was  not  the  most  convenient  for  discuss- 
ing the  full  details  of  such  a  complicated 
measure  as  this.  There  were,  howover, 
principles  underlying  the  measure  which 
were  novel  in  their  application,  and  it 
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was  of  the  utmost  oonsequenoe  that  they 
should  be  threshed  out  on  the  present 
occasion,  that  they  should  be  defined, 
and  their  scope  and  limit  carefully  dis- 
cussed and  made  clear  to  the  mind  of 
the  public.  It  was  no  exaggeration 
to  say  that  no  measure  had  ever  been 
laid  before  that  House  which  had  been 
fraught  with  more  anxious  and  more 
momentous  consequences  both  for  the 
present  and  the  future  than  that  which 
was  now  under  discussion.  They  had 
to  consider,  in  the  first  place,  the  very 
grave  and  serious  state  of  things  which 
now  existed  in  Ireland ;  and,  secondly, 
how  that  state  of  things  was  to  be  dealt 
with.  He  did  not  think  it  too  much  to 
say  that  by  this  measure  they  were 
about  to  combat  a  revolution  by  means 
of  a  revolutionary  measure ;  and  he  was 
perfectly  convinced  that  if  they  were 
justified  on  the  present  occasion  in  ac- 
cepting the  homeopathic  maxim  of  en- 
deavouring to  cure  like  by  like,  they 
must  not  lose  sight  of  that  other  maxim 
as  to  the  employment  of  those  dangerous 
remedies,  and  take  care  that  if  not  given 
in  infinitesimal  doses,  yet  it  was  given 
in  a  manner  carefully  weighed  and  per- 
fectly understood.  In  the  remarkable 
speech  made  by  the  Prime  Minister 
when  he  introduced  the  Bill,  he  told 
them  the  greatest  difficulty  the  Govern- 
ment had  to  contend  against  had  arisen 
f^om  wild  discussions  from  Communistic 
schemes  and  appeals  to  public  passion. 
They  all  knew  to  what  he  alluded,  and 
they  would  agree  with  him  that  those 
dangers  and  difficulties  were  by  no 
means  over  now  that  the  Bill  was  intro- 
duced, and  would  not  be  over  when  it 
was  actually  passed.  It  was  impossible 
for  anyone  who  realized  the  position 
not  to  look  with  grave  apprehension  to 
what  would  happen  when  the  Bill  was 
passed.  How  was  the  Bill  received  as  far 
as  Ireland  was  concerned  ?  In  some  cases 
with  what  he  could  only  call  hypocritical 
approval,  and  in  others  with  the  open 
and  avowed  declaration  that  it  was  not 
to  be  used  as  a  measure  of  peace  and 
tranquillity,  but  for  the  purposes  of  in- 
citing in  the  future  to  more  dangerous 
agitation  than  in  the  past.  Everything 
was  done  to  turn  the  good  into  evil,  and 
the  most  dangerous  way  that  could  be 
done  was  by  exciting  in  the  minds  of  the 
credulous  but  honest  population  hopes 
and  expectations  which  were  quite  im- 
possible to  be  realized.    It  appeared  to 

Jfr.  Drrington 


him  that  nothing  was  more  Gmel 
exciting  such  hopes.    It  was 
for  them  all  to  combine  in  order  to  defeat 
such  tactics,  and  to  make  people  under- 
stand that  the  measure  was  what  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be — namely,  a  fair  and 
honest  measure,  and  that  it  would    do 
all  law  could  do  to  redress  honest  and 
fair  grievances,  but  that  it  never  coold 
gratify  the  wild  expectations  so  unf  airlj 
raised.    Nothing  could  be  further  from 
his  mind  than  the  wish  to  minimize  tlie 
effect  of  the  Bill;   but  he  thought   it 
better    that    people    should  be  disap- 
pointed before  rather  than  after  the  Bill 
had  become  law.     In  this  respect  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  deserved 
commendation,  inasmuch  as   it  placed 
clearly  before  the  country  the  real  scope 
and  character  of  the  measure.     He  pre- 
ferred to  accept    the    right  hon.   and 
learned  Gentleman  as  the  exponent  of 
what  was  a  wise  and  statesmanlike  mea- 
sure than  certain  more  recent  speakers; 
One  of  the  most  important  points  he 
had  raised  was  the  definition   of  fair 
rent;   and   he  was  glad  that  he  had 
elicited    from   the   Ghovemment    in    no 
doubtful  terms  that  they  admitted  the 
same  definition,  and  he  was  glad  to  hear 
that  because  it  showed  him  that,  after 
all,  there  was  common  ground  on  which 
they  could  all  approach  the  subject^ 
that  common  ground  being  the  necessi^, 
which  was  frankly  admitted  to  exist  m 
Ireland  as  well  as  in  England  and  among 
landlords  as  well  as  among  tenants,  that 
some  law  must  be  passed  in  regard  to 
land.     He  thought  they  ought  all  to 
combine  to  make   that    Bill  what  he 
trusted  it  would  be,  not  a  triumph  for 
any  Party  nor  for  any  class,  but  a  Bill 
of  fairness  and  justice  to  all  classes  of 
persons.     There  was  one  point  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  u  niversity  of  Dublin  to 
which  he  took  exception,  and  that  was 
in  regard  to  the  drafting  of  the  Bill. 
He  had  said  that  the  Bill  was  obscure ; 
but  it  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Errington) 
that  the  obscurity  was  not  due  so  much 
to  the  Bill  as  it  was  to  the  subject ;  and 
if  hon.  Gentlemen  found  a  difficulty  ia 
understanding  the  subjaet,  how  could 
they  expect  to  very  readily  understand 
the  Bill  ?    The  question  of  free  sale  had 
been  discussed  again  and  again ;  but  it 
was  of  such  importance,  that  he  should 
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like  to  repeat  to  the  House  two  strong 
reasons  in  its  fayoor  which  could  not  be 
repeated  too  often.  BLitherto,  one  of 
the  greatest  misfortunes  was  the  igno- 
rance of  English  people  with  regard  to 
Irish  ideas.  Complicated  and  illogical 
as  "free  sale"  appeared  to  English 
minds,  and  as  applied  to  English  ideas, 
it  was  in  thorougn  accordance  with  the 
whole  spirit  and  genius  of  Irish  institu- 
tions and  conditions.  Hitherto,  English 
legislation  for  Ireland  had  neglected  all 
consideration  of  Irish  ideas ;  the  result 
had  been  uniform  failure  and  disap- 
pointment. He  hailed  with  pleasure 
this  new  departure  and  this  attempt  to 
legislate  for  Ireland  according  to  the 
spirit  of  Irish  institutions.  The  second 
gpreat  argument  in  favour  of  free  sale 
was  that  it  was  the  only  way  of  effec- 
tually stimulating  the  energy  and  in- 
dustry of  the  tenant.  It  did  this  by  se- 
curing him  an  interest  the  value  of 
which  varied  to  a  gpreat  extent  according 
to  his  own  industry.  Self-interest  was 
the  only  motive  they  could  rely  on  ;  but 
hitherto  the  self-interest  of  the  Irish 
tenant  had  been  enlisted  on  the  wrong 
side ;  it  was  his  interest  not  to  improve, 
for  improvements  only  suggested  to  him 
a  rise  of  rent.  Now,  the  benefit  of  every 
hour's  extra  energy  and  labour  would 
be  secured  to  him ;  but  in  order  that 
this  should  be  so  it  was  necessary  that 
"  free  sale  "  should  be  really  and  com- 
pletely free,  and  this  brought  him  to  a 
very  grave  defect  in  the  Bill.     The  Bill 

Erovided  that  in  almost  everv  case  the 
indlord  should  have  the  right  of  pre- 
emption, necessarily  accompanied  by  the 
provision  that  the  price  of  the  tenant- 
right  should  be  nxed  by  the  Court. 
This,  he  ventured  to  say,  would  seriously 
cripple  the  advantage  of  '*  free  sale," 
for  no  Court  could  measure,  nor  could 
be  believed  to  measure,  accurately  the 
results  of  tenants' Reneral  improvements, 
It  must  be  remeinoered  that  the  larger 
and  more  important  improvements,  such 
as  building  and  draining,  would  be  quite 
the  exception.  What  he  was  desirous  to 
stimulate  were  those  general,  impalpable, 
but  very  real  improvements  in  the  ge- 
neral condition  of  the  farm  arisinc^  from 
ffood  management  and  manual  industry. 
No  Court  could  test  these  in  the  way 
a  public  sale  would.  He  was  aware 
that  there  were  strong  reasons  for  se- 
curing the  right  of  pre-emption  to  the 
landlord.   The  Prime  Minister  told  them 


that  Ireland  was  not  in  a  fit  state  for 
absolute  freedom  of  contract,  and,  there- 
fore, he  proposed  to  interpose  a  period 
of  change.  He  probably  wished  to  leave 
open  certain  doors,  of  which  this  right 
of  pre-emption  was  one,  by  which  the 
country  must  some  day  return  ;  but  he 
earnestly  begged  the  Prime  Minister  to 
weigh  very  carefully  whether  he  was 
not  paying  too  dear  a  price  for  it  in  so 
seriously  interfering  with  the  most  bene- 
ficial effects  of  free  sale.  He  hoped  the 
landlords  would  not  blindly  defend  that 
point.  Let  them  consider — what  he 
believed  very  few  had — what  real  ad- 
vantage it  conferred  on  them.  He  ven- 
tured to  say  few  landlords  would  avail 
themselves  of  it,  and  yet  the  effect 
would  be  just  as  injurious  as  if  all  did 
so.  In  its  evil  effects  it  would  be  very 
like  the  present  right  of  capricious  evic- 
tion ;  few  landlords  used  it,  but,  as  all 
might  usp  it,  its  evil  effects  were  nearly 
as  great  as  if  all  did.  Now,  there  was 
one  very  serious  argument  brought 
against  free  sale  which  he  did  not  wish 
to  pass  over  without  a  word.  It  was 
said  that,  owing  to  the  competition  for 
land,  excessive  prices  would  be  paid  for 
the  tenant  right,  thiis  placing  the  incom- 
ing tenant  under  an  extreme  rack  rent, 
so  that  we  were  in  reality  undoing  with 
one  hand  what  we  were  doing  with  the 
other.  He  admitted  that  in  theory  this 
argument  was  unanswerable;  but  he 
contended  that  when  applied  in  practice 
the  consequences  would  be  totally  dif- 
ferent, as  was  often  the  case  with  theo- 
retical arguments.  In  the  first  place, 
the  Irish  tenant  did  not,  and  never 
would,  regard  the  interest  of  the  money 
spent  in  purchasing  tenant  right  in  the 
same  light  as  rent ;  he  might  be,  and 
was,  wrong  economically,  but  this  was 
the  fact.  He  knew  that  the  capital  in 
the  one  case  belonged  to  him,  fimd  would 
return  to  him  when  he  pleased,  and 
though  this,  as  we  knew,  made  no  real 
difference,  it  did  so  in  his  mind.  Then, 
again,  it  was  contended  that  because 
tenants  in  Ireland  would  often  promise 
impossible  ront<»  in  order  to  enter  on 
possession  of  a  farm,  therefore  they 
would  pay  an  exhorbitant  sum  of  ready 
money  for  the  same  purpose.  But  the 
difference  was  immense  between  the  two 
cases.  There  was  great  difference  be- 
tween promising  and  paying  down  ready 
money ;  and  in  the  long  run  a  man  who 
had  money  might  be  trusted  to  take  care 
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of  it.    But  he  taHv  admitted  that  it  was 

most  important  not  needlessly  to  stimu- 
late an  appetite  for  land,  which  the 
general  tendency  of  this  Bill  would  cer- 
tainly not  diminish ;  and  this  brought  him 
to  what  he  considered  another  grave  flaw 
in  the  Bill,  for  there  was  nothing  in  the 
Bill  to  prevent  a  tenant  raising  money 
by  mortgage  on  the  tenant  right.  That, 
he  feared,  would  be  a  great  temptation 
to  the  incoming  tenant  to  pay  an  exhor- 
bitant  price  and  throw  himself  entirely 
into  the  hands  of  the  usurer.  The 
consequences  would  be  disastrous,  for 
the  tenant  from  the  first  moment  of 
entering  his  farm  would  have  no  interest 
in  the  tenant  right,  consequently,  no  in- 
ducement to  improve.  The  other  great 
advantage  of  tenant  right  would  also  be 
lost,  for  if  the  tenant  failed,  or  left  the 
farm  from  any  cause,  instead  of  going 
away  with  a  good  sum  of  money  in  his 
pocket  to  help  him  to  set  up  elsewhere, 
the  money  would  go  to  the  usurer,  and 
the  tenant  would  leave,  as  at  present, 
with  misery  and  vengeance  in  his  heart. 
He,  therefore,  hoped  some  provision 
would  be  introduced,  making  it  illegal 
to  recover  any  mortgage  on  the  tenant 
right.  He  would  make  one  exception, 
and  allow  a  mortgage  by  testamentary 
disposition  for  the  benefit  of  a  widow 
or  younger  children.  No  doubt,  the 
economical  arguments  against  usury 
laws  in  general  would  be  cited  against 
him ;  but  here,  again,  he  appealed  from 
theory  to  practice.  He  had  a  precedent 
in  India,  where,  in  conditions  as  nearly 
as  possible  identical  with  those  of  Ire- 
land, these  provisions  were  found  neces- 
sary to  protect  the  "ryot"  from  the 
money-lender.  This  might  appear  at 
first  sight  an  unwelcome  restriction  to 
the  Irish  tenant,  and  people  would,  no 
doubt,  be  found  to  misrepresent  and 
abuse  him  for  speaking  thus.  But  he 
felt  he  was  acting  for  the  true  interest 
of  the  tenant  farmer  in  endeavouring  to 
save  him  from  the  clutches  of  the 
usurer,  and  if  his  advice  was  not  taken 
the  day  would  come  when  many  a  poor 
farmer  would  bitterly  regret  it.  It  was, 
however,  objected  that  all  that  fine 
scheme  of  **  free  sale "  and  **  fair 
rents"  was  built  on  robbery,  or,  as  the 
fashionable  expression  was,  **  that  they 
were  carving  an  interest  for  the  tenant 
out  of  the  landlord's  property."  That 
was  another  instance  of  rash  statement 
based  on  theory  and  without  knowledge 

Mr,  Errin^km 


or  consideration   of  practical     matters. 
He  contended  that  no  tangible  or  ma- 
terial interest  was  transferred  from  the 
landlord.     What  the  Bill  did.   was    to 
liberate  a  capital  at  present  locked  up 
and  unavailable,  and  which  wetB  in  abey- 
ance between  landlord  and  tenant.     The 
landlord  had  the  legal  riglit  ;    but  in 
most  cases  he  neither  could  nor  lorotild 
exercise  it,  and  most  landlords  tbou^hi 
they  ought  not  to  do  so.     On  tbe  other 
hand,  almost  all  authorities  in  Jreland, 
as  well  as  in   England,   admitted    that 
the  equitable  right  vested  in  the  tenant ; 
but  he,  of  course  could  not  use  it  except 
on  sufferance.     It  was,  therefor e,  in  its 
present   condition    useless  to  everyone, 
and  it  was  certain  that  so  long  as  things 
remained  as  they   were    the    landlord 
would  never  use  it.     What  they   pro- 
posed in  the  Bill  was  to  call  that  rig:ht 
out    of    abeyance    in    favour    of     the 
tenant,  in  whom  vested  the   equitable 
right.      If  that   was  to  be  called  con- 
fiscation, the  whole  thing  was  a  childish 
argument  about  words.     As  the  Bill  was 
founded  on  "  free  sale,"  and  as  •*  free 
sale  "  depended  on  **  fair  rents,"  so  "fair 
rents"  depended  on  the  "Court/*  and 
thus,  in  reality,  on  the  Court,  its  cha- 
racter and  efficiency,  really  turned  in  the 
last  resort  the  operation  oi  the  measure. 
He  quite  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Qibson),  that  there  ought 
to  be  equal  access  to  the  Court  for  the 
landlord  and  the  tenant.     They    had 
heard  a  great  deal  lately  about  prestige. 
Whatever  hon.  Members  might  think 
of  prestige  in  the  East,  they  would  not 
deny  that  on  the  prestige  of  the  Court 
in  Ireland  its  success  would  greatly  de- 
pend.   As  at  present  proposed,  he  feared 
its  prospects  of  obtaining  or  deserving 
prestige  were  small.     Almost  all  autho- 
rities agreed  in  condemning  the  employ- 
ment of  the  County  Courts  as  courts  of 
first  instance  under  the  Bill.   In  the  first 
place,  uniformity  of  judgment  was  essen- 
tial, and  it  would  be  impossible  to  obtain 
this  from  over  20  Judges,  all  of  whom 
were  already  pledged  to  various  views 
and  opinions  on  most  of  the  questions 
which  would  now  come  before  them ;  and 
besides,  it  was  notorious  that,  rightly  or 
wrongly,  these  Courts  would  not  com- 
mand the  confidence  of  the  people.     It, 
therefore,  did  appear  to  him  that  those 
who  were  to  administer  that  new  mea- 
sure should  come  to  its  consideratioa 
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^th  minds  absolutely  fresh  and  un- 
biaBsed    by  previous   judgments.     He 
ventured  to  submit  the  following  scheme 
as  worthy  of  consideration  : — The  Court 
to   consist,  as   at  present  proposed,  of 
three  or  four  Commissioners,  but  with 
Balaiils  higher  than  £2,000  a-year;  he 
did  not  think  £5,000  a-year  too  much  to 
comniand  men  of  the  necessary  standing 
and    ability    for    these    most    arduous 
duties ;  they  should  besides  be  indepen- 
dent like  other  Judges,  and  be  appointed 
during  good  behaviour,  and  not  during 
pleasure.      Instead   of    employing   the 
County  Courts,  he  would  suggest  to  name 
in  the  Bill  eight  Assistant  Commissioners 
— four  to  be  experts  in  land  matters  and 
four    to    be   barristers.      They   should 
be    appointed  for  five  years,  because, 
whatever  the  amount  of  work  thrown 
on    the  Court  might  be,   it  would  be 
heaviest  during  the  first  years  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act.     Care   should  be 
taken,  especially  in  the  case  of  the  four 
experts,  to  secure  the  very  best  men.  As 
a  practical  illustration  of  what  he  meant 
by  an  expert  in  land  matters,  he  men- 
tioned the  name  of  Professor  Baldwin,  a 
gentleman  well  known  to  many  Members 
of  the  House,  as  the  fittest  person  he 
oould  think  of  for  these  important  duties. 
These  Assistant   Commissioners  should 
go  circuit  two  and  two ;  but  he  proposed 
that,    instead  of  deciding   cases  them- 
selves, they  should  hear  and  report  each 
case  to   the  Commissioners  at  Dublin, 
and   that    the    actual   decision    should 
emanate  from  there,   and  it  would  be 
without  appeal  except  in  cases  where 
points  of  law  were  reserved ;  and  in  such 
cases,  borrowing  a  provision  from  the 
Irish  Church  Act,  he  proposed  that  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  or  some  other  Judge 
should   be  called  in  to  strengthen  the 
legal  element  in  the  Court.     The  over- 
whelming importance  of  that  portion  of 
the  Bill  induced  him  to  make  that  de- 
tailed proposal.     They  had  now  a  tabula 
rasa  on  which  they  could  inscribe  what 
provisions  they  pleased ;   but  it  would 
be  very  difficult  to  make  a  change  here- 
after.   There  was  another  portion  of  the 
Bill  which  he  could  not  pass  over  with- 
out a  word — he  meant  the  proposals  for 
helping  emigration,   which    had    been 
used  in  some  cases  most  dishonestly  to 
excite  unpr>pularity  against  the  Bill.  He 
yielded  to  none  in  his  admiration  for 
that  love  of  country  which  was  so  noble 
ft  trait  in  the  Irish  character ;  but  he  felt 
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indignfimt  when  he  saw  even  these  noble 
and  sacred  feelings  trafficked  and  traded 
on  for  the  sake  of  popularity.  He  did 
not  wish  to  see  one  single  Irishman  who 
could  live  in  reasonable  comfort  at  home 
leave  his  own  country,  nor  did  he  think 
that,  taken  on  an  average,  the  popula- 
tion of  Ireland  was  at  all  too  high  ;  on 
the  contrary,  he  looked  forward  to  the 
time  when,  under  conditions  of  increas- 
ing prosperity,  a  still  larger  population 
might  be  maintained  in  comfort ;  but  at 
present  it  was  notorious  that  in  some 
districts  if  the  people  had  their  land  for 
nothing  they  could  not  live.  But  what 
cared  the  agitators  for  that  ? — or  for  the 
fact  that  the  thousands  who  now  emi- 
grated with  the  most  precarious  pros- 
pects would,  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  do  so  with  every  prospect  of  hap- 
piness and  success  ?  He  would  be 
ashamed,  therefore,  if  fear  of  unpopu- 
larity prevented  him  from  warmly  sup- 
porting a  proposal  which  promised 
happiness  to  thousands  of  his  country- 
men. But,  after  all,  it  was  to  the  suc- 
cessful creation  of  a  peasant  proprietary 
that  they  must  look  for  the  pacification, 
and  ho  hoped  the  ultimate  regeneration 
of  Ireland,  and  in  connection  with  that 
he  had  one  last  suggestion  to  make.  He 
had  pointed  out  what  difficulties  that 
measure  would  have  to  contend  against, 
and  how  important  it  was  to  secure  the 
consent  and  approval  of  all  honest  men 
— the  consensu*  bonorum  omnium — against 
the  combinations  of  agitators  to  defeat 
it.  That  could  only  be  done  by  making 
the  Bill  a  measure  of  justice  to  a^ 
classes.  But  it  was  notorious  that  a  large 
section  deeply  interested  regarded  the 
measure  with  distrust.  That  feeling  was 
not  gratuitous  nor  thoughtless ;  and 
though,of  course,he  thoroughly  disagpreed 
with  it,  it  could  not  be  ignored  nor  sum- 
marily dismissed.  It  was  entertained,  after 
all,  by  many  men  second  to  none  in  their 
knowledge  of  the  question  and  in  their 
personal  integrity.  He  appealed  to  the 
Prime  Minister  whether  it  was  not  worth 
while  to  purchase  unanimity  by  con- 
ceding terms  of  compensation  to  the 
landlords,  which,  without  cost  to  the 
public  Treasury,  might  remove  even  the 
suggestion  of  bad  faith  ?  The  Bill  pro- 
vided that  sums  of  money — he  hoped 
very  large  —  were  to  be  devoted  to 
creating  peasant  proprietors ;  now,  why 
should  not  this  money  kill  two  birds  with 
one  stone,  and  fulfil  the  simultaneous 
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purpose  of  baying  out  Buoh  landlords 
as  considered  their  interests  injuriously 
affected  ?  The  way  to  effect  this  would 
be — first,  to  remove  the  restrictions  im- 
posed on  the  Commissioners  as  to  the 
purchase  of  estates,  especially  that  re- 
lating to  the  competent  number  of 
tenants  ready  to  purchase  their  farms ; 
and,  secondly,  to  impose  a  strict  limit 
on  the  price  to  be  paid  for  estates  by 
the  Commissioners.  If  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  think  this  out,  they  would  find 
that  the  result  would  be  that  for  the 
most  part  the  estates  purchased  would 
be  those  of  discontented  landlords,  who 
would  thus,  as  far  as  the  money  went, 
be  got  rid  of.  The  limit  he  proposed  as 
the  price  would  be  20  years'  purchase 
on  a  fair  rent,  which  money  should  be 
paid  in  Three  per  Cent  Stock  at  par. 
The  Commissioners  could  then  affoid  to 
sell  the  land  to  the  tenants  at  the  same 
fair  rent  to  be  paid  for  31  years,  after 
which  time  the  land  would  oe  the  pro- 
perty of  the  tenants.  These  figures  were 
not  new  ;  but  they  were  so  remarkable 
as  to  deserve  consideration.  No  such 
liberal  terms  to  the  tenant  had  ever  been 
suggested.  Takine  a  special  case  to  see 
how  the  plan  woiud  work,  thev  found 
that  for  every  £100  of  fair  rent  the  land- 
lord would  receive  £60  in  Three  per 
Cent  Stock.  The  State  borrowing  the 
purohasemoneyatdperoent,andcharging 
the  tenant  fair  rent — that  was,  5  per 
cent — would  be  repaid  capital  and  in- 
terest in  31  years;  the  tenant  would  then 
be  owner.  Or,  supposing  that,  in  con- 
sequence of  bad  years,  or  other  excep- 
tional cause,  it  was  necessary  to  give  a 
reduction  of  rent,  this  would  only  delay 
for  a  few  years  the  final  enfranchisement 
of  the  tenant.  This  system  offered  the 
tenants  far  better  terms  than  they  could 
get  under  any  other  system,  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  offered  an  option  to  discon« 
tented  landlords.  No  doubt,  the  price 
offered  to  the  landlord  was  not  a  umcy 
inrice,  but  it  was  a  fair  price ;  and  the 
landlord,  by  investing  the  price  in  other 
securities,  might  raise  the  income  from 
£60  to  £80  or  £90 ;  but  even  at  £60  the 
oflbr  was  not  unreasonable.  He  earnestly 
trusted  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  con- 
sider these  suggestions,  with  a  view  of 
securing  the  oo-operation  of  all  classes 
in  the  success  of  this  measure.  The 
Prime  Minister,  no  doubt,  had  brought 
it  forward  under  circumstances  of  great 
advantage— those  oiicumstancea  were  his 
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own  great  talents,  and  the  overwhelming 
iiifluence  he  wielded  in  the  country — but 
its  difficulties  were  also  formidable,  and 
arose  not  only  from  the  inherent  diffi- 
culty of  the  question,  but  from  a  most 
determined  combination  outside  to  defeat 
it.   Of  the  character  of  that  combination 
they  had  ample  evidence.      Thej  had 
been  told  in  public  the  Bill  must  be  op- 
posed, because,  if  carried,  it  would  break 
up  the  Land  League.    All  were  bound 
to  join  in    defeating    that    conspiracy 
against  law  and  order,  which  virtually 
said — Perish    honesty,    perish    honour, 
perish  all  the  truest  and  best  interests  oi 
the  Irish  tenant,  perish  religion,  in  order 
to  keep  up  the  mercenary  agitation  on 
which  its  own  base  existence  depended. 
He,  therefore,  came  forward  to  saj  what 
he  believed  was  the  opinion  of  the  tenants 
of  Ireland,  that  they  welcomed  this  Bill 
with  gratitude.    This  he  was  convinced 
many  would  say  for  themselves  were  it 
not  for  that  wretched  system  of  intimi- 
dation which  made  honest  men  afraid  to 
avow  their  own  honesty.     On  behalf  of 
the  honest  men,  he  wished  to  say  they 
regarded  this  Bill  as  a  fair  and  modi 
measure,  worthy  of  the  support  of  the 
Irish  farmer.     He  was  glad  to  see  there 
were  still  persons  in  Ireland  who  had 
the  courage  to  express  their  approval  of 
the  Bill,  as  had  been  done  by  the  Oatho- 
lie  Bishops  and  the  Presbyterian  clergy. 
He  hoped  there  would  be  a  combination, 
not  only  to  pass,  but  to  make  this  Bill 
work  successfully  when  carried  ;  and  if 
the  Prime  Minister  succeeded  by  this 
great  measure  of  justice  in  restoring 
confidence  and  tranquillity  to  his  dis- 
tracted country,  it  would  rank  not  only 
among  the  greatest  deeds  of  his  political 
career,  but  among  the  greatest  legisla- 
tive adiievements  recorded  in  history. 

Mb.  DAWSON  hoped  to  have  been 
able  to  place  before  the  House  the  opi- 
nions or  his  constituents  without  being 
obliged  to  enter  into  matters  beneath 
the  dignity  or  importance  of  this  momen- 
tous question,  but  reaUy  could  not  over- 
look the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber might  believe  that  by  the  course  he 
had  taken  he  had  won  popularity  in  the 
House,  and  had  obtained  from  the  Prime 
Minister  some  assent  to  the  extraordi- 
nary accusation  he  had  made  against 
that  Partv  to  whom  must  be  ascribed 
the  introduction  of  this  Bill.  He  (Mr. 
Dawson)  did  not  wish  to  shut  out  the 
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merits  due  to  the  Prime  Minister  or  to 
his  Oovernment  for  introduoing  a  mea- 
sure such  as  this,  and  he  cordiallj  al- 
lowed that  it  constituted  a  revolution 
with  regard  to  the  tenure  of  land  in  Ire- 
land. He  should  therefore  support, 
and  should  not  oppose,  the  principles  of 
the  Bill.  But  while  he  went  so  far,  he 
must  entirely  deny  the  allegation  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken  that 
the  agitation  to  which  he  referred  en- 
couraged wild  schemes,  and  proceeded 
by  trafficking  on  the  creduhty  of  the 
people.  What  were  the  objects  of  the 
KU  which  was  brought  in,  not  by  agi- 
tators nor  by  conspirators,  but  by  the 
responsible  Government  of  Her  Majesty  ? 
Its  first  object  was  to  render  more  fair 
and  more  just  the  relations  between 
landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland ;  and, 
having  done  so  much  to  promote  the 
creation  of  an  occupying  proprietary, 
what  were  the  objects  of  tne  National 
Land  League  ?  He  had  become  a  mem- 
ber of  that  organization  lately ;  but, 
before  doing  so,  and  before  taking  the 
position  of  president  of  one  of  its  most 
important  branches  in  the  City  of  Dub- 
lin, he  asked  what  were  the  provisions 
to  which  he  was  asked  to  subscribe.  In 
answer  to  his  request,  he  received  the 
card  of  the  Land  League,  which  he  held 
in  his  hand,  and  in  which  were  enume- 
rated two  distinct  objects.  The  first  was 
to  put  an  end  to  rack-renting,  eviction, 
ana  landlord  oppression,  which  was  the 
object  of  the  Bill  before  the  House.  It 
was  to  put  an  end  to  rack-renting  by 
means  of  a  State  tribunal ;  to  put  an  end 
to  evicfion,  which  the  Prime  Minister 
called  a  sentence  of  death ;  and  to  put 
an  end  to  the  oppression  which  was  the 
whole  r<iMon  d*Hre  of  the  measure.  Would 
the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  tell  his 
constituents  that  two  propositions  so  per- 
fectly analogous,  the  one  introduced  by 
the  Government  and  the  other  distinctly 
put  forward  by  the  Land  League,  were 
trafficking  on  the  credulity  of  the  people, 
and  encouraging  them  to  wild  and  im- 
possible schemes?  The  second  object 
of  the  Land  League  was  to  effect  such 
a  radical  change  in  the  land  system  of 
Ireland  as  would  put  it  in  the  power  of 
every  Irish  farmer  to  become  the  owner, 
on  fair  terms,  of  the  land  he  tilled. 
What  was  the  fifth  part  of  the  Bill  ? 
Why,  it  pi  ^posed  to  afford  facilities  to 
effect  the  very  object  of  the  Land  League. 
Jf,  therefore,  the  hon.  Member  for  Long- 


ford reflected  upon  that  fact,  must  he 
not  confess  that  the  whole  of  his  oration, 
though  it  might  win  a  certain  popularity 
in  that  House,  bristled  with  unfounded 
accusations  against  the  very  people  who 
sent  him  there.  Coming  to  the  Bill 
itself,  he  must  say,  as  he  said  already  at 
Carlow,  that  he  thanked  the  Government 
for  the  principles  enunciated  in  it,  which 
appeared  to  him  to  be  a  revolution  in  the 
right  direction  on  this  momentous  ques- 
tion. However,  on  account  of  the  de- 
tails in  which  it  abounded,  he  was  not 
in  a  position  to  give  it,  in  the  present 
shape,  that  unlimited  support  which  he 
hoped  to  be  able  to  give  it  in  its  final 
passage  through  the  House.  One  of  the 
gravest  charges  against  the  Land  League, 
and  against  an  hon.  Member  of  that 
House,  who  was  now  unable  to  occupy 
that  place  which  he  would  adorn  if  ne 
were  present,  was  that  they  were  accused 
of  propounding  extreme  doctrines  when 
they  said  that  tenants  in  Ireland  ought 
not  to  pay  more  than  Ghiffith's  valuation. 
In  The  Times  newspaper  of  the  previous 
day,  he  read  an  editorial  article  in  which 
it  was  stated  that  the  Bill  would  pro- 
bably leave  the  rental  of  estates,  which 
were  about  Griffith's  valuation,  unaltered ; 
but  it  would  reduce  all  other  rents  to 
that  point.  That  was  the  pronounce- 
ment of  The  Times;  but  if  anyone  in 
Ireland  attempted  to  propound  such  a 
doctrine  he  would  at  once  be  called  a 
Communistic  agitator.  With  regard  to 
leases,  he  certainly  understood,  from  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister,  that  the 
Bill  would  have  a  retrospective  effect. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  speak- 
ing of  the  harshness  inflicted  on  those 
who  were  obliged  to  contract  under  pres- 
sure, said  the  Bill  would  establish  a 
Court  that  could  take  cognizance  of  any 
lease  whose  provisions  were  not  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  judicial  lease.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  mean  to  in- 
clude existing  leases,  he  certainly  should 
have  done  so;  because  the  whole  reason 
of  this  great  revolution  and  the  burning 
interest  which  the  question  assumed  was 
due  to  the  loud  and  prolonged  com- 
plaints of  those  who  were  suffering  from 
injuries  inflicted  by  leases  with  condi- 
tions such  as  he  had  described.  With 
respect  to  arrears  of  rent  which  had  ac- 
cumulated because  of  the  impossible  con- 
ditions which  the  unfortunate  tenants 
were  forced  to  assume,  he  did  not  pror 
pose  that  they    should  be  wiped  out ; 
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but  if  they  were  to  be  met,  he  certainly 
thought  it  should  be  on  the  same  basis 
as  tne  ne\r  rents  fixed  by  the  Courts. 
There  was  a  clause  in  the  Bill  which 
appeared  to  him  to  bear  a  strong  resem- 
blance to  the  clause  in  the  Act  of  1 870 
which  encouraged  consolidation.  The 
Bill  declared  that  tenants  with  a  yalua- 
tion  of  £  1 50  and  upwards  should  have 
the  power  of  contracting  themselves  out 
of  the  benefit  of  the  Act.  He  entirely 
disapproved  of  any  such  provision,  be- 
cause it  would  be  putting  the  landlord 
in  a  position  in  which  he  could  say  that 
a  number  of  small  tenants  could  cause 
him  any  amount  of  trouble  and  annoy- 
ance. But  if  he  had  large  tenants  whose 
valuations  were  over  £150,  he  would  be 
enabled  to  make  arrangements  with 
them  which  would  render  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  nugatory.  He  was  afraid 
that  the  retention  of  the  words  "  free 
sale  "  was  calculated  to  create  a  wrong 
impression  in  certain  cases  where  the 
right  of  pre-emption  enabled  certain 
farms  to  be  sold  without  being  put  up 
to  public  competition.  With  respect  to 
the  local  Courts,  he  did  not  think  the 
provision  of  the  Bill  satisfactory.  The 
judgments  of  the  County  Court  Judges 
were  marked  by  such  diversity  of  opi- 
nion, and  their  demeanour  in  many 
cases  was  of  such  a  character,  as  to  de- 
prive them  of  the  confidence  of  the 
people.  He  did  not  approve  of  local 
assessors,  because  he  was  entirely 
against  the  importation  of  anything  like 
local  prejudice  into  the  decision  of  cases 
of  such  importance.  Witnesses  would 
be  examined,  and  a  Judge  previously 
unacQuainted  with  the  circumstances 
woula  be  more  likely  to  come  to  a  just 
conclusion  than  any  local  person.  He 
did  not  think  the  present  County  Court 
Judges  possessed  the  confidence  of  the 
country.  He  bad  known  cases  where 
the  Judge  had  said  to  applicants  in  the 
Courts — '*You  had  better  go  to  Mr. 
Gladstone  or  to  the  liand  League." 
There  certainly  had  been  many  in- 
stances in  which  the  Courts  had  shown 
a  strong  animus  in  favour  of  the  land- 
lords. Such  flippancy,  when  treating 
of  a  serious  subject,  betrayed  a  con- 
tempt, and  the  judgments  themselves 
revealed  an  animus,  which  unfitted  such 
men  for  holding  the  fate  of  the  Irish 
tenant  in  their  hands.  Turning  to  the 
scheme  for  the  reclamation  of  wastelands, 
he  expressed  sympathy  with  the  object  of 
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the  Government ;  but  entirely  dissented 
from  the  proposal  to  hand  over  the  work 
of  reclamation  to  Joint  Stock  Companies, 
whether  English  or  Irish.     The  people 
of  Ireland  did  not  want  Cnp:li8h  money 
or  English  patronage,  but  thej  did  re- 
quire justice.  If  they  obtained  thatthej 
would  and  could    cultivate    the  land, 
firmly  believing  that  there   were  ample 
resources  for  the  sustenance  of  a  much 
larger  population  than  they  had  at  pre- 
sent.    He  had  been  greatly  staHled  by 
the  devolution  clauses  of  the    Bill,  be- 
cause they  tied  down  the  people  to  one 
heir,  and  really  perpetuated  the  Law  of 
Primogeniture,  to  which  it  wn«  under- 
stood such  men  as  the  Prime  Minister, 
the   Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster, and  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, and  other  prominent  Members  of 
the  Government  were  strongly  opposed. 
It  was  an    entirely  retrograde  policy. 
The  Government  having  made  two  such 
mistakes  as  these,  they  proposed  emi- 
gration, which,  in  reality,  was  the  neces- 
sary outcome  of  their  legislation.     The 
waste  land  clauses  would  not  allow  the 
people  of  Ireland  to  become  proprietors, 
to   become  happy  and  independent  ia 
their  own  country ;  and  the  devolution 
clauses  would  not  allow  them  to  have  a 
chance  of  getting    the  land   into  their 
own  hands.     He  had  no  sentimental  ob' 
jection  to  emigration  ;  but  held  that  the 
resources  of  the  country  ought  to  be  de- 
veloped  to  the  utmost  before  recourse 
was  had  to  it,  and  that  it  should  not  be 
thought  necessary  to   promote  it  until 
there  should  exist  an  absolutely  surplus 
population  for  whom  sustenance  at  home 
would  be  a  matter  of  impossibility.    He 
had  always  endeavoured  to  promote  the 
proper  accommodation  of  the  labouring 
classes ;  and  he  thought  a  clause  might 
easily  be  inserted  in  the  Bill  stipulating 
that  the    agricultural  tenant  holdings 
should  comply  with  all  the  sanitary  con- 
ditions which  made  life  comfortable  ond 
tolerable.     He  would  also  wish  to  intro- 
duce a  provision  that  the  rents  of  those 
tenements  should  be  of  such  a  nature 
that  they  should  include  in  their  weekly 
charge  the  purchase  money  of  the  cot- 
tages and  plots  of  ground.     The  con- 
dition  that    tenants   should    pay  one* 
fourth  of  the  purchase  money  he  could 
not  approve.     The   Prime  Minister  al- 
lowed the  Government  securities  which 
the  tenant    right  gave  the  tenant  to 
raise  thQ  other  fourth  -,  but,  if  so,  wbjr 
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not  the  GoTernraetit  supply  it,  instead 
of  forcing  the  tenant  in  many  cases  to 
raise  it  at  high  interest  ?  He  acknow- 
ledf^ed  willingly  and  frankly  that  the 
Dill  contained  good  and  sound  principles. 
While,  however,  he  said  that,  he  could 
not  help  adding  that  if  it  passed  in  its 
present  condition,  it  would  not  be  a 
measure  which  would  effect  the  object 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  in  view 
in  promoting  it.  For  his  part,  he  would 
be  happy  to  assist  in  any  changes  which 
would  add  to  the  usefulness  of  the  Bill ; 
and  lie  believed  that  if  the  Government 
would  consider  favourably  and  support 
the  Amendments  which  would  be  sub- 
mitted by  those  with  whom  he  acted,  the 
Bill  would  become  an  effective  measure, 
fiuch  as  the  Prime  Minister  promised  to 
make  it — one  which  would  tend  to  pro- 
mote the  peace  and  prosperity  of  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  BRODBICK    said,   there  were 
few  who  would  not  regret  that  speeches 
similar  to  those  made  in  the  House  that 
night  had  been  addressed  to  their  con- 
stituents by   some  Irish   Members,  for 
much  of  the  difficulty  which  had  arisen 
might   have   been   avoided   if  respon- 
sible   persons    had    not    excited    anti- 
cipations which  could  not  be  fulfilled, 
and   led  tenants  to   expect   something 
which  the  Government  could  not  give. 
One  thing  which  struck  him  in  listening 
to  Irish  Members  was  that  they  dis- 
cussed the  question  without  recognizing 
the  truth  that  their  facts  and  arguments 
were  less  applicable  to  the  whole  of  Ire- 
laud  than  to  the  particular  portions  with 
which  they  happened  to  be  connected. 
The  fault  of  the  present  Bill  was  that 
it  attempted  similarly  to  apply  an  uni- 
versal rule  to  the  whole  of  Ireland.    The 
difficulty  thus  involved  in  criticizing  the 
measure  was  increased  by  the  fact  that 
there  were  certain  parts  of  the  Bill  that 
were  still  shrouded  in  obscurity,  because 
criticisms  and  questions  had  not  been 
answered  by  the  Government.   That  was 
particularly   the   case  with    regard  to 
Clause  7,  and  the  House  had  a  right  to 
expect  that  direct   answers  should  be 
given  to  the  questions  that  had  been 
put.     The  Members  of  the  Government 
seemed  to  did'er  in  some  respects  as  to 
the  interpretation  which  they  put  upon 
the  clause.  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land said  the  rent  was  to  be  found  by 
taking  away  the  price  of  the  tenant  right 
from  the  ocunpetition  rent   If  that  were 


so,  it  was  much  to  be  regretted  that  it 
was  not  stated  in  the  Bill.  The  Chief 
Secretary  diverged  very  quickly  from 
the  question  how  the  fair  rent  was  to  be 
found.  Not  the  least  important  consi- 
deration was  whether  it  was  desirable 
that  the  fair  rent  should  be  based  on 
a  competition  rent,  which  the  Com- 
mission had  decided  was  not  generally 
exacted  by  landlords.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  quoted  the  opinion  of  the 
0*Conor  Don,  that  rents  must  be  less 
than  the  fair  commercial  letting  value 
of  the  land ;  but  he  did  not  state  that 
the  O'Conor  Don  added  that  it  would 
be  contrary  to  justice  and  sound  policy 
for  the  State  to  take  away  private  rights 
without  giving  compensation.  It  was, 
therefore,  unfair  to  represent  theO*Conor 
Don  as  favouring  a  diminished  rent  with- 
out adding  his  proviso  with  regard  to 
that  compensation  which  the  Bill  did  not 
give.  He  believed  the  Government  pre- 
ferred that  a  term  so  controversial  as 
competition  rent  should  not  find  a  place 
in  the  Bill ;  but  he  should  be  much  mis- 
taken if,  when  the  Bill  came  to  be  inter- 
preted in  a  Court  of  Law,  the  present 
indefinite  expressions  were  not  super- 
seded by  that  of  competition  rent,  which 
alone  would  satisfy  hon.  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House.  He  hoped  the  next 
Member  of  the  Government  who  spoke 
would  clear  up  thesedifficulties,  so  thatthe 
remaining  speeches  might  be  addressed, 
not  merely  to  the  intentions  of  the  Go- 
vernment, but  to  the  actual  facts  of  the 
case  as  they  would  appear  when  inter* 
preted  by  legal  authorities.  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho)  dwelt 
more  with  the  theoretical  mistakes  that 
would  be  made  by  the  Bill  than  with 
the  practical  effect  it  would  have  on  the 
people  of  Ireland.  No  invasion  of  the 
rights  of  property  could,  it  must  be 
admitted,  be  greater  in  theory  than 
that  which  was  involved  in  making 
freedom  of  contract  almost  a  matter  of 
the  past.  But  still  it  would  have  been 
possible  for  a  much  shorter  Bill  to  have 
taken  a  great  deal  more  from  the  land- 
lords, and  to  have  given  a  great  deal 
more  to  the  tenants  of  that  practical 
independence  at  which  they  were  striv- 
ing. And  such  a  Bill  would  not,  in 
practice,  he  hoped,  be  so  terrible  in  its 
operation  as  the  noble  Lord  anticipated. 
He  had  been  much  struck  by  the  refer- 
enoet  made  during  the  debate  to  the 
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Bpeech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Barnstaple  (Viscount  Lyming- 
ton)  in  consequence  of  his  connection 
with  an  estate  in  Wexford  where  the 
benefits  of  free  sale  were  supposed  to 
be  such  as  to  justify  its  extension  to  the 
whole  of  the  country.  Now,  he  had  some 
acquaintance  with  that  property,  and  he 
confessed  he  did  not  think  the  reference 
would  commend  the  experiment  which 
had  been  attempted  on  that  property  to 
the  House.  The  great  object  they  should 
have  in  view  was  to  establish  some  per- 
manent system  by  which  the  soil  of  Ire- 
land would  be  improved  both  by  the 
landlord  and  the  tenant.  Now,  what  were 
the  facts  of  that  case  ?  The  Nobleman  in 
question  had  a  property  in  Wexford 
from  which  he  was  reputed  to  draw 
£18,000  a-year;  but  he  had  never  laid 
out  on  that  property  Is.;  he  never  re- 
sided on  it,  or  in  Ireland ;  to  all  intents 
and  purposes  he  was  an  instance  of 
an  unmitigated  absentee  landlord,  who 
drew  a  large  profit  from  his  estate,  and 
did  nothing  for  its  improvement.  Was 
that  a  system  to  be  applauded  or  fol- 
lowed ?  He  thought  that  the  adoption 
of  such  a  principle  of  estate  manage- 
ment would  be  in  direct  opposition  to 
the  Land  Act  of  1870,  and  most  in- 
jurious to  the  real  interests  of  the  soil. 
And  yet  this  was  the  system  which  they 
were  invited  by  the  Government  to  es- 
tablish in  the  parts  of 'Ireland  which 
were  now  free  from  it.  Nor  must  it  be 
forgotten  that  there  were  many  tenants 
in  Ireland,  especially  in  the  South,  who 
would  care  wondrously  little  for  legis- 
lative securities  if  in  them  were  involved 
the  loss  of  those  traditional  securities 
which  existed  in  the  confidence  and  good 
feeling  of  their  landlord.  It  was  all  very 
well  to  say  that  the  Bill  conferred  secu- 
rity of  tenure  for  15  years;  but  this,  in 
the  minds  of  many  yearly  tenants,  meant, 
not  the  lengthening  of  a  yearly  tenancy, 
but  the  shortening  of  that  perpetual 
tenure  which  had  been  enjoyed  under 
good  landlords.  But  it  would  be  said 
that  they  oould  not  ignore  the  proprie- 
tary right  of  the  tenant,  which  had 
grown  up  under  the  Act  of  1870.  But 
this  did  not  necessarily  involve  a 
system  of  dual  ownership.  The  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  had  stated 
that  in  all  parts  of  the  Continent  the 
tendency  had  been  to  establish  the  pro- 
priatary  right  of  the  tenant.  There  was* 
one  exception.    In  a  part  of  Germany 
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100  years  ago  exactly  the  same  difficulty 
now  felt  in  Ireland  had  occurred.  Heavy 
charges  were  laid  on  the  tenant ;  there 
was  great  disafiFection,  poverty,  and 
misery  among  the  people;  and  the  land- 
lords had  great  difficulty  in  obtaining 
their  rights.  The  Government  of  Ger- 
many addressed  themselves  to  the  diffi- 
culty in  a  manner  not  dissimilar  to  that 
adopted  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. They  found  there  was  undoubtedly 
some  proprietary  right  in  the  tenant, 
which  made  his  being  placed  abso- 
lutely at  the  mercy  of  the  landlord  a 
great  cruelty  and  a  hardship.  The  State 
therefore  gave  to  the  tenant  a  portion  of 
the  land,  which  wsts  commensurate  with 
his  proprietary  rights  to  enjoy  it  in  fee- 
simple.  The  other  portion  of  the  estate 
was  given  to  the  landlord,  compensation 
being  granted  from  the  National  Exche- 
quer for  the  amount  to  which  his  pro- 
perty had  been  depreciated  by  what 
had  been  transferred  to  the  tenant.  He 
hoped  the  English  Government  would 
act  on  a  like  principle  of  justice  when 
they  proposed  to  curtail  the  rights  of 
the  landlords.  It  was  the  misfortune 
of  this  Bill  that  it  placed  all  classes  of 
estates  in  Ireland  on  the  same  footing. 
It  opened  to  every  landlord  in  Ireland 
the  possibility,  if  not  probability,  that 
every  dissatisfied  tenant  would  come 
upon  him  at  the  same  moment  on 
the  passing  of  the  Bill  to  demand 
the  adjustment  of  his  rent.  For  what 
inducements  did  they  offer  to  the 
tenant  not  to  take  his  landlord  into 
Court?  They  enabled  him  to  sell  his 
tenant  right,  and  when  the  new  tenant 
came  in  the  landlord  was  not  one  step 
nearer  getting  his  rent  than  before.  A 
new  source  of  litigation  was  thus  to  be 
opened  up.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  ParneU)  said  if  the 
Bill  passed  into  law  they  would  use  the 
resources  of  the  Land  JLeague  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  the  tenant  to  make 
the  most  of  it  to  bring  the  landlord 
to  reason,  and  settle  the  whole  land  of 
Ireland  on  the  basis  of  this  Bill.  But, 
apart  from  litigation,  did  the  Bill  effect 
its  object  ?  Under  this  Bill  the  position 
of  the  tenant  was  to  be  improved ;  but 
what  effect  would  be  produced  where  the 
present  tenant  had  not  paid  for  tenant 
right?  A  sum  would  be  received  for 
which  nothing  had  been  paid,  and  the 
present  tenant  would,  unaoubtedlj,  re- 
ceive a  substantial  benefit ;  but,  sesmg 
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that  any  reduction  of  rent  would  be 
more  than  counterbalanced  by  the  pay- 
ment for  tenant  right  under  the  Bill, 
the  incoming  tenant  would  be  out  of 
pocket  by  the  transaction.  Side  by  side 
with  the  apparent  prosperity  of  XJlster 
had  grown  up  a  system  of  indebtedness 
the  extent  and  importance  of  which 
it  was  difficult  to  exaggerate.  A  gen- 
tleman managing  70,000  acres  had  said 
that  the  indebtedness  of  tenants  in 
Ulster  was  so  great  that  they  paid 
more  to  the  usurers  than  to  the  land- 
lords. He  had  himself  seen  an  adver- 
tisement of  a  wholesale  stationer  in 
Ulster,  who  said  that  at  present  he 
made  up  five  times  as  many  bill  books 
for  the  entry  of  accounts  as  he  had  done 
before  the  Act  of  1870  had  passed.  It 
might  be  concluded  from  that  fact  that 
since  the  number  of  the  Ulster  tenants 
had  not  increased,  their  indebtedness  was 
now  five  times  as  great  as  before  the  Act 
of  1870.  It  had  been  argued  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Charles  Russell),  and  echoed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  Dawson),  that 
the  arrears  of  rent  should  be  dealt  with 
by  the  Bill.  But  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dundalk  ought  in  logical 
sequence  to  have  argued  that  it  was 
not  merely  arrears  due  to  the  landlords, 
but  also  debts  due  to  shopkeepers  and 
others  that  should  be  dealt  with.  That 
would  have  been  a  measure  of  equality 
and  justice  which  they  should  have  ex- 
pected from  the  Benches  opposite.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk 
adduced  the  instance  of  the  small  far- 
mers in  France,  whose  arrears,  he  said, 
wore  forgiven  by  the  landlords  in  bad 
years.  Now,  it  seemed  to  him  somewhat 
unjust  that  in  Ireland,  where  tenant 
right  was  to  be  recognized  and  com- 
pensation given  for  improvements,  land- 
lords should  be  required  to  make  allow- 
ances to  tenants  for  arrears.  When  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  spoke  of  the 
custom  in  France  he  spoke  of  it  as 
a  matter  of  statute  law,  whereas,  in 
fact,  it  was  a  matter  of  free  contract 
between  the  tenant  and  the  land- 
lord, and  a  French  writer  had  recently 
stated  that  four-fifths  of  the  tenancies 
in  France  had  been  contracted  out  of 
these  conditions.  It  was  obvious  that 
in  those  contracts,  which  made  the 
tenant  a  sort  of  partner  with  the 
landlord,  both  shared  in  the  gains  and 
the  losses.    But  in  the  oate  of  the  land- 


lord and  tenant  in  Ireland,  they  were 
asked  to  recognize  this  in  addition  to 
the  tenant  right,  which  would  be  a  gross 
injustice,  l^e  dass  of  estates  on  which 
improvements  had  been  made  by  the 
landlords  was  not  sufficiently  protected 
by  the  Bill,  and  ought  to  be  separated 
from  the  class  on  which  the  tenants  were 
the  improvers.  He  felt  very  strongl]r 
that  where  a  tenant  had  taken  a  piece 
of  bog,  for  example,  and  reclaimed  it 
by  his  own  labour  a  great  deal  was  due 
to  him.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  he 
would  ask  the  House  to  deal  equally 
ffdrly  with  the  landlords  who  had  made 
improvements  on  their  estates.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  said  that 
the  Government  had  put  in  a  most 
important  provision  to  protect  the  land- 
lord, for  they  allowed  him  to  take  some- 
thing from  ike  value  of  the  tenant  right 
to  compensate  him  for  his  improve- 
ments ;  out  could  that  compensate  him 
for  being  saddled  with  a  tenant  who 
from  land  hunger  paid  far  more  for 
the  tenant  right  than  it  was  worth, 
who  had  no  capital  left  to  work  the 
farm,  and  who  impoverished  the  land, 
while  the  landlord  was  not  able  to 
do  anything  to  prevent  it  ?  They  were 
told  the  landlord  could  object  to  an  in- 
coming tenant  on  the  ground  of  the  in- 
sufficiency of  his  means.  Now,  he  would 
ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland^ 
who  knew  the  country  well,  how  was 
it  possible  for  a  Ismdlord  to  know 
anything  about  the  sufficiency  of 
means  of  the  tenant  coming  on  his 
property?  How  could  he  know  that 
a  tenfimt  in  the  South  of  Ireland 
had  not  borrowed  the  money  from  a 
bank  in  the  North  ?  Let  it  be  required 
that  the  incoming  tenant  should  prove 
the  sufficiency  of  his  means,  not  that  the 
landlord  should  prove  the  insufficiency 
of  the  tenant's  means,  and  that  would 
be  much  fairer.  Then,  as  to  going  into 
Court  to  prove  that  the  character  of  the 
tenant  was  bad,  that  would  only  expose 
the  landlord  to  an  action  at  law.  It 
must  not  be  forgotten  that  a  great  num- 
ber of  landlords  in  the  South  of  Ireland 
had  spent  large  sums  in  order  to  keep  out 
of  their  estates  this  custom  of  free  sale, 
which  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Barnstaple  (Viscount  Lyming^n)  said 
was  so  good  a  thing.  But  this  was  not 
all.  They  were  going  to  subject  a 
good  lamuord  who  had  not  asked  for  a 
rise  of  rent  to  a  penalty  to  which  a  bad 
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landlord  was  not  exposed.    If  a  landlord 
attempted  to  evade  the  rules  and  raised 
his  rent,  he  might  have  an  opportunity 
of  buying  back  his  land  by  exercising 
the  right  of  pre-emption  and  paying  the 
tenant  a  certain  sum.     But  the  good 
landlord,  whose  tenant  had  chosen  to  for- 
tify himself  by  getting  a  judicial  rent 
fixed,    could   not    regain  a  single  acre 
of  his  land  for  15  vears ;  he  would  have 
no  power  of  touching  it  during  that  time, 
whether  he  wanted  to  turn  a  portion  of 
his  property  into  villas,  town  parks,  or 
anything  else.     Let  him  point  out  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
who  made  on  Friday  night  such  a  speech 
as  he  could  wish  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  make  on  this  Bill,  that  the 
landlord  of  property  near  a  town  could 
not  improve  it  by  the  erection  of  fac- 
tories or  the  creation  of  manufacturing 
agencies  of  any  kind.     The  estate  with 
which  he  was  connected  was  some  part 
of  it  town  park ;  but  it  was  quite  pos- 
sible that  some  portions  of  it  not  coming 
under  this  denomination  might  be  im- 
proved in  the  way  to  which  he  had  just 
alluded,  and  yet  they  were  tying  it  up  for 
15  years.     All  the  lawyers  were  ajrreed 
that  it  was  impossible  under  the  Bill  for 
the  landlord  to  resume  possession  of  any 
part  of  his  land  that  might  be  necessary 
for  the  development  of  the  estate  or  for 
the  encouragement  of  agriculture.     In 
fact,  he  objected  to  the  Bill  on  the  broad 
ground  that  it  deprived  the  landlord  of 
thepower  of  managing  his  own  property. 
No  doubt,  the  State  had  a  right  to  de- 
stroy  any   class   whose    existence   was 
generally  detrimental ;  but  if  everything 
was  to  be  taken  away  from  the  Irish 
landowners  that  made  them  a  beneficial 
factor  in  Irish  life,  it  was  only  fair  to 
accompany  that  deprivation  witlra  pro- 
vision in  the  Bill  which  would  emanci- 
pate them  from  a  condition  which  would 
become  intolerable,  and  give  them  an 
opportunity   of    utilizing   their    capital 
elsewhere.     Then  came  the  question  of 
the  estates  on  which   the  tenants  had 
made  their  own  improvements,  and  to 
whom  the  Bill  was  specially  acceptable. 
Such  improvements  had,  perhaps,  been 
sufiiciently  dealt  with  by  the  Act   of 
1870;  but,  at  any  rate,  the  tenantry  in 
many  parts  of  Ireland  had  not  yet  ex- 
pressea  an  opinion  on  the  subject.    The 
most  cautious  tenants  were  not  repre- 
sented in  the  House ;  they  formed  part 
of  no  caucus,  and  were  not  members  of 
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any  branch  of  the  Land  League  ;  they 
were  men  who  desired  not  to  sell,  but  to 
increase  their  holdings,  and  who  would 
be  compelled,  at  each  small  addition  to 
their  farms,  to  pay  a  considerable  sum 
of  money  to  the  outgoing  tenant.     These 
men  would  certainly  not  receive  any  of 
the  justice  that  would  be  meted  out  to 
the  inferior  class  of  tenants,  and  fur- 
nished one  instance  of  the  various  inte- 
rests for  which  a  Procrustean  rale  was 
to  be  adopted  by  the  Bill.     One  word 
as  to  the  County  Courts.     An    attack 
had  been  made  on  them  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlo w  (Mr.  Dawson),  and 
he  could  not  regard   them  as  whoUj 
satisfactory  tribunals  in  land  questions  ; 
but  the  Judges  were  honest  and  reliable 
men,  who  might  be  trusted  unless  thej 
were  called  upon  to  deal  with  matters  of 
which  they  had  no  knowledge.     Under 
the  Bill  they  would  be  intrusted  with 
many  complicated  and  difficultquestions, 
with  which  they  were  neither  by  pre- 
vious training,  nor  by  the  aid  they  could 
call  on,   competent  to  deal.      Another 
great  objection  to  them  was  founded  on 
the  fact  that  their  judgments  naturally 
varied  very  much  in  different  parts  of 
the  country,  so  that  the  suitors  ceased 
to  have  much  confidence  in  them.     That 
had  been  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
in  reference  to  the   Act  of  1870.     The 
hon.  Member  had  said — 

"  One  of  the  chief  reasons  for  the  failure  of 
the  Act  of  1870  is  the  want  of  confidence  in  the 
County  Courts.  Many  decisions  are  given  ad- 
verse to  the  people,  and  when  a  favourable  deci* 
sion  is  given  the  amount  due  is  eaten  up  by  coetai 
To  make  these  Courts  the  tribunal  for  fixing 
fair  rents  is  one  of  the  vital  defects  of  the 
BiU." 

In  his  opinion,  the  Courts  ought  to  be 
strengthened  by  the  addition  of  profes* 
sional  valuators  from  Dublin,  so  that  the 
work  might  be  done  efficiently,  and  the 
public  might  have  coufidence  in  the 
Courts.  The  landlords  of  Ireland,  as  a 
rule,  were  anxious  to  have  the  Land 
Question  fairly  dealt  with  ;  but  he  would 
put  it  to  the  Government  whether  the 
state  of  things  which  existed  now  was  so 
different  from  that  which  existed  in  1870, 
as  to  render  necessary  a  complete  re- 
modelling of  the  law.  It  would  be  diffi- 
cult  to  find  anything  in  the  history  of 
the  last  ten  years  to  justify  a  completely 
new  departure  in  the  system  of  land 
tenure.    Rents  had  not  generally  been 
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raised,  evictions  bad  been  less  numerous, 
prosperity  bad  been,  until  tbe  la^t  two 
famine  years,  more  general  than  before. 
And  in  the  face  of  these  facts  they  were 
asked  to  override  the  existing  order  of 
things  by  a  Bill  whicb  was  denounced 
by  the  landlords,  unacceptable  to  the 
tenants,  and  whicb  would  prove  to  be 
subversive  of  all  tbe  social  relations  of 
the  country. 

Mb.  summers  said,  tbat  in  the  few 
observations  witb  which  he  should  ven- 
ture to  trouble  the  House,  be  should 
endeavour  to  confine  biraself  as  strictly 
as  possible  to  a  consideration  of  one  or 
two  of  the  more  important  principles 
tbat  were  embodied  in  tbe  earlier  por- 
tion of  tbe  Bill.     It  was  that  part  of  tbe 
Bill  that  had  been  most  vigorously,  not 
to  say  vehemently,  assailed,  and  against 
which,  he  presumed,  at  a  later  stage  h 
determined  opposition  would  be  raised. 
Nor  did  it  in  any  way  surprise  him  that 
tbeprinciplesof  freesale  and  fairrents,  to 
Bay  nothing  of  fixity  or  security  of  tenure, 
sbould  be  an  offence  and  a  stumbling- 
block  to  many  bon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
So  far  as  he  was  aware,  those  principles, 
thougb  not  entirely,  were  yet,  to  a  very 
considerable  extent,   new   to    English 
law.     Not  that  that,  however,  was  in 
his  view  any  objection  to  them.    Indeed, 
so  far  from  its  being  an  objection  to 
those  principles  that  they  were,  to  a 
large  extent,  new  to  English  law,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  a  positive  recom- 
mendation in  their  favour,  when  it  was 
recollected  that  it  was  not  with  England, 
but  with  Ireland,  that  they  were  at  the 
present  moment    concerned.      If   they 
were  to  approach  the  question  of  the 
reform  of  the  Land  Laws  of  Ireland 
with   any  hope  or  prospect  of    arriv- 
ing at  a  satisfactory  solution  of  it,  they 
must  endeavour  to  approach  it  from  an 
Irish  point  of  view,  and  look  at  it  in  the 
light  of  Irish  history  in  regard  to  those 
usages  and  customs  which  had  gradually 
grown  up  and  established  themselves  in 
the  Sister  Island.     So  far  from  seeking 
to  maim  and  to  cripple,  to  deface,  and 
to  deform  those  usages  and  those  cus- 
toms, it  ought  to  be  the  first  object  of 
their  legislation  to  give  them  new  life, 
and  force,  and  strength.     Let  them  look, 
for  example,  at  fair  rents.     Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  said  why  should  it  be 
necessary  to  have  a  Court  to  fix  fair 
rents  in  Ireland  when  we  were  able  to 
dispense  with  altogether  the  existence  of 


such  a  Court  in  this  country?  The 
answer  was  not  far  to  seek,  and  it  was 
to  be  found  in  the  different  agricultural 
systems  which  prevailed  in  the  two  coun- 
tries. The  most  characteristic  and  funda- 
mental distinction  between  those  systems 
was  to  be  found  in  the  simple  but  all 
important  fact  that,  whereas  in  Ireland 
it  was  the  tenant  and  not  the  landlord 
who  for  the  most  part  made  the  improve- 
ments, the  condition  of  things  which 
generally  prevailed  in  this  country  was 
precisely  the  reverse.  That  was  a  fact 
to  which  all  the  Commissions,  from  the 
Devon  Commission  down  to  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission,  bore  undisputed 
testimony.  It  would  not  be  necessary, 
therefore,  for  him  to  make  more  than  a 
single  quotation  upon  that  head.  It 
was  taken  from  the  Beport  of  the  Bess- 
borough  Commissioners,  who  wrote  as 
follows:  — 

**  As  a  fact,  the  removal  of  masses  of  rock  and 
stono,  which  in  some  parts  of  Ireland  incumber 
the  soil,  the  drainage  of  the  land,  and  the  erec- 
tion of  buildings,  including  their  uwn  dwellings, 
have  generally  been  effected  by  tenants*  labour, 
unassisted,  or  only  in  some  instances  assisted, 
by  advances  from  the  landlord.*' 

No  doubt,  there  were  exceptions  to  that 
general  rule ;  but  the  framers  of  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House  had  made  ample 
provision  for  those  exceptional  cases,  so 
that  no  fear  need  be  entertained  lest  im- 
proving landlords  should  suffer  auy  in- 
justice when  this  Bill  passed  into  law,  as 
he  trusted  would  shortly  be  the  case. 
Springing  from  this  all-important  fact, 
that  it  was  the  tenant  who  for  the  most 
part  made  tho  improvements,  they  found 
there  a  widespread  and  well-recognized 
system  of  tenant  right..  They  had  the 
Ulster  Custom,  and  customs  analogous 
to  it;  and,  where  these  did  not  exist, 
they  had  compensation  for  disturbance, 
recoverable  in  cases  of  capricious  evic- 
tion under  the  disturbance  clauses  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1870.  In  a  word,  they  had 
a  system  of  partnership,  or  ^uatt-partner- 
ship,  in  the  land,  and  the  tenant  had  an 
interest  or  property  in  his  holding  just 
as  much  as  the  landlord  had.  The 
tenant  and  the  landlord  were,  in  fact, 
joint  proprietors  of  the  soil.  ["No, 
no !  "  and  laughter, ']  Hon.  OenUemen 
opposite  might  laugh ;  but  that  was  the 
actual  fact,  whether  they  recognized  it 
in  law  or  not.  Landlord  and  tenant 
were,  he  repeated,  joint  proprietors  of 
the  soil,  and  oases  were  by  no  means 
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unknown  or  infrequent  where  the  value 
of  the  tenant  right  exceeded  the  value 
of  the  fee-simple  itself.  The  question, 
therefore,  which  came  up  for  considera- 
tion was  this — was  it  to  be  tolerated  that 
the  interest  of  the  tenant  should  be  at 
the  mercy,  at  the  mere  will  or  caprice 
of  the  landlord  ?  Was  the  landlord  to 
be  permitted  y  by  the  constant  raising  of 
rent  or  in  any  other  way,  to  nibble  at 
and  gradually  to  eat  away  the  value  of 
the  tenant  right,  or  should  not  the  ob- 
ject of  their  legislation  rather  be,  as 
they  endeavoured  to  secure  the  landlord 
in  the  enjoyment  of  his  property,  to 
secure  the  tenant  also,  who  was  the 
weaker  partner  of  the  two,  in  the  enjoy- 
ment of  his  ?  Such,  then,  being  the  rela- 
tions that  subsisted  in  Ireland  between 
landlords  and  tenants,  and  such  being 
the  uncertainty  and  insecurity  attaching 
to  the  tenant's  interest  in  his  holding, 
it  became,  as  he  held,  an  absolute  and 
imperative  necessity  that  they  should 
have  some  Court  of  Arbitration  to  make 
an  award  in  case  of  dispute  between  the 
two  contending  parties,  or,  in  other 
words,  to  determine  and  to  decide  what 
under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case  a 
fair  rent'  would  be,  which  a  tenant 
might  justly  be  called  upon  to  pay  to 
his  landlord ;  or,  to  put  the  matter  in  a 
slightly  altered  form,  where  there  were 
two  persons,  each  of  whom  had  an  in- 
terest or  property  in  the  same  thing,  and 
tho^  two  persons  were  unable  to  agree  be- 
tween themselves  as  to  the  exact  amount 
of  interest  which  belonged  to  each,  it 
followed  as  a  natural  and  inevitable 
consequence,  if  the  social  machinery 
was  to  work  without  friction,  if  law  and 
order  was  to  prevail,  that  there  should 
be  some  external  and  impartial  autho- 
rity to  step  in  between  the  two  dis- 
putants, and  decide  the  issue  in  dispute. 
In  a  word,  they  must  have  a  Court 
clothed  with  authority  to  decide  upon 
and  to  fix  what,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  a  fair  rent  would  be. 
There  was  only  one  other  question  upon 
which,  with  the  kind  indulgence  of  the 
House,  ho  should  like  to  say  a  word  or 
two.  How,  it  might  be  asked,  was  the 
Court  to  decide  so  difficult  and  compli- 
cated a  question  as  what  a  fair  rent 
really  was  ?  The  fiinswer  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  to  be  found  in  the  much- de- 
bated drd  sub-section  of  Clause  7  of 
the  Bill.  The  words  of  this  sub-section 
were  as  follows : — 

Mr.  Summert 


"A  fair  rent  means  such  a  rent  as  in  Hub 
opinion  of  the  Court,  after  hearing  the  parties 
and  considering  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  holding,  and  district,  a  solvent  tenant 
would  undertake  to  gay,  one  year  with  anotlifir  : 
Provided  that  the  Uourt,  in  fixing  such  rent, 
shall  have  regard  to  the  tenant's  interest ;  " 

and    the  tenant's  interest,   they   were 
farther  told,  was  to  be  estimated  with. 
reference,  first  of  all,  to  the  Ulster  ten* 
ant  right  custom,  and,  where  no  ench 
custom  existed,  to  the  scale  of  compensa- 
tion for  disturbance  provided  by  the  Act. 
Now,  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  IJniverfiity 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson),  in  the  coarse  of 
the  eloquent  and  ingenious  speech  with 
which  he  opened  this  debate,  found  very 
great  fault  with  this  portion  of^the  Bill ; 
and  he  appeared  to  mm  (Mr.  Summers) 
to  argue  tnat  the  Court,  in  fixing  what 
was  a  fair  rent,  ought  to  pay  no  regard 
whatever  to  the  tenant's  interest  in  his 
holding.    If  he  had  rightly  apprehended 
the  argument  of   the  right  hon.   and 
learned  Gentleman,  he  must  say  that 
the  proposition  which  he  sought  to  lay 
down  was,  in  his   humble  judgment, 
monstrously  unjust  to  the  tenant.     An 
in-coming  tenant  bought  irom  an  out- 
going tenant  his  tenant  right.     He  paid 
lor  it,  and  it  was  his.     Why  was  he  to 
be  called  upon  to  pay  for  it  a  second 
time,  in  the  shape  of  an  addition  to  his 
rent  to  the  landlord.     He  paid  rent  not 
for  the  tenant  right,  which  was  his  pro- 
perty, but  for  the  use  of  the  fee-simple, 
which  was  the  landlord's  property  ;  and 
it  followed,  therefore,  as  a  natural  con- 
sequence, and,  he  would  say,  as  a  matter 
of  course  and  common  sense,  that  in 
fixing  a  fair  rent  the  Court  ought  to 
take  into  special  consideration  the  extent 
to  which  the  tenant  had  an  interest  in 
the  land.     He  had  now  said  what  little 
he  desired  to  say  with  regard   to  the 
principle  of  fair  rents.     The  principles 
of  fixity  of  tenure  and  free  sale  followed 
as  a  logical  consequence  from  the  prin- 
ciple of  fair  rents,  as  was  very  ably 
shown  by  the  rifi^ht  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General    for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Law).     He  (Mr.  Summers) 
did  not  intend  to  repeat  the  masterly 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  nor  should  he  touch  upon 
the  remaining  parts  of  the  Bill,  such  as 
that  which  had  for  its  object  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  peasant  proprietary  in 
Ireland,  except  to  say  that,  broadly  and 
generally  speaking,  they  had  his  hearty 
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approval  and  support.  In  conclusion, 
he  skould  simply  content  himself  with 
saying  that  he  trusted  the  Bill  would 
speedily  pass  into  law,  and  that  it  would 
acconiplish  the  purposes — the  beneficent 
purposes — whicn  it  was  intended  by  its 
authors  to  serve.  Might  it  give  security 
to  Irish  industry,  might  it  remove  the 
well-founded  grievances  of  the  Irish 
tenantry,  might  it  atone  in  some  degree 
for  our  past  misgovemment  of  Ireland, 
and  help  to  make  her  a  source  of  strength 
instead  of  weakness  to  the  Empire. 

Sib  JOHN  HOLKEE  said,  that  as  he 
considered  the  questions  involved  in  this 
measure  were  of  overwhelming  impor- 
tance, he  was  reluctant  to  content  him- 
self with  giving  a  silent  vote.  He  did 
not  rise  in  the  expectation  of  being  able 
to  convince  any  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, because  he  feared  that  the  conclu- 
sions at  which  they  had  arrived  were 
foregone  conclusions.  He  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  explaining  to  his  constituents, 
and  to  others  who  might  be  interested 
in  the  course  he  adopted  in  Parliament, 
the  views  he  entertained  on  this  question 
and  his  reasons  for  the  vote  he  was 
about  to  give.  In  dealing  with  the 
question  presented  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House,  it  was  all  important 
at  the  very  outset  to  have  an  accurate 
appreciation  of  the  designs  which  the 
Government  intended  to  accomplish  by 
the  passing  of  this  Bill.  He  presumed 
that,  in  the  first  place,  it  was  the  object 
of  the  Government  to  ameliorate  the 
condition  of  the  very  poor  among  the 
population  in  Ireland,  and  to  drive  from 
their  doors  the  distress  and  misery 
which  very  often  threatened  and  fre- 
quently overwhelmed  them.  He  pre- 
sumed, in  the  second  place,  it  was  the 
object  of  the  Gt)vemment  to  diminish  if 
they  could,  and,  indeed,  altogether  to 
allay  and  remove  the  irritation  and  dis- 
content which  had  for  some  time,  unhap- 
pily, existed  throughout  a  very  great 
part  of  Ireland.  No  doubt,  great  evils 
arose  from  the  excessive  poverty  of  the 
tenants  in  some  districts  in  Ireland.  We 
might,  he  thought,  without  much 
trouble  ascertain  the  causes  of  the  great 
poverty  which  undoubtedly  prevailed. 
The  Irish  peasant  was  a  man  of  intelli- 
gpence,  and,  according  to  many,  he  was 
thrifty  and  industrious.  Whether,  as  a 
rule,  he  deserved  that  description  he 
(Sir  John  Holker)  would  not  pause  to 
consider ;  but  cert^ly  the  Irish  peasant 


was  capable  of  enduring  an  appalling 
amount  of  privation.      The  poor  Irish 
peasant  would  endure  cheerfully  a  state 
of  things  which  the  inhabitants  of  more 
favoured   countries  would   consider  in- 
tolerable.    But  there  was  a  limit  to  the 
powers  of  flesh  and  blood,  and,  unfor- 
tunately, he  was  in  such  a  position  that 
he  was  liable  almost  at  any  time  to  be 
deprived  of  the  necessaries  of  life ;  for 
in  many  parts  of  Ireland,  especially  in 
the  West  and  the  South,  the  population 
was  greater  than  the  industries  of  those 
districts    could  maintain.     The   result 
was  that  the  people  were  often  unable 
to   obtain  any  employment  at  all.     In 
bad   seasons  the   occupiers    of  a   few 
acres  of  land  found  it  impossible  to  make 
both  ends  meet,  a  problem  which  at  the 
best  of   times   he  found  very  difficult. 
In  two  or  three  such  seasons  these  peo- 
ple were  driven  almost  to  desperation. 
Then,  in  consequence  of  the  competition 
which  had  been  created  by  the  system 
of  Free  Trade,  the   Irish  farmer,  like 
his  English  brother,  had  been  forced  out 
of  the  grain  market  by  foreign  competi- 
tion, a  great  quantity  of  arable  land  had 
been  converted  into  pasture,  and  the  re- 
sult had  been  that  the  demand  for  labour 
had  greatly  decreased.     On  the  other 
hand,  as  was  always  the  case  in  a  poor 
country,  the    population   increased  by 
gigantic  strides.     Thus,  year  by  year, 
the  demand  for  labour  decreased  and 
the  population  increased.     Thus  a  state 
of  things  was  in  process  of  being  realized 
— he  thought,  in  fact,  it  had  been  rea- 
lized—  with    which    any    Government 
would  be  bound  to  deal.   We  found  our- 
selves face  to  face  with  an  enormous  diffi- 
culty, which  must  be  dealt  with  in  some 
way  or  other,  no  matter  what  sacrifices 
had  to  be  made.     So  far  as  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  tended  to  diminish 
these  evils,  he,  for  one,  heartily  approved 
it.     It  might  be — it  had  been  argued — 
that  some  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
which  tried  to  cope  with  the    evils  to 
which  he  had  referred  did  not  altogether 
square  with  economic  laws.     He  cared 
very  little  for  that.     He  thought  these 
difficulties  had  been  forced  upon   the 
country  by  a  stern  and  cruel  necessi^ 
— by  an  overwhelming  necessity.       If 
such  a  necessity  existed  economic  laws 
must  give  way.     He  did  not  altogether 
agree  with  the  argument ;  but  he  would 
look  into  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.     He 
had  no  doubt  that  much  might  be  done 
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by  encouraging  emigration,  but  it  must 
be  free  and   voluntary ;    and   facilities 
should  be  given  for  emigration.     Much, 
too,  might  be  done  by  immigration  and 
migration  to  other  parts  of  the  country 
and  of  the   United  Kingdom.      There 
T\'ere  no  provisions  of  that  kind  in  the 
Bill ;  but  it  would  be  easy  to  introduce 
them.     The  expenses  ought  to  be  borne 
by  the  National  Exchequer.    Then,  too, 
there  was  the  reclamation  of  tracts  of 
land  and  the  execution  of  public  works, 
which  would  create  a  demand  for  remu- 
nerative labour,  which  would  be  a  great 
advantage  to  the  people  and  Ipad  to  ulti- 
mate prosperity.     He  thought  a  better 
time    would    come,    especially    if   the 
Government   by  wise  and  politic  laws 
secured  life  and  property,  and  thus  re- 
established confidence  in   the  country. 
No  Bill  would  do  that  which  ignored  or 
disregarded  the  rights  of  life  or  pro- 
perty.    In  addition  to  those  portions  of 
the  Bill  to  which  he  had  alluded,  it  was 
possible  that  something  mightbedonefor 
the  benefit  of  the  poor  by  creating  a  pea- 
sant proprietary.     He  confessed  he  had 
no  great  confidence  in  the  possibility  of 
permanently  establishing  a  peasant  pro- 
prietary, for  the  simple  reason  that,  owing 
to  the  character  of  the  Irish  peasant —  to 
his  virtues,  which  were  many,  and  to  his 
vices,  which  were  few — in  the  course  of  a 
few  years  90  per  cent  of  the  owners  of 
such  holdings  would  have  disposed  of  them 
altogether.  [*•  No!  **]  He  did  not  expect 
bon.  Members  opposite  to  agree  with 
him  ;  but  that  was  his  view.  He  thought 
such  a  scheme  would  be  a  failure.     He 
freely  owned  that  in  many  countries  of 
Europe  such  a  system  had  been  appa- 
rently successful.      At  all   events,    he 
thought  the  plan  ought  to  be  tried  slowly 
and  tentatively.     But  if  the  Government 
attempted  such  a  scheme  in  order  to  get 
rid  of  poverty,  it  ought  to  be  carried  out 
at  the  expense  of  the  National  Exchequer, 
and  not  at  that  of  any  particular  class  of 
the  community.     On  what  principle,  he 
would  ask,  was  it  sought  to  carry  out 
such  an  experiment  at  the  expense  of 
the  landlord  ?     He  should  have  thought 
that  if  the  Government  really  wanted  to 
benefit  the  very  poor  classes  in  Ireland, 
they  would,  instead  of  endeavouring  to 
create  a  peasant  proprietary  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  landlord,    have  tried  to 
establish  what  he  might  call  a  State 
tenantry.     The  great  difficulty  in  the 
way  of  establishing  a  peasant  proprietary 
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was  that  it  was  impossible  to  ^t  the 
peasants  who  were  vested  with  portions 
of  land   to  continue  to   hold  it.      But 
what  grave  objections,  he  would    like 
to  know,  would  there  be  to  the  State 
acquiring  from  the  landlord  by  fair  pur- 
chase tracts  of  land,  dividing  them  into 
small  holdings,  and  letting  those  hold* 
ings  on  lease  to  tenants  who  might  desire 
to  take  them  ?  Then  the  tenant  €K)uld  not 
get  rid  of  his  holding.     The  State  might 
let  the  holding  for  20  or  30  years,  or  any 
other  term  that  might  be  thought  ad- 
visable, giving  the  tenant  that  fixitj  of 
tenure  which   was  thought  right   and 
proper ;  and  when  he  had  obtained  that 
fixity  which  would  make  it  worth  his 
while  to  improve  his  holding,  he  might 
be  made  subject    to    any  stipulations 
which  the  State  might  think  it  proper  to 
impose.  It  might  provide  for  the  assign- 
ment of  his  interest ;  he  might  get  the 
value  of  any  improvements  which  he 
might  make;  and  the  State,  or  an  autho- 
rity constituted  by    the    State,   might 
enable  landlords  and  tenants  to  enter 
into  reasonable  agreements,  and  to  do 
that  which  a  reasonable  and  prudent 
landlord  would  do  when  dealing  with  a 
reasonable  and  prudent  tenant.    If  some 
such  provision  as  that  were  inserted  in 
the  Bill,  it  might  be  made  so  far,  in  his 
opinion,  a  very  useful  measure,  and  have 
the  effect  of  mitigating,  if  not  entirely 
removing,  the  great  evil  existing  in  Ire- 
land — the  excessive  poverty  of  the  pea- 
sant population.     But  while,  after  the 
most  careful  and  candid  consideration, 
and  with  no  pailizan  feeling  iu  his  mind, 
he  regarded  the  provisions  contained  in 
Part  5  of  the  Bill  as  good,  useful,  and 
politic,  he  could  not,  he  regretted  to  say, 
make  the  same  observation  with  regard 
to  the  other  provisions  of  the  measure. 
He  now  came  to  that  part  of  the  Bill 
which  proposed  to  introduce  into  the 
law  of  landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland  a 
most  complete,  sweeping,  and  extraor- 
dinary change.     That  portion  of  the  Bill 
was  complicated  and  perplexing  in  the 
extreme.     It  was  complicated  and  per- 
plexing owing  to  the  very  nature  of  the 
subject  with  which  the  framers  of  the 
measure  had  to  deal ;    but  it  had  been 
made   still  more  complicated  and  per- 
plexing by  the  system  of  drafting  which 
had  been  adopted,  and  which  seemed  as 
if  the  designed  introduction  of  obscurity 
had  been  contemplated.     He  did  not 
wish  to  enter  into  any  minute  oxitioism 
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of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  becanse  it  was 
obvious  that  if  they  were  not  framed  as 
lucidly  as  they  mip^ht  be,  the  defects 
might  be  remedied  in  Committee.  He 
would  therefore  deal  with  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Bill,  and  allow  for  the 
moment  all  criticism  on  the  phraseology 
of  the  clauses  to  pass.  It  would  not,  he 
thought,  be  very  difficult,  notwithstand- 
ing the  obscurity  of  some  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  to  state  in  a  few 
sentences  what  were  the  alterations  in 
the  law  of  landlord  and  tenant  which 
the  Government  proposed  to  accomplish. 
There  were  a  good  many  points  on  which 
he  might  dwell ;  but  he  would  content 
himself  with  dealing  with  two  or  three 
of  those  which  appeared  to  him  to  be  the 
most  prominent.  The  first  object  of  the 
framers  of  the  Bill  to  which  he  would 
refer  was  that  which  was  sought  to 
be  carried  by  the  1  st  clause,  and  that 
object  was  to  alter  the  law  at  present  in 
existence  in  all  parts  of  Ireland  not 
subject  to  the  Ulster  Custom,  and  to  give 
every  holder  of  land  to  whose  tenancy 
the  Bill  applied  the  absolute  right  of 
free  sale.  He  hoped  hon.  Members  who 
bad  read  the  clause  to  which  he  was 
referring  had  endeavoured  to  understand 
it,  though  he  must  confess  he  had  some 
doubts  as  to  the  success  of  any  such 
attempt.  [**  Hear,  hear!**]  He  was 
aware  that  the  Prime  Minister,  who  had 
done  him  the  honour  to  cheer  that  ob- 
servation— he  was  not  sure  whether 
ironically  or  not — had  a  great  affection 
for  that  part  of  the  Bill,  which,  however, 
appeared  to  him  to  introduce  into  the 
law  a  most  alarming  provision  ;  for  in 
what  did  the  interest  which  the  tenant 
was  to  sell  consist  ?  Did  the  clause  give 
the  slightest  information  on  that  point  ? 
Not  at  all;  all  was  left  in  darkness. 
The  tenant  might  be  a  tenant  at  will, 
and  the  clause  would  apply  to  him 
unless  there  was  something  to  show  that 
it  was  intended  it  should  not  apply.  He 
might  be  a  holder  of  land  for  a  year 
certain,  and  be  might  be  a  tenant  from 
year  to  year,  and  the  clause  would  apply ; 
and  the  Bill  said,  or  rather  the  Court 
to  be  constituted  under  it  might  come 
to  the  conclusion,  that  not  only  had 
he  a  tenancy  from  year  to  year,  but 
something  more  which  ho  got  from  tradi- 
tion or  sentiment.  Was  it  wine,  ho 
would  ask,  to  deal  with  the  subject  in 
that  way  ?  If  tradition  and  sentiment 
gave  hiia  more  than  a  tenancy  from 


year  to  year,  how  much  was  to  be  due 
to  tradition  and  how  much  to  sentiment  ? 
Was  the  question  of  sentiment  to  be 
decided  by  the  County  Court  Judge? 
If  so,  one  County  Court  Judge  might 
respect  sentiment,  while  another  would 
decline  to  do  so.  The  fact  was  that,  so 
far  as  the  clause  was  concerned,  all  was 
vague,  uncertain,  and  so  much  involved 
in  doubt,  that  it  was  impossible  for  the 
lucidity,  even  of  the  Prime  Minister,  to 
give  any  adequate  explanation.  But 
the  clause  applied  to  every  tenant  to 
whom  the  Bill  related,  no  matter  under 
what  circumstances  he  might  have  ac- 
quired his  holding,  be  it  50,  or  60,  or  100 
years  ago,  although  his  rent  might  never 
have  been  raised,  and  even  although  he 
might  have  only  so  recently  as  two  years 
ago  been  let  into  the  holding  on  the  distinct 
understanding  that  he  was  not  to  sell  it 
or  his  interest  in  it,  in  consideration  of 
his  having  to  pay  only  a  very  moderate 
rent.  Notwithstanding  any  such  agree- 
ment, a  man  so  situated  might,  after  the 
Bill  passed,  break  through  his  bargain 
and  get  what  money  ho  could  for  his 
farm.  It  was  obvious  that  such  a  pro- 
vision gave  a  great  bonus  to  a  man  to 
live  under  a  reasonable  and  moderate 
landlord,  and  put  at  a  disadvantage  tho 
man  who  had  not  that  good  fortune — 
that  was  to  say,  a  man  who  held  his  laud 
under  a  grasping  landlord  would  get 
nothing  for  his  tenancy,  whereas  if  he 
lived  under  a  good  landlord  he  would  be 
able  to  sell  his  tenancy  advantageously. 
Was  that  state  of  things,  he  would  ask, 
either  reasonable  or  just  ?  Perhaps, 
however,  the}-  were  not  to  look  for  any 
elements  of  justice  in  the  Bill.  As  he 
read  the  Bill,  every  tenant  for  a  year 
certain,  or  every  tenant  from  year  to 
year,  not  to  say  every  tenant  at  will, 
would  have  it  in  his  power,  iu  spite  of 
the  landlord,  to  turn  his  tenancy  into  a 
1 6  years*  lease,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
retain  the  privilege  of  selling  his  interest 
and  determining  liis  tenancy  whenever 
he  chose.  He  could  give  notice  to  quit 
at  any  time — there  was  no  provision 
against  it — his  rent  was  to  be  fixed  not 
by  agreement  with  tho  landlord,  but  by 
a  tribunal,  and  if  turned  out  he  was  to 
be  compensated  heavil}'.  If  he  had 
given  a  true  description  of  anything  like 
tho  alterations  which  wore  intended  to 
be  effected  by  this  Bill,  he  would  ask 
every  man  of  fair  and  reasonable  mind 
whether  it  was  not  a  measure  of  the 


91 


Land  Law 


{00MM0N81 


{Ireland)  SiU. 


M 


^ossest  oonfisoatioii  and  spoliation,  see- 
ing that  there  was  not  the  slightest 
equivalent  or  compensation  ofiPered  to 
the  landlord  for  the  enormous  sacrifices 
he  was  called  upon  to  make.  The  Bill, 
it  seemed  to  him,  would  work  an  alarm- 
ing, nay,  an  appalling,  inMngement  of 
the  rights  of  property.  He  would  be  re- 
minded, perhaps,  that  it  referred  to  Ire- 
land. Whenever  they  dealt  legislatively 
with  Ireland  they  became  involved  in  a 
haze,  or  a  fog,  or  a  bog,  or  something 
which  obscured  their  vision  entirely.  Ire- 
land had  this  peculiarity  about  it,  that 
no  reason  or  common  sense  applied  to  it 
at  all.  What  would  be  said  if  such  a 
Bill  next  year  were  applied  to  Scotland 
or  England  ?  They  would  be  astonished, 
indignant,  and  alarmed.  Unfortunately, 
they  would  be  also  powerless,  because 
they  might  depend  upon  it,  if  these  pro- 
visions were  grantea  to  Ireland  in  re- 
sponse to  popular  clamour,  they  would 
have  to  be  granted  to  Scotland  and  Eng- 
land too,  if  the  people  clamoured  for 
them,  as  clamour  they  soon  would.  And 
if  these  provisions  were  to  be  sanctioned 
in  respect  to  land,  why  not  in  respect  to 
other  species  of  property  ?  Why  not  in 
respect  to  houses,  manufactures,  mer- 
chandize, or  wa^es  in  Ireland?  Once 
they  got  rid  of  the  silly  idea  of  freedom 
of  contract,  where  were  they  to  stop  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
Errington)  said  they  were  using  a  revo- 
lution to  stop  a  revolution ;  but  he  (Sir 
John  Holker)  entirely  objected  to  a  revo- 
lution of  this  sort.  It  was  freely  ad- 
mitted by  responsible  journals  and  speak- 
ers that  the  canying  out  of  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  would  involve  a 
flagrant  violation  of  economic  laws.  Now, 
economic  laws  might  require  to  yield  in 
the  face  of  an  overwhelming  and  over- 
mastering necessity;  but  no  such  ne- 
cessity, it  seemed  to  him,  existed  in  Ire- 
land. Turning  to  the  clause  relating  to 
the  fixing  of  fair  rent,  he  felt  bound 
to  say  that  it  seemed  to  justify  his 
remark  that  the  Bill  was  not  only  ob- 
scurely drawn,  but  that  it  was  drawn 
with  designed  and  contemplated  ob- 
scurity. The  clause,  if  put  forth  in  its 
naked  deformity,  woiild  appal  the  people 
of  this  country;  but  the  ingenious  drafter 
of  it  had  so  framed  it  that  no  one  reading 
it  could  understand  what  it  meant.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Dublin  University  (Mr. 
Gibson)  did  not  know  what  it  meant, 


and  apparently  the  Attorney  Oenarml 
for  Ireland,  who  answered  him,  did  not 
know  what  it  meant;  and  when  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  attempted 
to  explain  it  nobody  in  the  world  could 
tell  what  he  meant.  It  was  by  no 


certain  that  the  construction  intended  by 
the  Government  was  the  right  one.     A 
County  Court  Judge  reading  the  datzse 
would  naturally  assume  that  a  tenant 
who  received  so  many  advantages  would 
give  so  much  the  more  for  them  ;  but 
that  was  not  the  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    He  supposed  the  clause  meant 
this — that  in  fiking  a  rent  they  were  not 
to  take  into  consideration  anything  the 
tenant  had  already — they  were  not  to 
make  the  tenant  pay  for  what  was  his 
own  property  already.     They  were  to 
consider  what  rent    a    solvent   tenant 
would  pay,  &c.,  at  the  same  time  having 
regard — there  was  no  phrase  so  vag^e  as 
**  havine  regard  " — to  the  tenant's  inte- 
rest in  the  holding.  The  tenant's  interest 
was  to  be  estimated  with  reference  to 
various  considerations.  First,  with  refer- 
ence to  Ulster  tenant  right,  where  that 
existed.    That  was  not    unreasonable. 
It  would  certainly  be  unjust  to  make 
the  tenant  pay  for  his  own  property. 
But  what  followed  ?    In  sub-seotion  B 
regard  was  to  be  had,  in  cases  where 
Ulster  tenant  right  did  not  exist,  to  the 
scale  of  compensation  for  disturbance 
provided — except  so  far  as  any  circum- 
stances  shown  in  evidence  mignt  justify 
a  departure  therefrom — and  to  the  right, 
if  any,  to  compensation  for  improve- 
ments effected  by  the  tenant  or  his  pre- 
decessor in  title.    Now,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  taking  into  account,  in  the 
fixing  of  the  rent,  the  improvements  the 
tenant  had   made  —  a  tenant,   indeed, 
ought  not  to  be  charged  rent  for  the 
improvements  he  had  made;  but  why 
in  the  world  should  they  make  a  deduc- 
tion from  the  rent  for  the  compensation 
for  disturbance  which  the  tenant  might 
receive  ?     What  was  the  compensation 
for  disturbance?     It  was    defined   in 
Clause  5   to  be  where  the    rent  was 
under  £30,  a  sum  not  exceeding  seven 
years'  rent ;  where  the  rent  was  under 
£50,  a  sum  not  exceeding  five  years' 
rent;  where  the  rent  was  under  £100, 
a  sum  not  exceeding  four  years'  rent ; 
and  where  the  rent  was  £100  or  up- 
wards, a  sum  not  exceeding  three  yean' 
rent.    What  was  the  unhappy  Oountj 
Court  Judge  to  do  in  this  r    Gould  he 
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aToid  bringiDg  into  his  oalonlation  the 
maximum  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance ?  If  he  fixed  the  maximum  com- 
pensation for  disturbance,  what  justice 
was  there  in  allowing  a  tenant  the 
maximum  compensation  for  disturbance 
in  cases  where  he  was  never  disturbed 
at  all,  where  he  himself  had  resorted  to 
the  tribunal?  He  repeated,  not  only 
was  the  section  obscure,  but  it  was  de- 
signedly obscure ;  and  if  they  got  rid  of 
its  obscurity  they  would  find  that  it 
was  monstrously  and  flagrantly  imjust. 
He  asked,  how  could  they  justify  this 
interference  with  the  rights  of  property, 
this  total  destruction  of  the  freedom  of 
contract  between  landlord  and  tenant  ? 
Nothing  could  justify  it  but  an  over- 
whelming over-mastering  necessity.  And 
where  was  this  necessity — where  were 
the  benefits  this  Bill  would  confer? 
Was  this  Bill  likely  to  increase  the  live- 
lihood of  the  poorest  of  the  people  in 
Ireland  ?  Of  course,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, by  diminishing  the  rent  where  it 
was  unfair  there  would  be  remissions  ; 
but  would  these  remissions  be  likely  to 
any  great  extent  to  increase  the  liveli- 
hood of  the  very  poor  in  Ireland  ?  He 
should  say  not.  It  was  perfectly  ob- 
vious they  might  decrease  the  rent ;  but 
when  a  bad  time  came  it  was  not  a 
question  of  rent,  but  of  living  with  the 
tenant.  In  a  bad  time  he  could  not 
live  if  he  had  the  land  for  nothing. 
The  provisions  of  the  Bill,  if  carried 
into  law,  would,  it  was  said,  prevent  the 
imposition  of  exorbitant  rents.  Instead 
of  that,  he  contended  the  effect  would 
be  perfectly  contrary,  for  this  reason — 
the  hunger  and  greed  for  land,  which 
was  one  of  the  curses  or  misfortunes 
of  Ireland,  would  not  be  diminished. 
There  would  be  as  many  competitors 
for  a  bit  of  land  as  before,  and  the 
landlord  would  say,  if  he  let  that  bit  of 
land,  what  would  be  the  result  ?  He 
could  never  raise  the  rent  unless  he  ran 
the  risk  of  creating  a  statutory  tenancy 
of  15  years  to  recoup  himself.  Would 
this  relieve  the  labourer?  Very  little 
was  said  about  the  labourer  in  this  Bill. 
Had  he  been  omitted  because  he  had  no 
vote?  He  hoped  not.  The  labourer 
depended  greatly  upon  the  prosperity 
of  the  landowner.  But  if  they  crippled 
the  resources  of  the  landowner  ana  pre- 
vented him  improving  his  land,  how 
oould  the  labourer  prosper?  This  Bill 
would    obviously   and    seriously    dis- 


courage  the  expenditure  of  capital  in 
Ireland.  What  remained?  Could  any 
man  show  any  advantage  from  these 
alterations  in  the  law  of  landlord  and 
tenant  in  Ireland  ?  Was  it  not  obvious 
that  the  alterations  of  the  law  proposed 
were  solely  and  simply  for  the  purpose 
of  satisfying  the  clamour  of  the  Land 
Leaguers  and  that  portion  of  the  popu- 
lation of  Ireland  which  the  Land 
Leaguers  had  contrived  to  render  dis- 
contented and  disloyal?  Would  the 
House  approve  of  these  violent  altera* 
tions  in  the  law  of  landlord  and  tenant 
for  the  purpose  of  satisfying  a  small 
portion  of  the  population  of  Ireland 
which  was  at  present  discontented  ?  It 
was  an  endeavour  which,  if  they  made 
it,*  would  never  be  successful,  for  they 
would  never  satisfy  the  discontented  por- 
tion of  the  population  by  this  measure 
or  any  other.  And  for  the  purpose  of 
trying  to  do  that  which  they  could  not 
do,  were  they  to  inflict  a  grievous  wrong, 
an  irreparable  injury,  upon  the  land- 
lords of  Irelands,  who  had  always  shown 
themselves,  he  thought,  the  most  intelli- 
gent, certainly  the  most  loyal  and  useful 
subjects  of  Her  Majesty  in  that  country  ? 
And  were  they,  for  the  sake  of  doing 
this,  to  put  a  stop  practically  to  the 
prosperity  of  Ireland  r  He  hoped  not, 
and  he,  for  one,  would  certainly  vote 
against  the  Bill  imless  those  portions  of 
it  which  related  to  alterations  of  the  law 
of  landlord  and  tenant  were  omitted. 
He  would  vote  for  it  if  those  alterations 
were  omitted.  [A  lau^h."]  The  hon. 
Gentleman  laughed.  He  thought  his 
proposal  was  a  reasonable  one.  He 
would  vote  against  the  Bill  if  the  altera- 
tions which  he  suggested  were  not  made, 
because  he  thought  it  was  a  bad,  un- 
wise, and  impolitic  measure,  a  measure 
which  was  totally  unnecessary.  He 
should  vote  against  it  because  he  was  a 
Conservative.  The  principles  of  the 
Party  to  which  he  belongea  demanded 
that  he  should  vote  against  any  measure 
that  introduced  an  imnecessary  infringe- 
ment of  the  law  of  the  riehts  of  pro- 
perty, and  especially  which  introduced 
an  unnecessary  infringement  of  the  law 
of  property  for  the  purpose  of  truckling 
to  a  discontented  portion  of  the  people 
of  Ireland. 

Mr.  JOHN  BRIGHT :  Sir,  notwith- 
standing  the  somewhat  btrong  assault 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  made  upon  this  Bill — strong  in  in- 

iiyth  Night.'] 


99 


Land  Law 


(OOMMONS) 


{Ireland)  JBttt. 


100 


oently  built  a  new  house.      He  said, 
**  Bought  the  land  ?    He  could  not  have 
bought  it.     It  belongs  to  Lord  some- 
body, who  has  property  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood."    He  continued — **  I  have 
been  in  Ireland  all  my  life,  and  I  know 
as  much,  perhaps,  about  land  there  as 
anybody,  and  I  have  known  of  a  great 
estate  being  sold  in  Ireland ;  but  I  have 
not  known  of  the  sale  of  a  farm  or  of  a 
fee.     Such  a  thing  is  scarcely  known  in 
the  whole  country."    He  mentioned  two 
baronies  in  the  county  of  Wexford,  and 
be  said  that  the  owner  of  an  estate  had 
died ;  that  he  left  daughters  only.     In 
the  case  of  daughters  the  Law  of  Primo- 
geniture does  not  apply,  and  the  conse- 
quence was  that  it  was  thought  advan- 
tageous to  the  daughters  that  the  estate 
should  be  sold,  and  some  sensible  person 
suggested    that  the    farms    should  be 
offered  to  the  tenants.     The  result  in 
that  case,  the  only  case  he  knew  of  in 
his  experience,  was  that  the  estate  was 
divided  and  offered  to  the  tenants,  and 
many  of   the  tenants  purchased  their 
farms.    I  afterwards  went  down  to  the 
county  of  Wexford  with  a  friend  with 
whom  I  was  staying  in  Dublin,  and  who 
was  also   well    acquainted  with    Irish 
affairs,  and  we  visited  those  two  par- 
ticular baronies.    We  enlisted  the  ser- 
vices of  an  intelligent  priest,  who  went 
with  us  to  call  on  several  of  the  tenants, 
and  we  <}alled  on  one  of  them — a  fine 
old  man  naiped  Stafford,  who  was  sitting 
in  a  very  comfortable  arm-chair,  in  a 
very  comfortable  room,  in  a  very  solid 
and  well-built  house.    In  conversation 
we  asked  Mr.  Stafford  how  ho,  living  on 
that  farm,  had  so  much  better  a  house 
over  his  head  than  we  had  seen  in  con- 
nection with  any  farm  since  we  had  left 
Dublin.     He   said  that  the  estate  was 
sold,  the  farm  was  offered  to  him,  and 
he  bought  it ;  he  then,  not  being  liable 
to  be  disturbed,  and  not  in  any  danger 
of  having  his  rent  raised,  did  not  like 
to  continue  to  live  in  a  poor  house,  and, 
tljierefore,  he  built  this  good  solid  stone 
house.    I  said — **  Mr.  Stafford,  if  the 
great  bulk  of  the  commoners  of  Ireland 
were    in    your    condition,    would    not 
be  disturbed,  and  could  not  have  their 
rent  raised,  and  were  owners  of  the 
farms,  what  would  be  the  result  ?  "     He 
almost  sprang  out  of  his  chair.     Al- 
though an  old  man,  he  was  struck  with 
a  momentary  enthusiasm ;   and,  lifting 
his  arm,  he  said—"  Sir,  we  would  take 
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hunger  out  of  Ireland."    I  think  that 
anecdote  contains  very  much  the  whole 
story  of  Irish  poverty  and  Irish  suffer^ 
ing.     What  we  want  to  do  and  attempt 
to  do  partly  by  this  Bill  is   to  drire 
famine,  and  poverty,  and  sufferiofr*  and 
discontent    from    Ireland,    and    X    be> 
lieve  that  can  only  be  done  by  mea* 
siires   such   as   this,   which   will    gi^e 
to  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  that  which 
Mr.   Stafford  possessed  —  the   security 
of   their    holdings    and  security   from 
needless  and  unjust  increases  of  rent. 
Now,  we  have  in  the  past  history  of  Ire- 
land these  things— on  the  one  aide,  re- 
peated confiscations,  penal  laws.  Acts  in 
restraint  of  the  Constitution,  Coercion 
Acts  in  many  and  hateful  forms ;  and 
we  have  recently  had  an  unhappy  ac- 
quaintance with  them.      On  the  other 
side,  we  have  suffering,  discontent,   and 
crime,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  in  aome 
cases    crime    such    as    the   records  of 
savages,  if  savages  have  records,  can 
hardly  excel  for  wickedness  and  cruelty. 
All  these  are   things  which   ought   to 
shock  Members  of  the  Legislature  and 
draw  them  with  irresistible  impulse  to 
find  some  mode  of  changing  the  condi- 
tion of  the  people  and  changing  the  his- 
tory of  Ireland,  which,  during  our  own 
time,  has  not  been  creditable  to  the 
Government  of  the  country.      At  this 
moment  I  think  one  thing  will  be  ad- 
mitted— that  Great  Britain  desires  and 
is  anxious  to  be  just  to  Ireland  and 
generous.     I  believe  if  the  people  of 
Britain  were  appealed  to  in  any  form 
you  like,  on  any  given  Bill  which  thej 
thought  or  could  be  persuaded  would  be 
likely  to  change  the  condition  of  Ireland 
— I  believe  the  overwhelming  majority 
of  all  classes  would  be. in  favour  of 
it.     If  that  be  so,   I  venture  to  say 
that  the  Members  of  the  Gx)vemmeQt 
sitting  on  this  Bench,  and  on  another 
Bench    in    ''  another    place,"    are    at 
anxious  as  men  can   be  to   deal   with 
Ireland  in   that  spirit,  which   I  have 
just  now  said  is  the  spirit  aud  desire 
of  the  people  of  Great  Britain.     But, 
notwithstanding  all  this,  it  must  be  ad- 
mitted,  though  the   hon.    and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Preston  (Sir 
John  Holker)  does  not  appear  to  be  con- 
scious of  it,  for  he  says  there  is  only  a 
very  small  number  of  people  in  Ireland 
anxious  for  change  and  discontented,  and 
that  they  are  acted  upon  by  a  handful  of 
agitators  who  do  a  great  deal  of  vm^ 
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chief.  I  am  not  going  to  defend  the 
agitators  against  whom  he  is  disposed  to 
complain ;  but  I  am  readj  to  deny  that 
it  is  a  small  class  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land who  are  anxious  that  some  change 
should  take  place  with  regard  to  the  law 
affecting  the  tenure  of  land.  At  this 
moment  Ireland  is  still  disturbed,  I  am 
afraid,  almost  from  its  centre  to  its  cir- 
cumference, and  it  appeals  to  the  Im- 
perial Parliament  with  a  voice  as  loud 
and  united  as  it  ever  has  done  before, 
and  asks,  if  possible,  that  some  remedy 
should  be  applied  to  their  case.  What 
I  have  said  up  to  this  part  of  my  obser- 
vations I*  have  said  to  convince  the 
House  of  what  I  am  myself  deeply  con- 
vinced, that  this  is  a  great  and  solemn 
question  which  is  brought  before  us.  It 
is  for  the  House  to  rise  to  it.  We 
cannot  rest  as  we  are.  We  must  either 
go  forward,  as  we  proposed  id  go  for- 
ward, or  we  must  go  backward,  as  pro- 
bably the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  recommend,  if,  as  I  understand,  he 
has  no  sympathy  with  the  legislation  to 
which  Parliament  agreed  in  1870.  But 
I  say  you  cannot  go  back.  If  you  do  not 
go  forward  you  must  govern  Ireland 
with  constabulary  and  a  great  army 
quartered  in  that  country ;  and  you  wiU 
be  driven  by-and-bye  to  suspend  trial  by 
jury,  to  put  an  end  to  the  freedom  of  the 
J?ress,  and  to  suppress  public  feeling. 
All  these  are  in  the  career  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Preston 
asks  the  House  to  follow  him  in.  I  am 
against  all  that.  I  believe  we  must  go 
on  in  the  direction  we  are  now  en- 
deavouring to  pursue.  Therefore,  I 
would  ask,  is  there  any  Member  of  this 
House,  except  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  who  thinks  there  is  no  neces- 
sity for  any  present  legislation?  He 
made  an  exception  which  I  accept.  He 
thought  a  certain  number  of  tenants 
should  become  owners  of  their  farms. 
But,  except  that — I  am  not  sure  that  he 
did  not  wish  some  emigration  —  he 
seemed  to  be  against  everything  that 
this  Bill  proposes.  Now,  what  is  it  that 
is  asked  for  and  what  is  needed  ?  The 
Irish  farmers  do  not  ask  for  a  great 
system  of  confiscation  to  balance  the 
confiscation  of  ancient  times.  Let  us  for 
a  moment  forget  certain  violent  and  un- 
reasoning, and  I  think  very  mistaken 
and  evil  things,  that  have  been  said  by 
Bome  of  these  agitators,  and  by  some 
whom  we  are  accustomed  to  see  opposite 


us  in  this  House.  Let  us  forget  that, 
and  I  say  the  Irish  tenant  farmers  up  to 
a  recent  date  have  been  as  punctual  in 
the  payment  of  rent — in  the  discharge 
of  the  duty  they  had  contracted  to  per- 
form— as  the  tenants  in  any  country  in 
the  world.  They  have  not  become  at 
once  demoralized  and  an  unfaithful 
class  of  men.  Therefore,  I  am  at  liberty 
to  say,  and  say  it  positively,  that  the  Irish 
tenants  do  not  ask  for  compensation  to 
balance  confiscation  of  past  times.  But 
they  ask  for  a  law  that  will  give  them 
adequate  security  with  a  fair  and  ade- 
quate rent  to  the  owner.  If  you  had  for 
an  audience  the  tenant  farmers  from  Ire- 
land, as  we  all  see  in  travelling,  at  the 
stations  and  fairs  and  so  forth,  and  put 
it  to  them — **  Are  you  willing  to  give  an 
adequate  rent  to  the  owner  on  condition 
that  you  shall  gain  adequate  security  ?" 
I  believe  you  would  get  only  one  answer. 
They  asked  for  that  and  no  more,  and  I 
do  not  believe  they  will  be  content  with 
less.  With  regard  to  fair  rents — on 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  been  almost  as  confusing  as  the 
clause  he  condemns — there  is  something 
more  to  be  said.  With  regard  to  the 
question  of  fair  rent,  I  did  not  rise  at  all 
for  the  purpose  of  going  into  what  I 
may  call  the  legal  part  of  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill.  Any  Member  of  this  House 
who  heard  the  remarkable  speech  of 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  must  have 
felt  that  whatever  there  was  of  diffi- 
culty in  the  proposals  of  the  Bill,  with 
scarcely  any  exception,  he  fairly  met 
and  explained.  I  looked  at  the  coun- 
tenance of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin  ' 
(Mr.  Gibson)  as  the  speech  went  on; 
he  will^aSmit  that  it  was  a  remarkable 
speech,  and  a  fair  and  great  defence  of 
the  clauses  of  the  Bill.  I  should  there- 
fore feel  that  I  was  wasting  the  time  of 
the  House  if  I  were  to  go  into  the  mi-  \. 
nute  details  of  the  clauses.  I  remember 
that  we  are  discussing  the  second  read- 
ing  of  the  Bill,  and  we  are  not  in  Com- 
mittee. It  is  well  we  have  these  dis- 
cussions on  second  readings,  and  that 
these  explanatory  speeches  have  been 
made ;  for  when  we  go  into  Committee, 
and  have  to  deal  with  the  clauses  one 
after  another,  we  shall  find  ourselves 
far  more  competent  to  discuss  the  Bill 
than  we  otherwise  should  have  been. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  fair  rent, 
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a  g^od  Bpeecli  was  made  by  tbe  Hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Brodrick)  from 
bis  yiew  of  the  case.  It  was  delivered 
in  a  manner  and  with  a  temper  which 
will  recommend  him  very  much  to  the 
House  a{2^in  if  he  should  think  it  neces- 
Baiy  to  discuss  the  question  further.  He 
pointed  out  what  would  happen ;  he 
said  that  the  day  after  the  Bill  passed 
400,000  or  500,000  tenants  would  have 
the  power  of  immediately  bringing  their 
landlords  before  the  Court.  Well,  every- 
body you  meet  in  the  street  has  the  power 
of  bringing  you  before  the  magistrate. 
My  view  of  the  operation  of  that  parti- 
cular clause  is  that,  in  reality,  the  rents 
in  Ireland  will,  for  the  most  part,  in 
nine  cases  out  of  ten,  be  fixed  very  much 
as  they  are  now.  It  does  not  follow  that 
there  will  be  no  difference  in  rents ;  in- 
creases which  are  harsh  and  unjust  will 
no  longer  take  place.  The  effect  of  this 
law  wul  be  to  change  the  position  of  the 
contracting  parties ;  it  will  improve  the 
position  of  both.  The  tenant  will  now 
nave  a  tribunal  to  which  he  can  have 
recourse  if  necessary.  The  landlord 
will  know  the  tenant  will  not  rest  satis- 
fied with  any  unreasonable  rent  the 
agent  proposes ;  at  any  rate,  the  tenant 
will  have  the  opportunity,  if  he  chooses, 
of  calling  in  the  judicial  arbitrator  to 
decide  between  them ;  and  the  effect  of 
that  tribunal  being  established  by  law 
will  be  that  the  minds  of  both  landlords 
and  tenants  will  be  affected  by  it.  It 
will  be  the  interest  of  neither  of  them 
to  ffo  to  the  Court,  and  I  believe  they 
will  almost  universally,  without  going 
to  the  Court,  make  agreements  with 
which  reasonable  landlords  and  tenants 
aHke  will  be  perfectly  contented.  That, 
at  all  events,  is  my  view  of  it.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  John  Holker) 
was  serious  about  fixity  of  tenure.  I  am 
only  surprised  he  should  be  so  alarmed 
about  these  changes,  because,  for  the 
most  part,  they  are  recommended  by  both 
the  Commissions  of  Inquiry.  I  was  asto- 
nished that  the  hon.  and  learned  Oen- 
tleman  spoke  so  strongly  upon  questions 
about  which  he  could  not  be  so  well  in- 
formed as  the  two  Commissions.  With 
regard  to  security,  the  purpose  of  the 
BiU  is  to  give,  not  perpetual  fixity  of 
tenure,  but  security  of  tenure  during  a 
oonsiderable  term,  with  an  ea^,  acces- 
sible method  of  renewing  it.  I  believe 
the  operation  of  those  clauses  will  be 
generally  to  give  the  tenant  fianaers  of 
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Ireland,  to  a  large  extent,  the  aecnrtW 
my  old  and  venerable  friend  Mr.  Sta^ 
ford  had ;  and  the  tenants  would  be  no 
longer  afraid  that  they  might  aoon  be 
turned  out  of  their  farms,  or  that  tbej 
would  have  their  rents  raised  until  tliey 
would  not  have  a  blade  of  g^ass  on  which 
to  feed  cattle.    I  come  to  the  last  point 
— the  valuation  of  the  holding  and  of 
the  improvements.   The  Bill  is  intended 
to  guarantee  to  the  tenant  the  value  of 
his  improvements;  and,  more  than  that, 
that  he  should  have  a  certain,  at  present 
undefined,  value  in  the  holding  of  which 
he  is  in  possession.     This  is  what  takes 
place  throughout  the  whole  Province  of 
Ulster.    It  has  not  destroyed  the  land- 
lords ;  it  is  a  curious  thing  that  the  Pro- 
vince of  Ulster  is  the  only  Province  x& 
which,  at  this  moment,  landlords  have 
any  political  authority  whatever;  so  that 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site failed.    It  does  not  follow,  if  ade- 
quate security  is  given  to  the  tenant,  that 
the  landlord  will  be  much  less  a  land- 
lord than  he  is  now.     Unfortunately, 
such  are  the  relations  of  landlords  and 
tenants  under  the  present  system  that 
the  landlord  has  lost  almost  all  political 
influence ;  I  must  say  he  uses  it  bad!  j 
when  he  has  it.   I  cannot  say  that  I  verj 
much  regret  that  he  has  lost  it ;  but  1 
regret  very  much  the  circumstances  which 
have  caused  him  to  lose  it.    The  land* 
lords,  I  hope,  will  obtain  as  much  rent 
as  they  are  likely  to  obtain  if  this  Bill 
does  not  pass.  I  should  advise  the  land- 
lord, if  he  has  any  regard  for  his  own 
interest,  not  to  reject  propositions  which, 
if  not  accepted,  may  not  be  followed 
hereafter  by  anything  he  may  like  bet- 
ter.   The  power  of  assienment  or  sale 
is  that  which  is  intended  by  the  clause 
to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man referred  with  a  g^od  deal  of  com- 
plaint.   Now,  it  is  said,  the  Bill  makes 
a  concession  to  tenants.    Nobody  denies 
that,  least  of  all  those  who  have  taken 
so  much  pains  to  frame  it.  It  does  make 
concessions  to  tenants ;  but  at  the  same 
time— and  that  is  one  of  the  causes  of 
the  supposed  intricacy  of  some  parts  of 
the  Bill — there  are  safeguards  introduced, 
so  that,  as  far  as  it  is  desirable  or  pos- 
sible, with  justice  to  tenants,  the  interests 
of  the  landlords  should  be  preserved. 
The  idea  of  the  English  system  is  a 
^complete  delusion — I  speak,  of  course, 
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remain  in  England  until  Parliament, 
guided  by  public  opinion,  thinks  it  neces- 
sary to  make  a  change.    But  I  have  no 
idea  or  suspicion  that  such  changes  as 
this  Bill  4>roposeq  for  Ireland  will  ever 
be  needed  in  England.    In  Ireland  you 
have  the  questions  of  race,  religion,  and 
of  absenteeism;  you   ha^e  the  circum- 
stance of  the  greatest  estates  being  con- 
tinually under  the  management  of  agents, 
andy  in  fact,  everything  in  Ireland  is  at 
war  with  the  English  systems/there- 
fore— there  is  no  escape  from  it — you  are 
tempted  to  have  recourse  to  laws  which 
are  very  different  from  the  laws  which 
we  have  in  England,  and  which,  I  trust, 
will  be  never  necessary  in  this  country. 
Hon.  Members  assumethat  we  are  giving 
a  great  deal  to  the  tenant,  and  that  we 
are  taking  all  this  without  any  compen- 
sation from  the  landlord.  It  is  astonish- 
ing what  a  universal  opinion  there  is 
that  compensation  from  a  public  fund 
is  a  blessed  thing.  ■  It  is  common  in  this 
House  to  ask  if  there  is  any  compensa- 
tion   when  any    measure  is    proposed 
which  touches  any  individual  interest, 
but  which,  at  the  same  time,  promises  to 
be  of  the  greatest  public  benefit.  If  you 
complain  that  the  Bill  g^ves  too  much 
to  the  tenants  and  takes  all  that  it  does 
give  from  the  landlords,  I  should  make 
\  this  answer — If,  at  this  moment,  all  that 
.  the  tenants  have  done  were  gone,  and 
all  that  the  landlords  have  done  were 
'  left,  that  is  the  sort  of  map  I  should  very 
much  like  to  see,   for  its  publication 
would    finish    this    discussion   in    five 
minutes.      Well,  if  that  were  to  take 
place,  if  all  that  the  tenants  have  done 
were  swept  off  the  soil,  and  all  that  the 
landlords  have  done  were  left  upon  it, 
the  land  would  be  as  bare  of  house  and 
bam,  fences  and  cultivation,  as  it  was 
in  pre-historio  times.  It  would  be  as  bare 
as  an  American  prairie  where  the  Indian 
now  roams  and  where  the  White  man  has 
never  trod.  [A  ^vyA.]  An  hon.  Member 
laughs,  thinking  that  an  absurd  state- 
ment. [Mr.  Tottekham:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  his  figures  ?]    The 
hon.Qentleman  asks  for  fig^ures.    We  do 
not  often  put  figures  on  maps,  and  I  was 
drawing  a  map.    Surely  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber knows  that  I  am  stating  little  more, 
if  indeed  anything  more,  than  was  stated 
in  the  Beports  of  the  Commission. /I 
may  give  what  was  stated  35  years  ago 
by  thai  greatest  of  all  the  Oommissions — 
the  Oommission  presided  over  by  Lord 


Devon.     It  is  not  necessary  that  you 
should  read  the  thick  Blue  Book.    K 
you  take    the   digest  —  it    is   in    two 
small  octavo  volumes,  which  I  studied 
more  than  30  years  ago,  and  which  I 
have  studied  again  within  the  last  few 
years — ^you  will  find  that  the  statement 
I  have  just  made  is  merely  an  amplifica- 
tion of  the  statement  made  by  the  Devon 
Commission. /I  say  I  believe,   and   >. 
think  I  am  within  the  mark,  that  nine- 
tenths,  excluding  the  towns,  of  course, 
of  all  that  is  to  be  seen  on  the  farm  land 
in  Ireland,  the  houses,  bams,  fences, 
and  whatever  you  call  cultivation,  or 
freeing  land  from  the  wilderness,  have 
been  placed  there  by  the  labour  of  the 
tenantry  of  Ireland,  and  not  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  landlords ;  and  I  believe, 
too,  that  in  the  matter  of  rent,  landlords 
in  hundreds,  probably  in  thousands  ot 
cases,  have  over  and  over  again  received 
the  value  of  that  which  the  tenants  have 
placed    upon  their  farms.      Now,   the 
parts  of  the  Bill  to  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  objects  so  strongly 
are  those  which,  in  my  opinion,  are  ne* 
cessary  as  a  remedy  for  the  present 
existing  burning  ills  in  Ireland.    The 
other  point  for  which  I  have  a  special 
affection,  for  reasons  which  the  House 
will  understand,  is  that  which  intoQds  to 
convert,  to  a  very  large  extent  T  hope, 
tenant  farmers  into  farmers  who  are 
owners  of  their  own  land.    In  1870  that 
principle  was  adopted  by  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  I  believe  without  any 
division ;  it  was  adopted  also  in  arrange- 
ment for  the  sale  of  the  property  that 
came  into  the  possession  of  the  State 
when  the  Irish  Church  was  disestab- 
lished.   My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Beading,  now  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works,  had  a  Committee  of 
this  House  to  inquire  into  this  question. 
That  Committee  reported  unanimously 
in  favour  of  this  project,  and  reported 
by  a  majority  in  favour  of  the  mode  of 
doing  it  which  this  Bill  has  adopted.    I 
think  it  is  the  case  that  the  Irish  tenant 
farmers — the  future  proprietors,  I  hope, 
thousands  of  them  will  be— that  they 
are  greatly  indebted  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  for  the  extraordinary  pains  which 
he  took  and  devoted  to  the  examination 
before  the  Committee,  and  the  promo- 
tion of  that  great  object  of  the  Bill. 
Thirty  years  ago  I  asked  Parliament, 
not  in  a  speech  in  this  House,  but  in 
ppoeches  in  the  country,  that  this  course 
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Veliould  be  adopted ;  and  I  believe  now 
I  that  if  it  "vrere  possible  to  make  so  great 
'a  change,  if  it  were  practicable,  it  would 
be  of  more  advantage  to  Ireland  and  its 
population  than  all  other  measures  that 
It  is  possible  to  conceive  of  or  to  attempt 
if  we  were  to  transfer  three-fourths  of 
all  the  tenants  of  Ireland  from  tenants 
into  actual  owners  of  their  land.     Now, 
if  the  House  will  allow  me,  I  should 
like  to  give  them  two  or  three  figures 
which  I  extracted  the  other  day  from  a 
despatch  received  at  the  Foreign  Office 
from  Lord  Dufferin,  our  Ambassador  at 
Bt.   Petersburg.     Lord   Dufferin  there 
describes  what  has  been  done  in  the 
Bussian    Empire ;  and    the    hon.   and 
learned  Gentleman,  who  used  the  word 
"  appalled "   with  regard  to  this  Bill, 
would  be  astounded  and   appalled,  no 
doubt,  at  the  figures  which  Lord  Dufferin 
gives.     I  beg  the  attention  of  the  House 
particularly  to  them,  for  they  astonished 
me  so  much  that  I  wish  everyone  else  to 
partake  of  the  same  feeling  with  regard 
to  them.  He  says  that  out  of  10,137,000 
farmer  serfs  —  that  is,   serf   families, 
which  would  make  I  do  not  know  what 
population — 8,684,000,  or   86  per  cent, 
are  now  absolutely  owners  of  the  land 
they  occupy  —  that    will  be   15  times 
as  many  as  the  whole  tenant  farmers 
in   Ireland.     He  says,  further,  that  of 
theseonly  644,000  redeemed  orpurchased 
their  land  without  some  help  from  the 
Government.   They  have  redeemed  what 
they  have  had  from   the  Government, 
and  they  are  now  absolute  owners  of 
their  land.     Then,  he  says,  1,660,000 — 
which  is  three  times  the  whole  number 
of  tenant  occupiers  in  Ireland — 1,660,000 
have  not  yet  redeemed  their  land.   Now, 
that  is  the  process  which  is  going  on  in 
Bussia.     There  it  is  an  autocratic  Go- 
vernment, and  it  was  not  necessary  to 
consult     contending     Parties     in    two 
Houses  of  Parliament.     It  might  have 
been  as  well  for  Bussia  if  that  had  taken 
place  iu  other  things ;  but  in  regard  to 
this  matter,  there  came    the  hand    of 
Providence,  described  as  a  hand  stretched 
out  from  the  clouds — the  providence  of 
the  late  Czar.     By  a  decree  of  his  own, 
and  by  the  action  of  his  Ministers,  that 
enormous,   that  stupendous,    and   that 
absolutely  unequalled  change  has  been 
made  throughout  a  great  portion  of  that 
Empire.     I  think  that  that  is  a  just 
appeal  to  us  to  do  something,  although 
we  cannot  aim  to  do  so  great  a  thing  as 

Mr.  John  Bright 


that.    Now,  I  should  like  to  make  oii« 
observation  about  these  proprietors.     I 
have  always  held  that  the  landed  pro- 
prietors of  Ireland  were  in  a  most  uDsafe 
position,  because  they  were  so  feiv,  and 
the    occupying    tenants  so    numeroua 
There  are  600,000  or  600,000  tenante 
who  make  public  opinion,  be  it  for  good 
or  evil,  against  10,000  or  14,000  pro- 
prietors, who  can  by  no  means  stand  up 
against  [it.     We  find  now  the  crisis  Im 
come  which  so  long  ago  was  foretold, 
and   we  find  what  is  the  truth,  that 
landed  proprietors  in  England  and  Scot- 
land would  do  well  to  take  to  heart  this 
fact— that  the  opinion  of  property  is 
always  in  favour  of  property,  and  that 
it  is  property's  only  great  and  certain 
safeguard.  Depend  upon  it,  the  opinion 
of  people  who  have  no  property  is  not  a 
very  great  safeguard  to  people  who  have 
property.    If  land  is  to  be  made  secure 
in  Ireland,  it  must  be  by  a  system  whidi, 
by  dividing  and  dispersing  land,   will 
furnish  it  and  its  rights  with  a  multitude 
of  defenders.     That  is  exactly  what  one 
of  the  principal  portions  of  this  Bill  is 
intended  to  secure  to  the  landed  proprie- 
tors of  Ireland ;  and  the  time  will  come, 
and  is  probably  not  many  years  removed, 
when  they  will  admit  that  this  particular 
part  of  the  measure  is  quite  reconciled 
to  the  other  parts  of  it,  and  when  they 
will  certainly  attribute  to  it  a  great  por* 
tion  of  the  tranquillity  andcomfort  which 
they   enjoy  in  the  possession  of  their 
property  in  that  country.     Now,  where 
is  land  most  secure  ?    It  is  most  secure 
in  France,   and  in  those  countries  in 
Europe  where  it  is  most  divided ;  and  I 
venture  to  say  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
with  the  most  perfect  belief  in  its  truth, 
that  there  is  nothing  that  Parliament 
can  do,  and  scarcely  anjrthing  that  it 
can  spend,  that  will  not  be  amply  com- 
pensated by  a  great  and  wiaespread 
liherality  with  regard  to  this  particular 
part  of  the  Land  Question.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  has  found  some  fault 
with  this  Bill  in  his  speeches  outside; 
but  I  will  only  refer,  for  the  moment,  to 
one  or  two  points  to  which  he  adverted, 
I  think,  in  a  manner  hardly  reasonable 
or  fair  towards  the  Government     He 
objected  very  much  to  what  is  said  about 
emigration ;  and  he  objected,  further,  that 
nothing  is  said    about  the  labourers. 
Now,  in  regard  to  emigration,  no  Mem* 
her  of  the  Government  has  any  idea  that 
any  clause  of  the  Bill  indicates  anything 
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of  the  kind  as  that  any  single  Irishman 
CT  Irishwoman  will  be  compelled  to  leave 
their  country  and  cross  the  Atlantic. 
There  is  no  such  intention  as  that.  In 
point  of  fact,  one  would  say  there  is 
harHly  any  occasion  for  any  inducement 
of  that  kind,  seeing  what  is  going  on  at 
this  moment.  Last  year,  95,000  persons 
went  from  Ireland  ;  and,  if  the  reports  in 
the  newspapers  are  correct,  emigration 
is  going  on  now  even  at  a  greater  rate 
than  it  was  going  on  last  year.  I  will 
put  it  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork — but 
It  is  no  credit  to  England  that  he  should 
have  to  answer  it,  as  I  think  he  will 
have  to  answer  it — I  put  it  to  the  hon. 
Member,  if  all  the  great  mercantile 
steamers  of  England — such  fleets  as  the 
world  cannot  produce — were  to  anchor  at 
Cork  or  at  Gal  way,  and  to  offer  a  free  pas- 
sage to  all  the  families  of  the  population 
of  Connaugbt,  how  many  does  he  think 
would  remain  behind?  Probably  the 
whole  population  of  Connaugbt — I  have 
not  the  least  doubt  that  one-half  of  them 
—would  find  their  way  to  the  United 
States.  It  is  a  country  which  opens  its 
doors  to  everybody.  The  Minister  of  the 
United  States  in  this  country  (Mr.  Rus- 
sell Ijowell),  a  man  who  has  put  as  much 
wisdom  as  wit  in  his  description  of  that 
country,  says — 

**  Whose  free  latch-strinff  never  was  drawn  in 
Againit  the  poorest  child  of  Adam's  kin." 

And  there  is  room  there  for  the  whole 
population  of  Connaugbt.  I  should  be 
very  sorry  to  see  them  all  go.  I  should 
not  like  it  to  be  said  that  it  was  possible 
in  this  age,  or  in  our  time — that  it  was 
necessary  to  expatriate  from  Ireland  so 
muny  scores  and  thousands  of  its  popu- 
lation. But  in  every  family  emigrat- 
ing, although  there  is  hardship,  from 
the  parents  to  the  children,  it  is  a  de- 
liverance from  a  future  of  poverty  and 
•ufferinfl^,  if  they  remain  where  they  now 
are.  Therefore,  while  the  Bill  does  not 
propose  to  offer  any  inducement,  except 
iuch  inducements  as  the  people  now  have, 
to  any  single  Irish  family  to  emigrate, 
vet  I  am  bound  to  say  I  believe  it  would 
be  far  better  for  a  great  number  of  those 
families  to  be  settled  in  the  better  parts 
of  Canada  and  the  United  States  than 
to  remain  where  they  are,  or  to  be  re- 
moved from  where  they  are  to  any  of 
those  tracts  of  land  which,  at  a  certain 
expense  —  I  dare  not  say  the  exact 
amount,  for  it  is  not  easily  to  be  ascer- 
tained— might,  in  Ireland,  be  made  fit 


for  the  habitation  and  cultivation  of 
some  of  them.  So  I  trust  that  those 
families  who  will  go  and  are  going,  not- 
withstanding the  violent  passion  which 
has  been  created  in  America  by  many 
statements  that  are  not  true,  and  many 
that  are  exaggerated — notwithstanding 
that,  I  trust  that  there  are  now  persons 
going  to  the  United  States  who  will 
hear  from  their  own  country  that  much 
of  its  misery  has  departed,  that  a  feeling 
of  justice  is  entertained,  and  that  the 
disloyalty  and  discontent  we  now  so 
deeply  regret  have  been,  for  the  most 
part,  removed.  With  regard  to  the  la- 
bourer, to  whom  the  hon.  uentleman  the 
Member  for  Cork  refers,  there  is  nothing 
that  can  do  so  much  good  to  him  as  that 
which  will  induce  the  farmer  of  Ireland 
to  cultivate  his  land  better  than  he  does. 
The  Bill  does  nothing  for  the  houses  of 
the  labourer.  The  wages  of  labour  in 
Ireland  are  tnuch  higher  than  they  were; 
they  have  been,  in  the  last  10  years, 
much  higher  than  they  have  ever  been 
at  any  former  period  ;  and  I  believe  that 
the  demand  for  labour  has  increased. 
But  the  houses  are,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carlow  (Mr.  Dawson)  has  stated, 
miserable;  and  it  is  not  a  very  easy 
thing  to  put  clauses  in  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment witn  a  view  of  enforcing  the  build- 
ing of  many  thousands  of  houses  all 
over  Ireland.  They  must  be  built  by 
somebody,  either  with  the  consent  of  the 
landlord  or  by  raising  the  rent.  There 
are,  therefore,  other  interests  to  be  con- 
sulted ;  and  if  it  be  possible  to  do  any- 
thing by  any  more  means  that  would  be 
likelv  to  be  practicable,  I  hope  there 
will  be  no  diffiulty  in  doing  it  by  some 
other  measure,  or  by  addine  a  clause  to 
this  Bill.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman and  others  have  said  that  this 
Bill  is  an  intricate  and  complicated  one. 
The  question  is  admitted,  he  has  ad- 
mitted it  himself,  to  be  a  very  difficult 
one,  so  difficult  that  he  not  only  did  not 
understand  the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  but 
I  maintain  that  he  did  not  in  the  least 
understand  the  question.  The  Bill,  I 
may  say,  without  any — what  may  I  call 
it? — without  any  special  praise  to  the 
Government,  is  a  child  of  very  much- 
anxiety,  of  rerv  much  consideration,  an^ 
of  very  many  discussions,  and  very  many 
amendments.  I  believe  that  it  would 
have  been  difficult  to  give  to  any  mea- 
sure a  more  perfect  ana  fuller  considera- 
tion than  this  measure  has  had  on  the, 

IFiflh  Night.\ 


Ill 


Zand  Zoic 


(OOMMONBI 


ijb-eland)  BiU. 


US 


bpart  of  the  Oovemment,  as  far  as  it  was 
possible  to  give  it.  We  have  endeavoured 
|o  make  it  worthy  of  the  Government, 
and  of  the  Parliament  to  which  it  was 
offered,  and  we  hope  that  it  will  do  good 
to  the  people  whose  interests  it  is  in- 
tended to  advance  and  to  secure.  As  to 
those  people,  if  I  had  10  minutes  more, 
there  is,  one  thing  I  should  like  to  say. 
\_Cri$8  of  **  Go  on !  "]  We  have  heard 
to-night  a  reference  to  their  virtues  and 
their  vices.  I  shall  say  nothing  of 
their  vices — all  people,  I  think,  almost 
have  a  sufficient  number  of  critics,  and 
it  would  not  be  of  any  advantage  that  I 
should  add  myself  to  the  number ;  but 
with  regard  to  their  virtues,  there  are  two 
things  that  have  struck  me  very  much. 
The  poor  people  who  live  in  Oonnaught, 
and  about  whom  the  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  so  feelingly  at  the  beginning  of  his 
speech,  what  are  they  ?  They  may  live 
in  hovels  scarcely  better  than  wigwams; 
they  may  have  three  or  four  acres  of 
land,  and  land  so  poor  that  it  seems 
almost  impossible  for  them  to  live  on  it, 
and  concerning  which  Mr.  Tuke  says  in 
his  pamphlet,  quoting  a  Yorkshire  far- 
mer who  visited  Oonnaught,  that  he  saw 
in  one  particular  district  what  seemed  to 
be  farms  that  had  on  them  three  or  four 
times  the  original  value  of  the  land,  put 
on  them  entirely  by  those  small  tenants. 
But  what  are  those  tenants  ?  They  come 
over  to  this  country  during  the  harvest, 
travelling  there  and  back  at  least  a 
thousand  miles ;  they  come  to  Dublin, 
they  cross  the  Channel,  they  make 
their  way  to  some  remote  farms  in 
England  and  Scotland,  they  work 
with  a  zeal  and  energy  not  surpassed 
by  any  English  or  Scotch  labourer. 
There  is  one  great  farmer  in  Northum- 
berland who  last  autumn  told  me — and 
he  was  one  of  your  Commissioners — that 
he  believed  that  these  labourers,  work- 
ing as  hard  as  they  did  for  many  days, 
contrived  to  live  on  very  little.  I  said 
that  they  would  live  on  sixpence  a-day, 
and  he  told  me  that  he  thought  that 
they  lived  upon  less  than  that.  Every 
BhiUing,  every  penny  that  they  earned, 
they  saved.  Having  in  a  very  good 
harvest  made,  perhaps,  £10  or  £12, 
they  make  their  way  back  to  Glasgow  or 
Liverpool,  cross  the  Channel  again,  cross 
Ireland,  and  arrive  at  their  own  cabins 
with  this  little  bit  of  treasure  that  they 
have  worked  bo  hard  for.  The  men 
who  did  that  were  not   men  without 
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virtue — I  take  the  ancient  meaning  of 
the  term  virtue.     These  men  who  can  go 
so  far,  can  live  on  so  little  and  save  «o 
much,  who  come  back  with  such  devo- 
tion and  such  eagerness  to  their  homefi 
and  families,    depend   upon    it,   nnder 
better    and    more    favourable    circum- 
stances, they  might  become  a  Tery  admi- 
rable portion  of  the  population  of  anj 
country.     And  if  you  will  foUov  the 
evidence  of  what  takes  place  in  America, 
you  will  find  what  they  do  there.     They 
have   sent  back  to   this  country   large 
funds  to  assist  their  friends  here  in  Ire- 
land— multitudes  of  them — in  crossing 
the  Atlantic.     They    have    sent    bac£ 
many — I  do  not  know  how  many,  but 
many  millions  during  the  last  30  years, 
since  the  Famine — it  is  impossible  to  say 
what,    but    an    enormous  and    an    in- 
credible sum.     Shall  we  think  nothing 
of  that  people  who  regard  their  famiUes 
with  sudi  affection,  and  their  conn  try, 
too,  with   so  mudi  affection — listening 
to  every  wail  of  sorrow  which  somedmes 
comes  from  Ireland ;  and  listening,  per* 
haps,  also,  to  some  of  the  unfair  and 
exaggerated  statements   made  by  cer- 
tain speakers.   But,  still,  they  find  their 
affections  are  aroused  and  their  sympa- 
thies are  excited.     The  Irish  domestic 
servants,  the  farmers,  and  the  Irishmen 
who  build  their   railways,   have    sub- 
scribed  millions  and   millions  to  help 
their  countrymen  at  home,  or  to  brin^ 
them  across  the  Atlantic  to  the  United 
States.     I   say,   then,   of   that  people, 
that  they  are  a  people  we  ought  to  have 
some  regard  for ;  that  we  ought  to  feel 
that  of  this  people  something  ou^ht  to  be 
made  better  than  a  discontented,  a  suffer- 
ing, and  a  disloyal  people,  as,  to  a  great 
extent,  they  have  been,  and  now  are.  And 
now,  what  shall  we  say  about  this  Bill  f 
If  that  portion  of  it  which  deals  with 
that  class  of  cases  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  thinks  is  bo  little, 
that  portion  of  the  Bill  which  deals  with 
landlords  and  tenants  is  worked   with 
fairness — if  the  p^r^hASg^clauseB    and 
powers  are  worked  with  energy — I  dare 
hope  and  believe  that  it  will  be  found 
to  be  a  measure  of  healing  and  of  bless- 
ing to  the  Irish  people.    I  ask  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  every  side  of  the  House 
not  to  imagine  that  the  Bill  has  not 
been  framed  with  a  great  intention  and 
honesty  for  a  great  purpose.    Let  them, 
as  far  as  they  can,  support  the  Bill  and 
the  Govemment  who  nave  introduoed  it 
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to  the-  House.  This  very  night,  and 
every  night,  the  House  prays  to  the 
Highest — and  for  what  ?  The  language 
always  strikes  me  as  touching  and 
beautiful.  We  here,  representing  the 
whole  nation,  pray  to  the  Highest  for 
the  peace  and  tranquillity  of  the  Kealm. 
It  is  for  the  peace  and  tranquillity  of  the 
Healm  that  this^Bill  has  been  drawn  up 
and  introduced  to  the  House  ;  and  it  is 
in  the  hope  that  if  it  passes  it  will  tend 
to  the  great  end  that  we,  not  with  fear 
but  witli  confidence,  ask  for  it  the  accept- 
ance and  the  sanction  of  Parliament. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON    CROSS:    Sir, 
at  this  period  of  the  evening  I  shall  de- 
tain the  House  but  a  very  short  time.  I 
join  in  the  last  words  that  fell  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down,  in  which  he  expressed  the  hope 
that  the  peace  and  tranquillity  of  tne 
Healm  may  endure,  and  I  sincerely  trust 
that  no  words  of  mine  will  tend  to  dis- 
turb it.    I  cordially  agree  with  him  in 
rendering  a  just  tribute  to  the  generosity, 
high  feeling,  and  temperament  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  and,  for  my  own  part, 
woul  d  not  hesitate  to  adopt  any  measure 
for  tlieir  benefit,  providea  it  was  consist- 
ent with  the  laws  of  justice  and  right. 
I  also  believe  that   his  remarks  upon 
the  subject  of  emigration,  with  which  I 
concur,  will  receive  the  approval  of  my 
Colleagues.    Further,  I  go  heartily  with 
him  in  almost  every  word  that  has  fallen 
from  him  with  regard  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  which  are  directed  to  making 
the  occupying  classes  owners,  and  not 
tenants,  of  their  farms.   I  feel,  however, 
that  we  can   hardly  call  that  man  an 
owner  who  has  borrowed  three-fourths 
of  the  purchase  money  of  his  land  from 
the  State,  and  the  remaining  fourth  from 
the  money  lender.    And,  wnile  I  believe 
it  would  be  right  to  pass  that  portion  of 
the  Bill  in  an  improved  form,  I  think 
care  should  be  taken  that  we  do  not  put 
the  occupier  in  a  worse  position  than  he 
is  in  already — that  is  to  say,  that,  having 
borrowed  three-fourths  of   his   money 
from  the  State  and  the  remainderl  at 
enormous    interest     from    the     money 
lender,  the  State  should  not  cause  him 
to  sufi'er  more  than  he  would  have  done 
at  the  hands  of  the  landlord.     I  should 
like  to  hear,  before  the  debate  closes, 
what  would  be  the  position  of  an  owner 
who  had  bought  under  this  Bill,  and 
who  in  bad  seasons — recurring  bad  sea- 
sons— was  unable  to  pay  the  interest  on 


the  money  borrowed  in  the  manner  de- 
sciibed — would  the  State  evict  him  as 
recklessly  and  ruthlessly  as  the  land- 
lords are,  by  some,  supposed  to  have 
done  ?  Before  the  end  of  the  discussion, 
I  hope  the  Prime  Minister  will  inform 
the  House  in  what  way  it  is  intended 
that  the  owner  who  is  unable  to  pay  his 
rent,  owing  to  the  interest  which  he  has 
incurred,  is  to  be  protected.  I  think  we 
ought  to  approach  this  part  of  the  ques- 
tion in  a  manner  somewnat  different  from 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  a 
great  deal  about  the  landlords ;  but  what 
we  have  been  told  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, and  in  the  Reports  of  Commit- 
tees, is  that,  so  far  as  inquiries  have  ex- 
tended, the  landlords  as  a  body  stand 
acquitted.  I  have  no  doubt  that  those 
who  have  studied  carefully  the  evidence 
produced  before  the  Commissioners  will 
see  that  almost  all  the  cases  of  hardship 
that  have  occurred  where  the  landlords 
were  not  the  first  to  apply  a  remedy 
were  on  those  estates  which  were  bought 
under  the  Encumbered  Estates  Act,  in 
the  way  of  commercial  speculation,  by 
persons  who  had  been  forgetful  of  the 
good  understanding  which  has  existed 
so  long  between  the  Irish  landlords  and 
tenants.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  Go- 
vernment, in  the  course  of  the  long  and 
anxious  discussions  that  have  taken 
place  upon  this  Bill,  must  have  tried  to 
frame  in  their  minds  a  distinction  be- 
tween the  estates  held  in  tenure  of  the 
old  Irish  landlords,  and  those  bought 
recently  in  the  Encumbered  Estates 
Court.  It  is,  I  think,  too  severe  upon 
those  landlords  who  have  not  been  hard 
upon  their  tenants  to  charge  them  with 
the  shortcomings  of  a  totally  different 
class.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
said  that  this  Bill  has  received  great  at- 
tention from  the  Government,  and  no 
one  can  doubt  it.  It  has  been  a  Bill  of 
great  discussion.  No  one  will  attempt 
to  deny  that  it  has  also  been  a  Bill  of 
great  disunion  amongst  the  Members  of 
the  Government. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  A  Bill  of  great 
disunion  amongst  the  Government,  has 
it? 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  cross  :  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  aware  of 
that  fact,  he  had  better  ask  the  Duke  of 
Argyll.  It  has,  moreover,  not  been  framed 
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without  some  disunion  amongst  other 
Members  of  the  Government,  although 
this  has  not  reached  the  same  pitch  as  in 
the  case  of  the  Duke  of  Argyll.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
has  accused  the  late  Attorney  General  for 
England  of  being  too  mindful  of  English 
usages.  ButI  venture  to  assert,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  favour  me  with  his 
attention,  that  what  mj  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  said  was  that  he  was  perfectly 
ready  to  adopt  all  usages,  whether  in  Ire- 
land or  in  England,  provided  they  were 
legal  usages ;  but  that  he  was  not  will- 
ing to  consent  that  those  things  which 
were  matters  of  sentiment  or  feeling 
should  be  included  in  the  Bill  without 
rhyme  or  reason,  and  the  landlord  de- 
prived of  his  property  for  the  purpose  of 
handing  it  over  to  the  tenant.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the  whole 
land  system  in  Ireland  has  broken  down, 
and  that  some  remedy  must  be  applied. 
But  we  did  not  hear  any  such  words 
from  the  Prime  Minister  in  all  those 
speeches  which  he  made  in  Mid  Lothian 
and  elsewhere ;  nor  in  any  of  his  writ- 
ings in  the>  reviews  is  this  question  re- 
ferred to  as  one  which  rendered  an  im- 
mediate change  necessary,  except  so  far 
as  those  clauses,  commonly  known  as  the 
*'  Bright  Clauses,"  of  the  Act  of  1870 
are  concerned,  and  to  which  I  should 
like  more  attention  to  be  directed  than 
they  have  yet  received.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  delivered  a  lecture  to 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  saying 
that  he  had  forgotten  that  land  was  in 
Ireland  the  only  source  of  industry  and 
wealth.  Why,  that  was  the  ground  of  the 
argument  which  the  late  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  England  pressed  at  length  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  the  course 
of  his  speech.  I  do  not  think  I  could  have 
listened  to  a  more  unjust  accusation, 
seeing  that  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  said  was  forgotten  was 
the  very  foundation  of  the  argument  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say 
that  the  whole  state  of  Ireland  was  due 
to  the  conBscation  which  took  place  years 
ago.  He  went  into  the  history  of  Ire- 
land, stating  that  about  six-sevenths  of 
the  owners  of  the  land  were  of  a  dif- 
ferent religion  to  that  of  the  occupiers, 
and  touched  upon  the  Law  of  Primo- 
geniture, with  the  object  of  leading  us 
to  the  conclusion  that  in  consequence  of 
this  confiscation  the  tenants  had  suffered 
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a  grievous  wrong.    But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  forgotten  the  main  prin- 
ciple, that  two  wrongs  do  not  make  a 
right.     I  should  like  to  refer  to  one  or 
two  clauses  of  the  Bill  which  aeem  to 
me  to  have  practically  escaped  his  atten- 
tion ;  but,  before  I  do  so,  I  should  like 
to  know  what  is  the  main  object  of  the 
Bill  ?    Is  it  to  transfer  the  ownership  of 
the  land  from  the  owner  to  the  tenant  ? 
It  is,  so  far  as  the  fifth  part  of  the  Bill 
is  concerned ;  and  if  that  is  what  the 
Government  have  at  heart.  I  am  pre- 
pared to  go  with  them  a  long  way  pro- 
vided they  mean  that  the  new    owTier 
shall  be  the  actual  owner  of  his  holding', 
and  not  simply  a  borrower  of  money.     I 
ask  again,  is  the  main  object  of  the  Bill 
really  to  transfer  the  ownership  of  land 
from  the  present  owners  to  the  occupiers ; 
and  are  the  early  portions  of  the  Bill 
simply  modus  vivendi  to  g^in  time,  or  are 
they  the  substance,  the  cardinal  points 
of  it,  the  fifth  part  being  only  an  appen- 
dage about  which  the  Government  do 
not  very  much  care  whether  it  be  enacted 
or  not  ?    I  will  undertake  to  say  that 
the  1st  clause,  which  says — 

"The  tenant  for  the  time  being  of  eveiy 
tenancy  to  which  this  Act  applies  may  sell  hit 
tenancy  for  the  best  price  that  can  be  got  for 
the  same," 

is  the  most  dangerous  part  of  the  Bill 
I  want  to  know  what  this  tenancy  is  ? 
We  all  understand  what  it  is  in  those 
parts  of  Ireland  in  which  the  custom  of 
Ulster  prevails ;  but  we  have,  in  the  In- 
terpretation Clause  at  the  end  of  the  Bill, 
an  explanation  of  the  word  ''tenancy'^ 
as  follows : — 

"  *  Tenancy '  means  the  interest  in  a  holding 
of  a  tenant  and  his  saccessors  in  title  during 
the  continuance  of  a  tenancy.'' 

The  Government  believe  it  to  mean  that 
the  tenant  has  something — they  do  not 
say  what— that  is  saleable.  Upon  this 
point  we  have  had  different  interpre- 
tations, one  coming  from  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Ix>rd  Lieutenant,  and 
another  from  an  hon.  and  learned 
Member  below  the  Gangway.  Bat 
what  is  it  that  the  tenant  may  sell? 
Leaving  that  question  for  a  moment, 
I  ask  with  regard  to  this  right  of  the 
tenant  to  sell  this  something — this  un- 
defined thing  said  to  be  created  by 
the  Act  of  1H70,  but  which,  at  the  time 
of  its  passing,  that  Act  was  never  sup- 
posed to  create — what  will  be  its  effect  f 
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In  a  rast  number  of  instances  it  will  be 
an  increase  of  the  rent  which  the  tenant 
will  have  to  pay.     No  one  can  doubt,  I 
Biippose,  that  if  this  Bill  passes  into  law 
as  it  stands,  a  great  many  Irish  landlords 
will  not  be  sorry  to  leave  Ireland?  Thus, 
one  of  the  great  evils  complained  of  will 
be  increased.     But  take,  for  a  moment, 
the  case  of  land  in  the  landlord's  own 
holding  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of 
this  Bill.     There  is  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  landlords  who  hold  land  in  this 
way  at  the  present  time ;  what  will  be 
the  effect  of  the  Bill  in  a  case  of  that 
kind?    A  landlord,  we  will  say,  wants 
to  let  his  land  for  the  first  time,  and  ad- 
Tertises  for  tenants.     One  man  comes 
forward  and  offers  £100  a-year  for  the 
land,  and  another  £120.     At  present 
the  landlord,  reg^arding  the  man  who 
offered  £100  as  a  better  farmer,  and 
one    who    had    probably    accumulated 
capital  of  his  own,  would  naturally  pre- 
fer  him  to   the   man  who  was  ready 
to  pay  £120  a-year.      But  if  the  Bill 
passes  in  its  present  form  that  would 
no  longer  be  the  case.    The  tenant  who 
had  been  chopen  by  the  landlord  at  the 
smaller  rent,  £100,  because  he  was  the 
better  man,  would  immediately  be  able 
to  sell  his  tenant  right  to  the  very  man 
who  had  been   rejected,    although  he 
had  originally  offered  the  higher  rent 
(£120).     And  the  landlord  would  think 
he  might  just  as  well  put  the  additional 
£20  into  his  pocket.  The  tendency  would 
undoubtedly  be  that  he  would  choose  a 
higher  bidder  than  under  the  present 
By  stem,  and  the  rent  would  be  raised  in 
consequence.  Therefore,  in  that  case,  the 
rent  of  the  tenants  will  undoubtedly  be 
raised.    Next,  let  us  consider  how  the 
consequences  of  this  Bill    will   be  to 
raise  the  rents  in  the  case  of  exist- 
ing tenants,  and  not  that  of  new  ten- 
ants.     Almost   on   every  page  of  the 
Bessborough  Commission  landlords  who 
have    let    their    estates    at    very    low 
rents  are  mentioned.     There  are  other 
landlords,  to  whom  I  have  already  al- 
luded, who  let  their  estates  at  very  high 
rents;  but  their  tenants  have  nothing  to 
•ell,  for  they  are  rack-rented  up  to  the 
hilt.      The   case   with    the   low-rented 
tenants  is  different,  and  their  landlord, 
who  will  suffer  the  loss,  will  have  to  say 
to  himself'  **  I  have  this  large  estate  in 
Ireland ;  I  have  spent  a  large  sum  upon 
it ;  I  have  let  it  at  low  rents  to  a  lar^e 
nnmber  of  tenants;  I  see  under  this  Bill 


that    my  tenants,  who    are  very  low 
rented,   have  as  much  right  to  their 
interest  as  the  tenants  who    are    high 
rented ;  I  am  not  going  to  allow  this 
state  of  things  to  pass — I  shall  raise  my 
rents."     That  proves  my  point,  which 
is  that  the  tendency  of  this  clause  will 
be  to  raise  the  rents.     I  have  proved  it 
by  the  admission  of  the  Prime  Minister 
that  where  the  land  is  already  let  at  a 
low  rent  landlords  will  be  induced  to 
raise  that  rent.     Now,  I  go  a  step  fur- 
ther— to  the  incoming  tenant,  who  takes 
possession  when  the  existing  tenant  has 
sold  out.     That  individual  will  have  to 
pay  a  higher  rent,  for  he  will  not  only 
have  to  pay  the  original  rent,  but  he  will 
have  to  pay  a  premium,  for  rent  does 
not  mean  tne  amount  for  the  land  paid 
by  the  year,  the  half-year,  or  the  quar- 
ter, but  it  means  money  paid  into  the 
pocket  both  of  the  landlord  and  of  the 
outgoing    tenant    for  the  privilege  of 
holding  the  tenancy  for  the  time  being. 
He  will  have  to  pay  for  the  privilege  of 
coming  in  over  and  above  the  value  of 
manures,  and  so  forth.     Undoubtedly, 
the  effect  of  this  clause  outside  Ulster 
will  be  to  raise  the  rents.    In  the  case 
of  an  old  lease  farm,  in  the  case  of  a  new 
lease  farm,  or  in  the  case  of  an  incoming 
tenant  where  the  tenancy  has  once  been 
sold,  in  every  one  of  these  three  cases 
the  inevitable  tendency  of  the  clause  will 
be  to  make  future  tenants  in  Ireland  pay 
more  for  their  land  than  is  paid  now. 
And  now  I  want  to  come  to  the  7th 
clause  for  a  moment.    I  thought,  after 
all  the  explanations  that  we  had  had 
ftt>m  divers  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  others,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John  Bright)  would 
have  thrown  some  additional  light  on 
this  subject.     I  am  sorry  to  say  that  we 
are  just  as  much  in  the  dark  as  ever ; 
he  has  attempted  to  g^ve  us  a  new  defi- 
nition.    Putting  aside  the  first  part  of 
the    sub-section — namely,    that    which 
deals  with  the  Ulster  Custom,  wo  come 
to  the  second  part,   and  we   want  to 
know,  practically,  what  it  is  under  that 
part  that  the  landlord  will  have  to  suffer. 
Well,   the    right  hon.   Gentleman   has 
favoured  us  with  a  new  definition,  and 
it  is  rather  an  extraordinary  one.     He 
says  that  what  the  tenant  will  have  to 
sell  is  this — "  a  certain,  at  present  un- 
defined, value  of  his  holding."    That  is 
certainly  a  ohanning  explanation  of  a 
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rery  complicated  subject.  [Mr.  John 
Bright:  Not  defined  in  Ulster.]  We 
are  not  talking  about  Ulster.  In  the 
former  part  of  the  clause,  not  only  is 
Ulster  mentioned,  but  also  any  other 
part  where  there  is  a  custom  or  usage ; 
but  we  are  now  coming  to  the  places 
where  there  is  no  custom  or  usage. 
Wherever  there  is  a  custom  or  usage,  of 
course  the  case  is  clear,  and  we  can 
understand  the  matter  without  asking 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  an  expla- 
nation ;  but,  coming  to  the  place  where 
there  is  no  custom  or  usage,  we  ask 
what  is  it  the  tenant  will  have  to  sell  ? 
And  we  are  told,  **  a  certain,  at  present 
undefined,  value  of  his  holding."  Is 
that  to  be  the  only  explanation  to  the 
County  Court  Judge?  How  is  the 
County  Court  Judge  to  interpret  it  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  this  is 
a  difficult  part  of  the  Bill,  and  I  agree 
with  him,  seeing  what  a  gross  injustice 
will  be  perpetrated  by  the  clause.  I  am 
not  speaking  of  this  as  a  matter  of 
drafting  or  of  Committee,  for  it  is  a 
question  of  deep  principle.  What  the 
Government  have  said  in  the  Bill  is  that 
the  tenant's  interest  is  to  be  estimated 
with  reference  to  **  the  scale  of  compen- 
sation for  disturbance  by  this  Act  pro- 
vided." What  do  you  mean  by  that  ? 
When  you  put  in  a  scale  of  compen- 
sation for  disturbance,  what  did  you  do 
it  for  ?  You  did  it  in  order  to  inflict  a 
penalty  upon  the  landlord  for  unjustly 
evicting  a  tenant.  First  you  said  a  man 
may  be  fined,  say  £100,  for  unjustly 
evicting  a  tenant ;  and  now  you  say  he 
is  liable  to  pay  the  same  sum,  not  as  a 
penalty,  not  for  evicting  a  tenant,  not 
because  he  takes  any  action  whatever, 
but  because  the  tenant  chooses  to  say — 
"I  want  the  money  and  will  appeal  to 
the  Court."  Can  anything  more  unjust 
be  conceived?  In  1870  it  was  said — 
"  We  want  to  prevent  tenants  being  un- 
justly evicted; "  and,  further,  to  the  land- 
lords it  was  said — **  If  you  are  going  to 
evict  these  men,  you    shall    pay   this 

{)enalty  for  doing  so."  Well,  the  land- 
ord  does  not  want  to  evict  a  tenant;  but 
the  latter  may  come  forward  in  the 
Court  and  say — **I  know  my  landlord 
does  not  want  to  evict  me,  and  would 
like  very  well  to  see  me  stay ;  I  do  not, 
therefore,  claim  anything  as  compen- 
sation for  disturbance,  but  I  want  to 
leave — but  I  wish  to  have  the  sum  I 
should  have  been  entitled  to  if  he  had 
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evicted  me."    All  this,  X  must  say,  has 
very  much  astonished    me.      If   1  had 
considered  the  matter  novr  for  the  fint 
time  I  should  not  have    been  so  mudi 
surprised;  but  that  is  not  the  case.  Thii 
question  of  fair  rents  has  been  ar^uedand 
re-argued  over  and  over  a^ain  •    There  ii 
a  celebrated  anecdote  told,   of  a  learned 
advocate  who,  in  the  huri7  of  opening 
his  case,  got  hold  of  the   -wron^  stoxy 
and  made  a  powerful  oration  in  faroor  oif 
the  other  side ;  but,  being  reminded  by 
a  touch  on  the  shoulder  by  one  of  his 
friends  of  the  mistake  he    bad    fallen 
into,   with    the    utmost  self*pos8es8io& 
said — ''  Such,  gentlemen   of    the  jury, 
is  the  case  which  my  learned    &ead 
opposite   will    put    before    you,'*    and 
then    proceeded    to    demolish     it     and 
put  the  right  case  before  the  jury.  Thai 
is  exactly  the  case  of  the    rig^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  in  IhiJ 
matter.     The  only  difiPerence     is    that 
during  the  1 1  years  which  have  paased 
since  the  introduction  of  the  Tjsnd  Ad 
of  1870,  many  things  that  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  said  have  been   forgotten. 
Many  of  the  arguments  used    by  the 
Prime  Minister  in  1870  against  the  pro- 
visions contained  in  this  Bill  remain  a^ 
the  present  time  unanswered.     That  is 
something  that  I  am  bound  to  say  does 
astonish  me.      They  were  arg-aments, 
not  of  principle,  but  of  positive  fact. 
Why,  when  we  came  to  this  question  ot 
the  valuation  of  rents,  the  right   hon. 
Gentleman  declared  that  it  was  not  only 
extremely  unfair,  but  that  it  was  impos- 
sible and  could  not  be  done.    When  the 
question  came  before  the  House  as  to 
whether    exorbitant    rents    oould    be 
valued  with  a  view  to  their  being  re- 
duced, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
he  should  like  to  see  the  man  who  would 
get  up  and   state,  in  reasonable   lan- 
guage, that  he  could  support  that  pro- 
position.   Before  the  debate  closes,  no 
doubt  we  shall  hear  this   ''reasonable 
language."     Now,  I  want  to  go  one 
step  further.    I  quite  agree  that  you 
met  the  evil  of  eviction,  to  some  extent, 
by  the  Land  Bill  of  1870,  by  which  a 
penalty  was  put  on  the  landlord  for 
unjust  eviction.  That  Bill  has,  however, 
in  some  degpree  failed,  because,  as  you 
yourselves  say,  landlords  do  not  evict 
but  raise  the  rent.    You  therefore  say— 
"  Let  us  have  this  clause  for  valuing  the 
rent."    It  seems  to  me  that  is  rather 
jumping  at  a  conclusion  far  beyond  the 
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OTil  it  18  desired  to  remedy.  What  you 
want  I  will  point  out.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  we  make  no  sugges- 
tions ;  but  I  would  venture  to  offer  one. 
I  assume  my  premisses  are  right,  and 
that  the  evil  you  want  to  correct  is  that 
the  Act  of  1870,  though  it  practically 

Srevented  eviction  to  a  great  extent,  yet 
id  not  prevent  the  raising  of  rents.  The 
Ohief  Secretary  put  before  us  some 
heart-rending  cases  where  tenants  had 
reclaimed  land  and  removed  stones  and 
built  houses,  the  result  being  that  the 
rent  had  been  largely  increased ;  and 
there  is  no  one  on  this  side  of  the  House 
who  would  not  say  that  that  is  a  mon- 
strous iniquity.  I  do  not  mean  to  say, 
and  the  Commission  very  properly  states, 
that  you  cannot  say  all  the  improve- 
ments are  to  be  taken  from  the  landlord 
and  handed  over  to  the  tenants,  other- 
wise landlords  would  have  nothing  but 
waste  land.  There  must  be  a  statutory 
limitation.  What  you  mean  is  that  all 
the  recent  improvements  made  by  a 
tenant  shall  not  be  put  in  the  landlord's 
pocket,  and  you  want  to  prevent  the 
landlord  ^m  raising  his  rent.  Well, 
why  do  you  not  say  that  if  the  tenant 
has  his  rent  raised  he  has  a  right  to  say — 
**  Very  well,  we  will  have  a  settlement. 
If  things  are  allowed  to  go  on  as  they 
are  I  shall  be  content ;  but  if  you  choose 
to  raise  the  rent  it  is  time  we  had  a 
settlement  of  accounts.  I  have  done  so 
much,  my  predecessors  did  so  much — 
built  houses,  planted  manures  that  are 
not  exhausted,  and  so  forth.  Let  us  fix 
the  value  of  the  improvements  that  be- 
long to  the  tenants — let  us  know  what 
they  are  and  pay  me  the  money  down. 
If  you  cannot  afford  to  pay  me  money 
down  capitalize  it  and  deduct  the  interest 
from  the  rent."  Here  you  would  have  a 
remedy  for  a  great  evil  you  want  to  pro- 
vide for.  You  would  not  infringe  any 
Principle  of  political  economy ;  you  would 
o  what  is  just,  and  you  would  not  give 
to  the  tenant  one  farthing  that  he  has 
not  a  right  to  receive.  If  you  did  this 
you  would  do  justice  between  the  parties. 
You  are  not  content  with  that,  however ; 
vou  want  to  do  something  more,  and  it 
18  just  because  you  want  to  do  some- 
thing more  that  we  are  so  entirely  op- 
posed to  this  part  of  the  Bill.  I  have 
observed  in  a  great  many  of  the  speeches 
of  hon.  Members  who  have  spoken  on 
this  matter  that  thev  have  mixed  up 
two  things.     The  hon.   Member   for 


Staleybridge  (Mr.  Summers),  for  in- 
stance, based  his  speech  upon  the  im- 
provements the  tenants  had  put  in  the 
land.  He  never  touched  this  point  that 
we  object  to.  What  we  object  to  is, 
not  payment  for  improvements,  but 
payment  for  something  else — something 
that  does  not  belong  to  the  tenant  and 
never  did  The  hon.  Member  for  Staley- 
bridge, therefore,  failed  to  appreciate  that 
part  of  the  case.  Do  not  let  the  hon. 
Oentleman  run  away  with  the  idea  sug- 
gested by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  that  all  the  improvements 
are  done  by  the  tenant.  [Mr.  JoHir 
Bright  :  I  did  not  say  all,  but  nine- 
tenths.]  That  is  nearly  all.  Do  not 
let  the  House  run  away  with  the  idea 
that  all  the  improvements  are,  as  a  rule, 
done  by  the  tenant.  When  we  read 
the  Beport  and  the  Evidence  published 
by  the  Bessborough  Commission,  we  find 
that  on  most  of  the  large  estates  most 
of  the  improvements  have  been  made 
by  the  landlords,  and  that  some  of  them 
have  practically  received  no  rent  for  the 
land.  ['*  Oh,  oh  !  "]  Well,  you  find 
that  to  be  the  case  in  some  parts  of 
Ireland,  and  you  know  that  it  is  so. 
Many  of  the  large  Irish  landlords  have 
spent  nearly  the  whole  of  their  receipts 
on  their  estates.  All  these  improve- 
ments should  be  deducted  when  the 
tenant  makes  his  claim.  We  are  not 
willing  that  you  should  give  the  tenant 
that  which  he  never  had  and  has  no 
right  to  have.  I  am  far  from  saying 
that  the  Ulster  Custom  is  not  a  wise 
one  or  has  not  worked  beneficially  in 
Ulster,  and  I  do  not  say  that  if  you 
introduced  that  custom  to  the  rest  of 
Ireland  it  would  not  work  well.  It 
would  not  suit  English  habits,  and  I  do 
not  profess  to  be  a  judge  of  what  Irish 
habits  are ;  but  I  say  if  you  are  going  to 
take  a  serious  step,  state  at  once  openly 
and  precisely  what  it  is  you  are  going 
to  do.  Tou  are  going  to  take  away 
something  which  has  hitherto  been  con- 
sidered as  always  belonging  to  the  land- 
lord, and  to  hand  it  over  to  the  tenant, 
and  you  are  not  going  to  pay  the  land- 
lord anything  for  it.  'It  comes  to  that ; 
and  I  cannot  for  one  moment  imagine 
that  in  all  these  discussions  the  question 
of  compensation  has  not  entered  into 
the  minds  of  the  Government.  I  quite 
see  all  the  difficulties  they  must  have 
had  to  oonsider  in  dealing  with  the 
question.    They  may  have  asked  them- 
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selves — "Where  is  the  oompensation  to 
come  from?    Can  we  get  it  from  the 
British  taxpayer?"     They  might  have 
thought  of  the  Church  Surplus  Fund  ; 
but  I  am  afraid  there  is  no  Church 
Surplus.     I  have  no  doubt  that  that 
was  thought  of ;  but  there  is  no  surplus 
— or,  at  least,  there  is  none  available. 
But  that  does  not   alter   the   question 
whether  compensation  ought  to  be  given 
or  not.     All  I  can  say  is,  give  the  tenant 
by  all  means  the  full  value,  if  he  wants 
it,  of  his  improvements;  let  us  have  a 
reckoning  up.     The  landlord  raises  his 
rent,  and  the  tenant  says — **  Very  well, 
then,  you  shall  pay  the  value  of  my  im- 
provements."    But  if,  beyond  that,  you 
are  going  to  take  from  the  landlord 
what  has  always  been  considered  to  be- 
long to  him  you  must  pay  him  for  it. 
If  in  the  wisdom  of  the  Government 
they  think  it  right  that  this  should  be 
done,  and  that  the  property  shall  be  in 
the  hands  of  the  tenant  for  the  future, 
let  them  say  so  outright,  and  not  by  a 
clause  which  we  cannot  understand.   Let 
them  isay — **In  our  opinion  it  is  right 
that  the  tenant  right  custom  of  Ulster 
should  prevail  all  over  Ireland.     We 
shall  therefore  say  to  the  landlords  of 
Ireland  —  *  For  the  public  good  this 
must  be  taken  out  of  your  estates,  and 
they  must  be  considered  as  if  they  were 
in  Ulster.     There  is  no  usage  or  custom 
to  warrant  us  in  doing  so ;  but  as  we 
think  it  is  for  the  public  benefit — that 
it   is  for   the  benefit  of  Ireland  that 
the  custom  and  usage  which  prevail  in 
Ulster  should   prevail  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  country — we 
are  bound  to  say  we  shall  impose  that 
obligation  upon  you  which  is  imposed  on 
the  landlords  of  Ulster.     But,  as  in  all 
other  cases  when  we  take  away  property 
from  one  man  for  the  benefit  of  others, 
we  offer  you  compensation — full,  fair, 
and  ample  compensation  for  the  injury 
we  undoubtedly  do  to  your  estates.* " 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (Mr, 
Shaw,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Thursday. 

PAELIAMENTARY  OATHS  (MOTION 
FOR  BILL). 

ADJOUB^•ED   DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  the  Question  [6th    May], 

Sir  R.  Juheton  Cro$$ 


'*  That  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Qaeetion 
[2nd  May],  *  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair  for  Committee  on  the  Parliamentary 
Oaths  (Motion  for  Bill)  *  be  further  Adjourned 
till  Tuesday  next,  at  Two  of  the  clock." — (Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
Debate  be  further  adjourned  till  Tues- 
day next,^  at  Two  of  the  clock." 

Debate  resumed, 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  may  be  con- 
venient to  remind  the  House  that  the 
Question  before  it  is — That  this  debate 
be  further  adjourned  till  to-morrow,  at 
2  o'clock. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  :  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  debate  bo  further  adjourned  till 
Thursday. 

Mr.  speaker  :  No  Amendment  to 
that  effect  can  now  be  put,  as  the  House 
has  already  affirmed  the  proposition 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Question. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  wished  to  remind  the  House  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  promised  to  state  the 
course  he  intended  to  pursue  when  the 
Motion  was  brought  on  that  evening, 
and  had  also  stated  that  he  should  like 
a  division  to  be  taken.  He  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  thought  the  best  course 
the  House  could  pursue  would  be  to 
proceed,  as  soon  as  possible,  to  that  di- 
vision. He  should,  to  enable  them  to 
do  so,  conclude  by  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate,  and  on  these  par- 
ticular and  distinct  grounds.  The  House 
had  been  sitting  since  the  6th  of  January, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  ab- 
sorbed, under  the  necessities  of  the  case, 
and  in  the  interest  of  the  country  as  he 
had  stated,  the  whole  of  the  Private 
Members'  nights.  The  Motion  was  one 
which  might  well  be  made  on  some  fu- 
ture day  without  interfering  with  any- 
thing, and  on  which  there  might  be  a  far 
better  opportunity  of  considering  and 
discussing  when  there  was  time  on  a 
Government  night,  and  then  it  might  be 
right,  and  fair,  and  just  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  press  forward  the  question.  But 
it  was  not  right,  or  fair,  or  just — it  was 
unjust  and  unfair  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  take  away  private 
Members'  days  in  the  way  now  proposed. 
It  must  be  remembered  also  that  if  the 
House  granted  a  Day  Sitting  to-morrow, 
they  might  have  another  on  Friday, 
and  there  would  be  nothing  to  prevent 
Day  Sittings  until  this  or  any  other 
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Bill  was  brouglit  in  and  passed.  He 
would  move  that  the  debate  should  be 
adjourned. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK  said, 
he  would  second  the  Motion,  in  order  to 
place  before  the  House  some  facts  to 
show  that  to  grant  this  Morning  Sitting 
would  be  to  establish  a  dangerous  pre- 
cedent in  regard  to  the  rights  of  private 
Members.  It  would,  he  said,  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  rigbt  hon.  Gentleman 
that  during  the  last  Liberal  Administra- 
tion it  was  his  (Mr.  Cavendish  Ben- 
tinck's)  duty  to  protest  against  the  en- 
croachments which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman made  on  the  privileges  of  private 
Members,  and  especially  with  regard  to 
the  practice,  then  first  established,  of  ap- 
pointing Morning  Sittings  in  the  early 
part  of  the  Session.  His  remonstrances, 
then,  and  those  of  his  Friends,  were  of 
little  avail ;  but  the  Government  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield  adopted  a  fairer  and  more 
equitable  course.  To  prove  that  he 
need  go  no  further  back  than  1876, 
when,  on  the  8th  of  June,  and  on  a 
similar  occasion.  Lord  Beaconsfield  laid 
down  the  principle  upon  which,  in  his 
judgment.  Morning  Sittings  ought  to  be 
appointed.  He  said  Morning  Sittings 
were  not  a  procedure  to  which  he  would 
ever  have  recourse  except  towards  that 
part  of  the  year  when  the  pressure  of 
Fublic  Business  was  very  great.  Ac- 
cordingly, in  that  year,  the  regular  Morn- 
ing Sittings  commenced  upon  the  above 
date,  and  in  1877  were  first  appointed 
for  Tuesdays  only,  commencing  on  June 
5.  In  the  following  year  there  were 
no  regular  Morning  Sittings  until  June 
18,  and  in  1879  the  first  regular  Morn- 
ing Sitting  was  on  the  27th  of  May. 
The  principle  clearly  was  that  no  Morning 
Sittings  should  be  held  before  the  com- 
mencement of  June,  or  thereabouts,  ex- 
cept with  the  consent  of,  and  for  the  con- 
venience of,  the  House.  The  precedent 
mentioned  on  a  former  occasion  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  of  a  Morning  Sitting  held  in  1879, 
on  the  6th  of  May,  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment, was  wholly  inapplicable  to  the  pre- 
sent case,  for  it  would  be  seen  by  a  refer- 
ence to  jETan^ar^^  that  that  Morning  Sitting 
on  the  6th  of  May  was  held  at  the  re- 
quest of  Members  of  the  House,  in  order 
tnat  the  House  might  proceed  with  the 
Valuation  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  took  objection 


to  tbe  proposal  to  bave  that  Morning 
Sitting,  and  twice  gave  Notice  of  oppo* 
sition ;  but  when  the  time  came  he  did 
not  oppose  the  Motion,  and  the  debate 
was  proceeded  with  at  a  Morning  Sit- 
ting with  the  unanimous  consent  of  the 
House.  A  Moining  Sitting  was  held 
on  the  27th  of  May  merely  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  House  before  the  Easter 
Holidays,  and  regular  Morning  Sittings 
were  not  resumed  till  the  10th  of  June. 
The  practice  of  not  holding  Morning 
Sittings  before  June  was  in  accordance 
with  the  old  practice  of  the  House  when 
Morning  Sittings  commenced  at  12 
o'clock  ;  and  it  was  clear  from  the  pre- 
cedents he  had  cited  that  Morning  Sit- 
tings, early  in  the  Session,  ought  not 
to  he  appointed  except  with  the  consent 
of  the  House — which,  in  this  case,  was 
clearly  not  given.  For  the  convenience 
and  information  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
called  themselves  independent,  and  who 
sat  below  the  Gangway  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  he  had  thought  it 
desirable  to  make  them  acquainted  with 
these  facts;  and  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  gain  a  great 
point  if  he  could  so  govern  them  as  to 
obtain  their  support  to  some  Motions  he 
had  proposed,  but  to  which  they  were 
extremely  adverse.  It  would  also  be 
well  if  they  would  come  down  to  the 
House  when  encroachments  were  to  be 
made  on  the  rights  of  private  Memhers, 
and  would  oppose  a  Motion  which,  if 
the  votes  of  the  House  could  be  taken, 
as  he  thought  they  ought  to  be  taken, 
by  ballot,  he  believed  would  be  re- 
jected. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (5tr  WfAlter  B,  BariUloL) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir.  at  this  time 
of  the  night  the  most  rational  course 
would  be,  if  we  are  to  have  a  division, 
to  go  straight  to  that  division  ;  but  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Cavendish  Bentinck)  thought  he  had 
matter  to  communicate  to  the  House 
which  was  so  important  and  so  accurate 
that  he  could  not  possibly  withhold  it. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
says  there  was  once  a  Government  in 
this  country — at  a  period  so  deplorable 
that  he  cannot  refer  to  it  without  pain- 
when  there  was  in  operation  a  con- 
spiracy against  the  rights  of  privatQ 
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Members,  but  tbat  that  goilty  Oabinet 
was  dismissed  from  Office,  and  another 
Govern ment  came  in  ;  and  then  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  al- 
though he  had  in  vain  struggled  in 
former  times  to  defend  the  rights  of  the 
House,  found  he  had  a  different  set  of 
people  to  deal  with.  [Mr.  Cavbitoish 
feENTiNCK  :  I  never  said  anything  of  the 
sort.]  I  am  not  endeavouring  to  cite 
the  words  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  It  would  be  perfectly  in 
vain  for  me. to  try  to  do  so ;  they  are  far 
beyond  my  powers.  It  will  be  seen  that 
it  is  the  spirit  of  his  speech  to  which  I 
am  confining  myself.  With  this  new 
Government  the  principles  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  prevailed ; 
and  then,  with  some  insignificant  excep- 
tions which  are  hardly  worth  notice,  all 
Morning  Sittings  were  adjourned,  or  not 
allowed  until  late  in  May,  or  until  the 
month  of  June.  That  is  the  upshot  of 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman ;  and  I  must  admit 
that,  so  far  as  I  can  judge,  during 
the  time  of  the  late  Government  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  ample  leisnre  for  informing  him- 
self on  this  matter,  although  he  ap- 
peared to  be  generally  oppressed  by  the 
duties  of  Office.  But  I  wish  simply  on 
this  occasion,  without  further  discussion, 
to  test  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemen,  and  show,  with 
reference  to  the  present  circumstances, 
what  were  the  actual  dates,  extracted 
from  the  Pecords  of  this  House,  when 
Morning  Sittings  commenced,  as  he 
has  told  us,  when  he  completely  suc- 
ceeded in  defendiog  the  rights  of  private 
Members.  I  will  take,  first,  the  year 
1875,  when  the  first  Momini^  Sitting 
was  on  the  16th  of  March.  There  was 
another  Morning  Sitting  on  the  Idth  of 
April,  and  then  they  became  usual.  In 
1877  the  first  Morning  Sitting  was  on 
the  27th  of  March;  in  1878,  the  first 
Morning  Sitting  was  on  the  19th  of 
March,  and  the  second  and  third  Morn- 
ing Sittings  in  that  year  were  of  par- 
ticular interest  in  connection  with  the 
part  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  taken  on  this  peculiar 
question.  On  the  26th  and  the  29th  of 
March  there  were  Morning  Sittings  on 
the  Mutiny  Bill,  in  which  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  specially 
interested.  After  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  thinks  he  has 


made  an    aoomate   statement    to    €tdm 
Honse.    I  make  no  complaint  of  ^oe« 
Morning  Sittings.     My  own  opimon  im 
that,  as  far  as  Morning  Sittings  go  as  a 
plan,  they  onght  not  to  be  intetxiiieed  at 
an  early  date.  This  seems  to  be  a  special 
ground,  at  all  events,  on  which  to  try 
the  judgment  of  the  Honse.  When  that 
judgment  has  been  taken  there  will  be 
time  for  further  discussion ;  but  it  will 
be  remembered  that  a  measore  to  trj 
the  judgment  of  the  Honse  is  no  part  <rf 
the  policy  of   the  (Government.     It  is 
simply  a  proposal  made  by  the  GoFera- 
ment  with  a  view  to  providing  for  a 
dilemma  that  has  arisen  out  of  a  Tote 
which  the  Government  resisted.     The 
Government  felt  it  to  be  their  duty, 
notwithstanding,  to  render  any  assist- 
ance they  could,   and  they    therefore 
made  this  proposal.     We  are  certainly 
desirous  to  have  the  judgment  of  the 
House  upon  that  proposal;  but  before 
they  can  nave  that  judgment  they  must 
have  the  power  of  taking  the  vote  of  the 
House,  and  the  power  of  making  a  pro> 
posal.     The  object  of  the  Morning  Sit- 
ting which  is  now  asked  for  is  to  enable 
them  to  make  that  proposal,  and  the 
preliminary  step  to  making  that  pro- 
posal is  that  which  is  now  before  the 

House.        

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  charged  the  Oppo- 
sition with  having  placed  the  House  in 
a  dilemma ;  but  the  fact  was  that  the 
dilemma  had  arisen  on  account  of  the 
very  peculiar  appearance  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  at  the  Table,  for  which  the  Minis- 
terial Party  were  accountable.  No  one 
could  doubt  that  the  dilemma  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  had  been 
created  by  those  by  whom  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  had  been  supported,  of  whom  the 
leaders  were  Her  Majesty's  Ministers. 
He  hoped  that  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House  would 
excuse  so  humble  a  Member  of  the 
House  as  himself  (Mr.  Newdegate)  for 
distinctly  repudiating,  on  the  part  of  the 
Opposition,  any  responsibility  for  the 
present  dilemma.  The  right  hon.  Gbn- 
tleman  claimed  for  his  attempt  to  estab- 
lish Morning  Sittings  early  in  the  Ses- 
sion the  precedents  established  by  the 
late  Government.  But,  if  his  memory 
did  not  betray  him,  he  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  deemed  it  to  be  his  dutv  to  repudiate 
the  entire  oonduot  of  the  late  Adminis* 
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tration.  He  (Mr.  Newdeg^te)  himBelf, 
indeed,  regarded  the  conduct  of  the  late 
Government  as  reprehensible  in  not  hav- 
ing shown  more  promptitude  and  firm- 
ness in  dealing  with  obstruction,  and  it 
was  that  systematic  obstruction  of  the 
Business  of  the  House  which  had  in  the 
last  Parliament  rendered  early  Morning 
Sittings  necessaiy.  He  held,  then,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  basing 
his  conduct  upon  precedents  which  he 
had  repudiated  and  condemned  at  meet- 
ings throughout  the  country,  as  well  as 
in  that  House,  while  he  pleaded  nothing 
in  justification  for  this  change  of  opinion 
on  his  part.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  charged  the  late  Government  with 
adopting  a  course  which  endangered  the 
independence  of  Parliament,  and  yet 
now  proposed  to  pursue  the  same  course 
himself;  and  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  con- 
tended that  the  precedents  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  cited  in  favour 
of  the  course  he  proposed  for  the  virtual 
and  practical  coercion  of  the  House  were 
vitiated  by  his  own  often-repeated  pre- 
vious statements. 

Quesdon  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  182;  Noes 
202 :  Majority  20.-(DiV.  List,  No.  199.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  BITOHIE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  whether,  after  such  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  of  the  House,  he  intended 
to  persist  with  the  Motion  that  the 
House  should  meet  that  day  at  2  o'clock  ? 
He  desired  to  point  out  to  the  House 
that  the  division  had  been  taken  espe- 
cially at  the  instance  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  who  rather  went  out  of  his 
way  in  order  to  attach  significance  to 
the  division,  and  led  the  House  to  be- 
lieve that  the  whole  of  his  forces  would 
be  marshalled  in  the  support  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  8PEAKEE  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  as  he  has  already 
addressed  the  House  on  this  Amend- 
ment, he  has  exhausted  his  right  of 
SDeakm  fir. 

Mb.  GOEST  said,  he  had  not  yet  ex- 
hausted his  right,  and  therefore  he 
thought  he  was  entitled,  seeing  that  so 
large  a  minority  had  voted,  to  ask  a 
question  of  the  Prime  Minister  on  the 
subject  of  the  Motion  before  the  House. 
The  principle  which  had  always  gtiided 
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the  House  in  taking  Morning  Sittings 
was  that  there  should  be  a  general 
assent  to  them.  There  was,  so  far  as 
he  knew,  no  instance  in  which  Morning 
Sittings  had  been  forced  upon  the  House 
by  a  small  majority  against  the  genered 
wish  of  the  House.  What  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Prime  Minister — and  it  was  a 
question  which  he  should  like  to  have 
answered  before  any  further  proceeding 
was  taken — was  whether,  as  so  large  a 
proportion  of  the  House  was  opposed  to 
a  Morning  Sitting  that  day,  he  still  in- 
tended to  persevere  with  the  Motion  for 
a  Morning  Sitting  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Personally,  I 
should  feel  inclined  to  state  the  matter 
rather  differently  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  He  says  that  there 
has  been,  so  far  as  he  knows,  no  taking 
of  a  Morning  Sitting  except  with  the 
general  assent  of  the  House.  What  I 
should  say  would  be  that,  as  far  as  I 
know,  so  far  as  Morning  Sittings  are 
concerned,  a  general  disposition  to  ac- 
cede to  the  desire  expressed  by  the 
Government.  [**  No,  no !  "]  That  has 
certainly  been  my  experience ;  but  I  do 
not  wish  to  make  it  a  matter  of  conten- 
tion. So  far  as  the  division  which  has 
just  taken  place  is  concerned,  the  num- 
ber of  those  who  voted  for  a  Morning 
Sitting  is  larger  than  the  number  who 
voted  against  it.  On  the  other  hand,  I 
presume  that  hon.  Members  who  voted 
with  the  minority  are  quite  prepared  to 
move  other  Motions  for  adjournment. 
Therefore,  if  I  were  to  persevere  with 
the  Main  Question  that  this  debate  be  ad- 
journed until  a  Morning  Sitting  this  day, 
I  certainly  should  do  so  in  the  conviction 
that  some  hon.  Gentleman  would  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  and  that 
we  should  have  a  good  chance  of  a 
Morning  Sitting,  although  it  would  be 
a  Morning  Sitting  continuous  from  now 
until  2  o'clock  to-morrow.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  may  say  that  I  do  not 
propose  to  take  a  Morning  Sitting,  but 
we  will  take  time  to  ruminate  on  the 
full  sifi^nificance  of  the  division  which 
has  taken  place.  I  may,  however,  say 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Bitohie),  that  he  is  quite 
wrong  in  his  supposition  that  there  has 
been  any  marshalling  of  the  forces  of 
the  Government.  There  has  been  no- 
thing of  the  kind.  We  have  simply 
taken  this  division  ont  he  Notice  which 
was  previously  given.     The  hon.  MeiU'" 
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ber  may  take  the  fact  for  what  it  is 
worth ;  but  I  may  say  that,  having 
g^ven  up  the  Morning  Sitting  to-mor- 
row, I  shall  take  an  early  opportunity 
of  reverting  to  the  subject. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Debate  on  Question  r2nd  May],  ''That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair," 
further  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  BILL. 

{Mr,  Chamberiain,  Mr,  Ashley,) 
[bill    115.]       SECOND   READINO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mb.  CHAMBEHLAIN:  In  moving 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  I  wish 
to  explain  that  it  contains  only  one 
operative  clause,  to  which  I  imagine 
there  will  be  no  opposition.  It  is  a  Bill 
to  explain,  and  to  some  extent  amend, 
the  Merchant  Shipping  Acts  with  refer- 
ence to  the  measurement  of  ships  for 
tonnage,  and  it  is  rendered  necessary  in 
consequence  of  an  inadvertence,  and  is 
carrying  out  the  recommendation  of  the 
Boyal  Commissioners  now  sitting  on  the 
tonnage  question.  It  is  desirable  to  pass 
it  as  speedily  as  possible,  as  other- 
wise ships  may  be  built  under  a  wrong 
impression  as  to  the  intentions  of  the 
law  in  regard  to  the  measurement  of 
the  tonnage  of  ships.  The  usual  course 
is  to  take  the  cubical  space  in  order  to 
obtain  the  gross  tonnage,  and  then  from 
the  g^ss  tonnage  is  deducted  the  space 
devoted  to  engine-room  and  other  pur- 
poses. With  those  matters  the  Bill 
does  not  propose  to  interfere ;  but  a 
olaim  has  been  made  in  certain  cases 
to  deduct  from  the  gross  tonnage  the 
spaces  which  have  not  been  included  in 
the  first  instance  in  the  gross  tonnage 
•^for  instance,  the  space  occupied  by 
funnel  casings  and  by  skylights  on 
deck.  It  is  quite  clear  that  this  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  Act,  but  that  it 
was  a  simple  inadvertence,  and  that  ships 
which  took  advantage  of  the  omissions 
in  the  existing  law  would  be  placed  at 
an  advantage  over  other  vessels,  and  be 
relieved,  to  a  certain  extent,  from  ton- 
nage dues.  It  is  in  order  to  correct 
that  inadvertence  that  this  Bill  has  been 
prepared,  and  the  etfect  of  the  Bill  is  to 
provide  that  nothing  shall  be  allowed  to 
be  deducted  from  the  gross  tonnage  for 
the  purpose  of  exemption  from  tonnage 
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dues  which  has  not  been  in  tlie  first  in- 
stance included  in  the  gross  tonnage. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Becond 
time.^ — {Mr,  Chamberlain.) 

Mb.  T.  E.  smith  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
proceed  with  the  Bill  at  that  hour  of  the 
morning,  because,  although  it  seemed  to 
be  a  small  Bill,  it  involved  an  important 
question,  which  would  seriously  affect 
the  mercantile  community.     A  number 
of  persons  had  built  ships  which  they 
believed  to  be  in  accordance  with  the 
law ;  tho  law  took  a  different  view  upon 
the  question,  and  an  action  was  tried 
which  ultimately  came  before  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  was  decided  against  the 
Board  of  Trade.     Since  then  there  had 
been  various  attempts  on  the  part  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  alter  the  law,  and 
this  was  only  another  step  in  the  same 
direction  ;  he,  therefore,  trusted  that  the 
House   would  not  proceed  with   legis- 
lation, until  they  had  an  opportunity  of 
hearing  the  views  of  those  who  were 
interested  in  the  question.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  a  Commission 
was  sitting  on  the  subject.     Then  let 
them  have  the  Eeport  of  the  Commission, 
so  that  those  interested  in  the  matter, 
who  had  a  large  amount  of  property  at 
stake,  might  have  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing their  opinion  on  the  new  legis- 
lation proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment.    He  appealed  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  considering  the  lateness 
of  the  hour,  and  that  a  Boyal  Commis- 
sion was  sitting  on  the  subject,  not  to 
ask  the  House  to  proceed  with  the  Bill 
that  night.    If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did,  he    must    certainly  move,   as    an 
Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  that  day  six  months. 

Mr.  W.  LOWTHER.  in  seconding 
the  Amendment,  said,  he  did  so  for  the 
simple  reason  that  the  Bill  only  came 
into  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  that 
afternoon.  The  subject  was  a  very  im- 
portant one.  A  Commission  was  already 
sitting  upon  it,  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  not  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a 
second  time  in  that  hurried  manner. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  oat 
the  word  "  now.^*  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  *'  upon  this 
day  six  months."— (ifr.  71  £.  Smtth.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question/' 
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SiE  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
hoped  that  both  the  Motion  and  the 
Amendment  would  be  withdrawn  for  the 
present.  He  could  not  imag^ine  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  would  wish  to  press 
forward  a  Bill  which  had  not  been  in 
the  hands  of  Members  and  had  not  been 
printed.  [Mr.  Chamberlain:  It  is  on 
the  Table.  J  It  was  not  amon^i:  the  Bills 
Ijdoff  on  tne  Table  of  the  House.  It 
could  be  obtained  at  the  Bill  Office  that 
afternoon  ;  but  it  had  not  yet  been  de- 
lirered  in  the  usual  way. 

Mr.  chamberlain  said,  he  had 
made  inquiries  at  the  Office,  and  had 
been  informed  that  it  had  been  deliyered 
that  morning. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  replied, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 
wrongly  informed.  The  Clerk  at  the 
Table  had  shown  him  a  memorandum 
which  showed  that  the  Bill  had  not 
been  delivered.  It  was  quite  impossible, 
therefore,  that  the  House  could  g^  on 
with  the  second  reading.  In  the  list  of 
Bills  hon.  Members  were  supposed  to 
look  at,  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill  was 
mentioned  as  not  delivered.  But  even 
if  it  had  been  delivered  that  morning, 
hon.  Members  could  not  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  examining  its  provisions. 
It  was  a  Bill  which  undoubtedly  affected 
very  important  interests,  and,  under  the 
circumstances,  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  consent  to  adjourn  the 
debate. 

Mr.  chamberlain  :  I  can  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  House 
that  I  have  no  desire  to  press  the  Bill 
forward  with  undue  haste,  and  the  mo- 
ment the  House  asked  for  more  time  I 
was  prepared  at  once  to  fall  in  with  that 
expression  of  opinion.  If  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  T.  E.  Smith)  will  withdraw 
the  Amendment,  I  will  withdraw  the 
Motion  and  postpone  the  Bill.  With 
regard  to  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  I  may  say  that  I 
had  made  inquiry  at  the  Vote  Office, 
and  I  was  assured  in  the  most  positive 
terms  that  the  Bill  was  delivered  this 
morning.  [Mr.  Monk  :  Hear,  hear !] 
I  gather  from  the  cheer  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr. 
Monk)  that  he  has  received  a  copy.  I 
have  only  i.iade  these  remarks,  because 
I  do  not  wish  it  to  be  understood  that 
I  had  moved  the  second  reading  of  a 
Bill  which  had  not  been  delivered. 


Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  The 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  will  do  me  the 
justice  to  suppose  that  I  had  ample  jus- 
tification for  the  statement  I  made. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  remarked,  that  he 
had  received  a  copy  of  the  Bill  that 
morning. 

Mr.  HEALY  protested  against  the  way 
in  which  the  Bill  had  been  brought  for- 
ward. It  was  introduced  and  read  a  first 
time  by  a  very  curious  kind  of  subter- 
ranean legislation.  About  3  o'clock  in  the 
morning  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  got 
up — a  few  seconds  before  the  House  ad- 
journed— and  whispered  something  to 
the  Clerk  which  nobody  could  hear. 
Then  somebody  said,  **  Merchant  Ship- 
ping Bill — second  reading,  Monday;" 
and  that  was  all  anybody  knew  about 
it.  He  objected  to  2  o'«Jock  in  the 
morning  legislation ;  and,  in  order  to 
prevent  a  recurrence  of  what  had  just 
happened,  he  should  put  down  a  block- 
ing Notice  against  the  Bill.  He  trusted 
that  what  had  taken  place  would  be  a 
warning  to  the  Government  not  to  at- 
tempt legislation  in  whispers. 

Mr.  T.  E.  SMITH  said,  that,  after  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  would,  with  the  leave  of  the  House, 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Thundof. 

MOTIONS. 


looal  ooyernmrirt  provisional  orders 
(askern,  &c.)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbbrt,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Jjocal  Go- 
vernment Board  relating  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Districts  of  Askern  and  Atherton,  the 
Borough  of  Birmingham,  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Districts  of  Ealing  and  Hampton  Wick, 
the  Citv  of  Liverpool,  the  Borough  of  Middles- 
borough,  and  the  Local  Oovemment  Districts 
of  Selby  and  Shirley,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Hibbbut  and  Mr.  Dodson. 

Bi]lpre»ented,BJid  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  152.] 

NEWSPAPERS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Labouchere,  Bill  for  fur- 
ther regulating  the  transmission  of  Newspapers, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Labouchbrb', 
Sir  Henrt  Drummond  Wolpp,  Mr.  Edward 
Clarke,  Mr.  A  M.  Sullivan,  and  Mr.  Dill- 
wry. 

BiHpreuntedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  164 .  ] 
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HI0HWAT8  AKD  LOOOMOnYBS    (. 
XENT)  act,    1878,   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ashlbt,  BIU  to  amend 
certain  prorisioni  of  "  The  Highwaji  and  Lo- 
oomotiTee  (Amendment)  Act,  1878/'  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Asblxt  and  Mr.  Clif- 

70BX>. 

BUlpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  156.] 

TIDAL  RIVERS  (iNTEBlCENTs)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Baron  Hekbt  Db  Wormb,  Bill 
to  amend  the  Law  in  reepect  of  the  Interment 
of  Penons  drowned  in  Tidal  Rivere,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Baron  Hbnbt  Bb  Worms,  Sir 
Btdwbt  Waterlow,  Mr.  Boobd,  and  Mr. 
Ritchh. 

BUlj^reeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  166.] 

AORIOTTLniBAL  LABOX7RBR8  (iBELAITD) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Callan,  Bill  to  improve 
the  conation  of  Agricultoral  Labourers  in  Lre- 
landy  and  to  amend  and  extend  the  Laws  in 
respect  to  the  erection  and  tenure  of  dwellings 
for  the  labouring  classes  in  Ireland,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Callan,  Mr.  Patbick 
MARTnr,  Mr.  P.  J.  Smtth,  and  Mr.  Shaw. 

Bill/»rM#ft<#<f,and  read  the  first  time.  [Billl67.1 


ABTIZAK8'   AND  LABOURERS'  DWELUKOS 
DCPROYEMENT. 

Select  Committee  appointed,  **  to  consider  the 
working  of  'The  Artisans'  and  Labourers' 
Dwellings  Improvement  Act,  1876,'  and  the 
amending  Act  of  1879,  with  a  view  of  consider- 
ing how  the  expense  of  and  the  delay  and  diffi- 
omty  in  carrving  out  these  Acts  may  be  re- 
duced, and  also  of  inquiring  into  any  causes 
which  may  have  prevented  the  reconstruction 
of  dwellings  for  tiie  Artizan  Class  to  the  full 
extent  contemplated  and  authorised  by  these 
Acts  and  of  recommending  such  Amendments 
as  may  be  most  expedient  for  canning  out  Uie 
full  intention  of  these  Acts,  and  also  to  con- 
sider the  working  of  the  Metropolitan  Streets 
Improvement  Acts,  1872  and  1877,  and  of  81 
and  82  Vic.  c.  130,  end  42  and  48  Vic.  c.  64."— 
{Sir  Miehard  Oro»».) 

House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 


SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  AKNEXATI05 
OF  THE  TRANSVAAL  —  MR.  GLAB- 
STONES  LETTER  TO  MR.  TOMKIN- 
SON.— OBSERVATIONa 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Tu$9day,  \Oth  May,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Budj^^Second  Beading— 
Inland  Revenue  Buildings*  (78). 

Cmpimi^^  — Municipal  Franchise  (Scotland)* 
{66).  *^ 


The  Earl  of  CABN ARYON  roee  to 
call  attention  to  a  letter  in  Tka  TVau*  of 
1 5th  April,  purporting  to  be  written  bj 
the  Bight  Honourable  W.  £.  Gladston* 
to  Mr.  Tomkinson  on  the  Transraal 
War.  He  said:  I  believe  that  sinee 
Parliament  sat  this  subject  has  been 
under  discussion  on  sevend  oocaaioiu  in 
this  House,  and  I  wish  to  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  making  mj  ac^ 
knowledgements  to  my  noble  Friend  op- 
posite (the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  for  the 
fair  and  considerate  way  in  which  when- 
ever my  name  has  been  mentioned  as  one 
of  those  concerned  in  the  annexation  he 
has  been  good  enough  to  deal  with  it. 
That  makes  me  all  the  more  sorry  that  I 
have  to  criticize  the  letter  referred  to  in 
the  Notice  I  have  given.  Ordinarilj,  I 
should  not  be  prepared  to  take  notice  of  a 
letter  on  a  public  subject ;  but  this  letter 
is  of  a  somewhat  different  character 
from  others.  It  is  written  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  it  contains  charges  of  sudi 
a  very  g^ave  and  dark  character  that  it 
is  hardly  possible  for  me  to  avoid  taking 
some  notice  of  it.  I  think,  therefore, 
the  earliest  notice  which  it  is  in  my 
power  to  take  is  the  best.  The  letter 
purports  to  be  a  letter  from  the  Prime 
Minister  to  Mr.  Tomkinson,  who,  I 
understand,  was  a  Liberal  candidate  for 
West  Cheshire.  The  earlier  part  of  the 
letter  I  need  not  trouble  your  Lordships 
with ;  but  I  must  read  the  concluding 
sentences.    They  are— 

'*  I  am  glad  that  in  voiir  address  in  rdation 
to  the  Tnmsvaal  you  take  the  bull  by  the  horns, 
and  avow  your  approval  outright.  I  can  assure 
you  that  when  we  come  to  the  discussion  in  the 
House  of  Commons  I  shall  ado^t  no  apologetic 
tone.  It  was  a  Question  of  sanng  the  country 
from  sheer  blooa-guiltiness.  I  chiefly  regret 
the  discussion,  because  it  will  oblige  us  to  go 
back  and  censure  anew  what  it  would  haye  been 
more  agreeable  to  spare." 

There  are  three  different  points  in  these 
paragraphs.  As  regards  the  singular 
illus^tion  of  taking  the  bull  by  the 
horns,  I  was  prepared  for  something 
very  startling  by  the  vehement  meta- 

fhor  with  wmch  it  was  ushered  in ;  and 
was,  therefore,  surprised  when  I  found 
that  all  Mr.  Tomkinson  did  say  was 
that  he  strongly  approved  of  the  moral 
courage  of  Sie  (iovemment   in   theif 
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policy  in  the  Transyaal.  It  is  rather  a 
moderate  expression  to  evoke  so  strong 
a  simile.  The  points  which  are  of  con- 
sequence are  in  the  sentences  which 
follow.  When  Mr.  Gladstons  says  he 
regrets  the  discussion  ''because  it  will 
oblige  us  to  go  back  and  censure  anew 
what  it  would  have  been  more  agreeable 
to  spare,"  that  sentence,  as  far  as  I  can 
read  it,  can  point  only  to  one  of  two 
persons — either  to  Sir  Theophilus  Shep- 
stone,  who  practically  carried  the  an- 
nexation into  effect,  or  to  myself.  Sir 
Theophilus  Shepstone  is  a  man  whose 
name,  until  within  the  last  few  years, 
was  not  known  in  this  country.  He  was 
one  of  those  public  servants  of  which 
this'  country  has  so  many  and  feels  so 
proud,  whose  whole  lives  are  spent  in 
the  conscientious  and  faithful  discharge 
of  their  duty  abroad.  His  has  been  a 
very  long  and  unblemished  career ;  but 
I  shall  not  attempt  to  defend  him  until 
I  know  more  distinctly  what  are  the 
charges  made  against  him.  It  is  only 
fair  that  the  accusations  against  such  a 
man  should  be  formulated.  Whenever 
any  charge  is  directly  made  against  him 
I  am  perfectly  prepared  to  take  my  full 
share  of  responsibility  in  the  matter; 
and  I  feel  confident  that  I  can  put  his 
conduct  in  a  light  which  will  satisfy  your 
Lordships  and  the  country.  As  regards 
myself  and  Mr.  Gladstone's  wish  to  spare 
censure,  I  have  no  desire  to  be  spared 
in  the  matter  at  all.  I  ask  for  no  for- 
bearance, and  I  am  prepared  to  face  any 
charge  that  may  be  made  against  me  in 
this  matter.  I  would,  however,  venture 
to  offer  to  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  a 
caution,  and  it  is  that  when  he  makes 
these  charges  he  should  beware  lest  in  his 
haste  he  involves  some  of  his  Colleagues 
in  the  common  accusation.  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  my  noble  Friend  op- 
posite, the  Colonial  Secretary,  expressed 
a  very  honourable  and  fair  approval  of 
the  measure  at  the  time.  In  the  other 
House,  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  never  hesitated  to 
dedare  his  concurrence  in  the  measure ; 
and  I  believe  that  no  fewer  than  four 
Members  of  the  present  Government 
voted  in  favour  of  the  first  Transvaal 
g^ant,  while  there  were  others  who  by 
their  silence  assented  to  it.  I  am  not 
now  g^ing  into  any  defence  of  the 
original  annexation  of  the  Transvaal; 
bat  when  I  hear  the  glands  on  which 
it  is  attacked,  I  shall  be  perfectly  pre- 


pared to  defend  it.  At  the  time  no 
voice  was  raised  against  it.  Two  years 
subsequently,  in  this  House,  when  the 
question  was  mooted,  I  stated  the  facts, 
and  there  was  not  a  shadow  of  oppo- 
sition. It  is  not  too  much  to  ask  now, 
if  it  is  to  be  condemned  on  new  groimds, 
that  those  new  grounds  should  be  dis- 
tinctly and  formally  stated.  Whenthey 
are  so  stated  I  shall  be  perfectly  prepared 
to  defend  the  course  I  took,  and  to 
vindicate  the  course  of  the  Government 
of  which  I  was  a  Member.  I  pass  on 
now  to  another  point  in  one  sentence  of 
the  letter,  in  which  the  ris^ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man leaves  the  reeion  of  vague  charges 
and  comes  to  uie  more  substantial 
ground,  direct  propositions.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says,  "  It  was  a  question 
of  saving  the  countiy  from  sheer  blood- 
g^tiness."  I  can  truly  say  that  when 
I  read  those  words  I  was  lost  in  astonish- 
ment as  to  what  their  meaning  was. 
They  are  hard  words.  What  does 
blood-guiltiness  mean  ?  Blood-guiltiness 
is  a  term  you  apply  to  murderers  and 
other  criminals  of  the  highest  degree  of 
depravity.  If  the  words  had  fallen  from 
the  lips  of  some  irresponsible  speaker 
perorating  on  the  subject,  I  should  not 
have  troubled  your  Lordships  or  myself 
about  them.  But  this  is  a  very  different 
case ;  these  are  the  words  of  the  Prime 
Minister ;  and  they  are  not  words  spoken 
in  the  heat  of  debate ;  they  are  words 
coolly  and  deliberately  set  down  in 
writing,  and  used  as  a  manifesto  at  an 
Election,  which  was  declared  far  and 
wide  to  be  a  test  Election  of  public 
feeling.  If  there  were  blood-guilti- 
ness at  the  time  of  adopting  the  policy, 
there  must  have  been  blood  -  guilti- 
ness in  continuing  it ;  there  must  have 
been  blood-guiltiness  in  fighting  the 
battles  of  Majuba,  Ingogo,  and  Laing's 
Nek,  and,  above  all,  m  proclaiming  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  on  the  6th  of  January 
that  measures  would  be  taken  to  vindi- 
cate the  authority  of  the  Crown.  If  this 
policy  was  right,  it  was  right  at  every 
step ;  if  it  was  wrong,  it  was  wrong  at 
every  step.  But  it  really  seems  to  have 
been  reserved  to  the  Government  to 
make  this  notable  discovery  after  we 
had  sustained  three  severe  and  heavy 
defeats;  after  one  massacre  which  the 
late  Parliamentary  Papers  show  to  have 
been  treacherous  and  cold-blooded;  and 
after  a  capitulation  obtained  by  fraudu- 
lent means,  promised  to  be  cancelled, 
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but  which,  as  I  tinderstand,  has  never  I 
been  so  cancelled.  And  it  is  after  this 
succession  of  events,  that  for  the  first 
time  this  discovery  is  made.  I  should 
be  the  last  person  to  accuse  anyone  of 
blood-guiltiness ;  and  it  is  not  my  prac- 
tice to  use  hard  words ;  but  I  must,  in  all 
coolness  and  deliberation,  say,  if  there 
be  real  responsibility  for  this  measure — 
I  do  not  say  conscious  responsibility,  but 
a  real  responsibility  for  the  unhappy 
events  which  have  taken  place — that  re- 
sponsibility is  to  be  found  in  the  actions 
and  words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself,  coupled  with  such  acts  as  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Courtney  to  an 
Office  in  the  Government.  Nothing  can 
be  more  certain  than  this — that  the  un- 
fortunate speeches  which  he  made  in  his 
Mid  Lothian  canvass  contributed  to  pro- 
duce these  unhappy  events.  \^Laughter,'] 
My  noble  Friend  seems  to  doubt  it. 
[Earl  Granville  :  Very  much.]  My 
noble  Friend  may  doubt ;  but  if  there 
be  one  thing  more  certain  than  another 
it  is  that  the  words  used  then  were  taken 
up  and  carried  from  mouth  to  mouth, 
and  have  exercised  a  most  sinister  in- 
fluence on  the  Boers  of  the  Transvaal. 
Can  it  be  wondered  that  it  was  believed 
the  annexation  would  be  reversed  when 
they  had  the  assurance  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman?  Can  it  be  wondered  at 
that  when  that  annexation  was  not  can- 
celled their  disappointment  broke  out 
into  insurrection  ?  The  very  leaders 
with  whom  you  are  in  negotiation  had 
appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speeches,  and  in  a  remarkable  Petition, 
signed  by  Dutch  people  in  Holland, 
which,  no  doubt,  your  Lordships  have 
read,  the  same  confident  language  was 
held.  When  the  reports  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speeches  reached  the 
Transvaal,  they  were  printed  and  circu- 
lated with  every  kind  of  exaggeration 
and  approval,  and  it  was  said  that  the 
Transvaal  would  be  restored.  But  there 
came  a  telegp*am  from  this  country  that 
the  annexation  must  be  maintained. 
Upon  which,  the  Boers  said — **  Then 
there  is  nothing  for  us  but  to  saddle 
our  horses  and  get  out  our  arms.''  I 
do  not  here  want  to  say  anything 
of  the  terms  on  which  this  peace  has 
been  made.  My  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Earl  Cairns),  some  few  weeks 
Effo,  went  at  length  into  the  subject. 
The  Commission  is  at  present  sitting*, 
and  it  may  be  wiser  for  the  present  to 

Th$  Earl  of  Carnarvon 


leave  that  part  of  the  qnestion  alone. 
But  I  must  venture  on  this  occasion  to 
express  my  very  strong  protest  against 
the  time  and  manner  in  which  it  has 
been  made.  I  should  have  thought  the 
reversal  of  the  annexation  under  any 
circumstances  most  impolitic ;  but  it 
might  at  least  have  been  done  without 
the  discredit  which  now  attaches  to  it 
First,  you  might  have  abandoned  it  when 
you  came  into  Office.  Secondly,  when 
the  scheme  of  Confederation  broke  down 
you  had  a  fresh  point  of  departure.  And 
there  was  another  opportunity  —  you 
might  have  marched  your  army  to  Pre- 
toria, and,  probably,  without  shedding 
one  drop  of  blood,  laid  down  the  terms 
on  which  you  were  prepared  to  grant 
peace.  But  you  waited  for  three  de- 
feats, and  an  unfortunate  capitulation, 
and  then  gave  up  everything  the  Boers 
had  been  demanding — terms  which  every 
officer  and  soldier  and  man  of  honour 
in  the  country  know  to  be  terms  of 
humiliation  and  disgrace.  Allow  me, 
my  Lords,  to  add  one  warning.  The 
position  of  my  noble  Friend  opposite  is 
one  of  danger  at  the  present  moment. 
First,  because  he  does  not  know  with 
whom  he  is  neg;otiating.  Who  are  the 
negotiators  ?  They  are  men— I  wish  to 
measure  my  words  —  whose  hands  are 
scarcely  clean,  I  will  not  say  from 
blood,  but  from  complicity  in  blood 
foully  shed.  They  are  men  who  have 
scattered  far  and  wide  the  grossest,  most 
scandalous,  and  false  accusations  against 
English  officers.  They  are  men  who 
have  declared  from  first  to  last  that 
they  would  take  nothing  short  of  indepen- 
dence from  the  Zambesi  River  to  Simon's 
Bay;  and,  worst  of  all,  men  who  have 
no  real  authority  over  their  followers. 
They  are  powerless  to  execute  that  which 
they  pledged  themselves  to  carry  out. 
Look  at  the  evidence  we  have  of  the 
state  of  things  to  which  this  unhappy 
policy  is  bringing  us.  Compare  the 
condition  of  the  Transvaal  now  with 
what  it  was  four  years  ago.  It  was 
then  overrun  with  Native  Tribes.  It 
was  bankrupt.  There  was  only  12«.  ^d. 
in  the  Exchequer.  The  Boers  were 
trembling  for  their  lives.  We  stepped 
in  and  saved  them.  Their  cattle  were 
preserved  ;  their  lives  were  saved ;  and 
the  anarchy  which  existed  gradually  dis- 
appeared. Prosperity  so  far  revived  that 
the  finance  of  the  Province  is  not  onlj 
in  a  state  of  equilibrium,  bat  &ere  ia 
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a  large  surplus.  But,  now,  things  have 
reached  such  a  state  that  society  has 
been  resolved  back  to  its  original  ele- 
ments. There  is  no  law  which  the  ma- 
gistrates can  enforce.  Property  is  dis- 
appearing throughout  the  country.  Here 
and  there  a  store  may  be  open;  but 
banks  and  shops  are  closing.  Xioyalists 
are  outraged,  pillaged,  obliged  to  flee  the 
country.  The  Natives  threaten  to  rise 
against  the  Boers.  And  what  of  the 
Boer  leaders  ?  They  are  powerless.  It 
requires  very  little  foresight,  indeed,  to 
prophesy  what  must  happen  under  these 
circumstances.  Hardly  anyone  who 
knows  anything  about  the  state  of  things 
can  doubt  that  as  soon  as  your  troops 
are  withdrawn  —  perhaps  sooner — you 
will  have  a  fresh  rising.  The  same 
state  of  anarchy  will  result  in  the  same 
dangers  and  the  same  horrible  outrages. 
But  it  may  be  said  we  shall  gain  the 
Dutch.  While  I  was  in  Office  nothing 
was  nearer  my  heart,  as  far  as  Colonial 
policy  was  concerned,  than  to  win  the 
butch  back  to  loyalty  and  affection ; 
and  I  venture  to  say,  without  egotism, 
that,  circumstances  favouring  me,  I  did 
more  in  that  direction  than  any  other 
Minister  ever  had  done.  I  had  then 
just  as  great  a  difficulty  to  solve  with 
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stronger  than  any  I  have  used,  and  will 
be  condemned    wherever  the    English 
name  is  known  or  the  English  tongue 
spoken.     This  is  not  the  Way  in  which 
the  English  Empire  was  won;  nor  is 
this  the  way  in  which  it  will  be  main- 
tained.   I  wish  I  could  think  that  by 
this  unhappy  measure  you  will  secure 
the  object  you  have  in  view.     But,  my 
Lords,   there  is  no  peace  in  this  settle* 
ment.     It  is  a  house  built  upon  the  sand, 
and  very  soon  to  be  swept  away  by  the 
rising  flood.  You  will  find  that  this  settle* 
ment  will  lead  not  only  to  the  strife  of 
races,  but  to  further  troubles  and  even 
bloodshed.     But  all  this  is  now  in  a  cer- 
tain sense  a  thing  past  and  irremediable. 
But  one  thing  remains — and,  as  to  this, 
with  no  Party  feeling,  I  entreat  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  be  firm  in  their 
dealings  with  the  Boers.    They  have, 
wisely  or  unwisely,   committed    them- 
selves to  oertain  terms.   Those  terms  are 
laid  down  in  oertain  telegrams,  and  in 
the  Instructions  to  the  Commission  just 
issued.    I  do  entreat  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
yernment,  having  laid  down  those  terms, 
to  adhere  to  them.    There  is  a  feeling 
abroad  that  all  concessions  will  be  in 
vain,  and  that  anything  may  be  wrung 
and  extorted  out  of   the  Government 

suffl- 
pertinacity.  1  can  conceive  no- 
thing so  dangerous;  nothing,  to  put 
it  on  the  lowest  gpround,  so  expensive. 
When  credit  is  lost,  even  the  National 
Exchequer  itself  suffers.  Dangerous  it 
oertaioly  is ;   because  if  once  the  im- 

Eression  gets  rooted  abroad  that  you  can 
e  driven  from  pillar  to  post,  and  that 
any  concession  may  be  wrung  out  of  you 
by  pertinacity  and  force  of  arms,  then 
before  long  you  will  have  to  fight  not 
only  in  the  Transvaal  and  South  Africa, 


the  Orange  Free  State  as  Her  Majesty's  I  provided  it  is  only  pursued  with 
Government  have  now.     But  I  solved  it,    cieiit  pertinacity.     I  can  conceif 
President  Brand  was  satisfied;  and  if 
you  now   enjoy  his  loyal  co-operation 
and  help  it  is  to  that  settlement  with 
me  that  you  owe  it.    I  should  be  the 
last  man  to  quarrel  with  conciliation ; 
but  this  is  not  the  way  to  win  the  Dutch. 
And  there  is  something  above  the  mere 
conciliation  of  any  section  of  the  com- 
munity.     Something  is  due  to   those 
Natives  to  whom  you  have  pledged  the 
good  faith,   honour,   and  protection  of 
the  Crown.     Something  is  due  to  those  I  but  in  India — anywhere  and  everywhere 


loyalists  who  stood  by  us,  shoulder  to 
shoulder,  in  the  Zulu  War,  and  to  whom 
we  have  made  promises  ever  since  we 
have  been  in  possession  of  the  Trans- 
vaal.    Something  is  due  to  the  English 
residents  there,  who  have  accepted  the 
assurances  of   two  successive   Govern- 
ments,  three  successive  Secretaries  of 
State,  and  two  Governors,  and  on  the 
faith  of  those  assurances  built  hous<rs 
and  bought  farms,  and  invested  their 
capital  in   the  country.     Something  is 
due  also  to   the  English  Colonists  of 
South  Africa.   And  by  all  of  these  this 
aotion  is  oondemntd  in  language  fkr 


— for  Empire  and  for  very  existence. 

Thk  Earl  of  KIMBEULEY:  My 
Lords,  the  noble  Earl  has  stated  that  the 
house  we  are  laboriously  endeavouring 
to  build  is  crumbling  away.  I  will  re- 
mind my  noble  Friend  that  the  house 
which  he  built  has  crumbled  away,  and 
it  is  because  it  has  crumbled  away  en- 
tirely that  we  find  ourselves  involved  in 
the  difficulties  we  are  now  discussing. 
I  have  always  admitted  that  my  noble 
Friend  was  actuated  by  motives  of  the 
most  honourable  kind  in  what  he  at- 
tempted to  do,  and  that  he  believed  th« 
policy  he  was  pursuing  would  oondue« 
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to  our  interest  in  that  part  of  the  world. 
But  when  my  noble  Friend  says  that  I 
entirely  approved  his  policy,  he  is  over- 
stating the  case.  I  have  already  ex- 
plained in  the  House  what  I  did  say; 
but  as  my  noble  Friend  has  referred  to 
the  subject,  I  may  be  again  allowed  to 
state  it.  What  I  did  say  was  that  if  my 
noble  Friend  was  correctly  informed  that 
the  Boers  were  disposed  to  acquiesce, 
the  annexation  of  the  Transvaal  would 
be  A  boon  to  the  Empire.  But  every- 
thing depended  on  their  acquiescence. 
I  entirely  depended  on  the  information 
possessed  by  the  Government.  I  always 
thought  it  a  disadvantage  that  there 
should  be  an  absence  of  union  among 
the  States  in  South  Africa,,  and  I  re- 
joiced that  there  should  be  an  oppor- 
tunity if  based  upon  good  reasons  for 
uniting  a  large  portion  of  South  Africa 
to  the  Grown.  But  the  result  has  shown 
that  my  noble  Friend  committed  a  most 
serious  error  of  j  udgment.  I  can  scarcely 
conceive  a  policy  which  has  more  com- 

Eletely  and  totally  failed  than  the  policy 
e  pursued.  I  freely  admit  that  we  owe 
him  a  debt  of  gratitude  for  settling  the 
difficulty  with  regard  to  the  Diamond 
Fields  and  Griqualand  West ;  but  I  am 

Erofoundly  convinced  that  the  whole  of 
is  policy  in  South  Africa  with  that  ex- 
ception was  the  most  complete  and 
lamentable  failure  that  could  be.  My 
noble  Friend  endeavoured  to  initiate  a 
very  wise  policy  if  it  could  be  effected — 
a  policy  of  Confederation.  I  told  him 
at  the  time  that  I  thought  his  action 
on  the  question  premature,  and  that  he 
employed  a  very  unwise  agent  in  Mr. 
Froude.  Anybody  who  has  followed  the 
course  of  Mr.  Froude  in  South  Africa 
must  be  convinced  that  if  anyone  could 
have  wrecked  a  policy,  Mr.  Froude  would 
have  done  so.  Another  mistake  was  the 
annexation  of  the  Transvaal.  When  my 
noble  Friend  announced  that  he  had 
committed  himself  to  the  Confederation 
policy,  I  thought  it  advisable  that  every 
effort  should  be  made  for  its  success. 
But  my  point  is  this — that  in  that  policy, 
and  also  in  the  annexation  of  the  Trans- 
vaal, he  committed  an  error  of  judgment 
by  forcing  on  a  policy  for  which  the 
country  was  not  npe.  The  policy  was 
based  on  sand.  With  regard  to  the 
annexation  of  the  Transvaal,  I  should 
have  thought  my  noble  Friend  would 
require  no  proof  that  his  policy  has 
faUed.     What  proof  can  be  stronger 

Th0  Earl  of  Kimhtley 


than  that  three  years  after  the 
tion  its  reversal  was  pursued  by  a  great 
portion  of  the  Dutch  population  vriih.  as 
much  energy  and  determination  as  in  any 
insurrection  I  ever  heard  of?  But  then  for 
this  my  noble  Friend  has  an  explanation 
of  his  own.    He  says  the  failure  is  owin^ 
to  the  speeches  of  Mr.  Gladstone  and  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Courtney  as  Under 
Secretary  at  the  Home  Office.   The  latter 
it  is  impossible  to  connect  with  the  ques- 
tion, for  Mr.  Courtney  was  not  appointed 
Under  Secretary  until  after  the  insurrec* 
tion  broke  out.   Well,  Mr.  Gladstone  did 
undoubtedly  make  speeches  on  the  ques- 
tion, and  condemned  the  policy  pursued. 
But  anyone  who  has  read  the  Blue  Book 
on  the  subject  and  other  publicationa 
must  know  that  there  was  a  continuoiiB 
protest  on  the  part  of  the  TransTaal, 
showing  itself   in  deputations   to    this 
country  and  in  remonstrances  addressed 
to  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach ;  and  there 
is  no  reason  to  date  the  disaffection  of 
the  Boers  from  the  time  Mr.  Gladstone 
made  the  speeches  referred  to.     I  am 
perfectly  free  to  admit,  if  we  are  to  be 
blamed,  that  we  did  not  foresee   that 
those  discontents  would  culminate  in  a 
serious  outbreak    against  the  Gk>vera- 
ment.     If  I  am  to  be  blamed,  it  is  for 
that.  But  those  who  will  take  the  trouble 
to  read  the  despatches  I  received  will 
find  that  there  was  a  most  remarkable 
and  continuous  expression  of  opinion  on 
the  part  of  those  best  qualified  to  judge, 
from  their  position  in  the  country,  that 
the  state  of  things  was  gradually  grow- 
ing better.    It  was  said,  I  think,  in  some 
despatches  that  time  and  patience  alone 
were  required  to  bring  about  a  happy 
result.     There  was  a  very  interesting 
and  important  despatch  from  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley,  dated  in  1879,  as  to  which  he 
drew  my  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  had 
been  omitted  in  the  Papers  laid  before 
Parliament,  and  I  complied  with  his  re- 
quest to  produce  it.     In  that  despat<)h 
tnere  was  a  strong  expression  of  opinion 
that  the  Boers  had  a  rooted  dislike  to 
English  rule,  and  it  has  been  argued 
that  we  ought  to  have  inferred  Irom 
that  that  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley's  opi- 
nion was   that   there   was    danger  in 
our    position  in  the  Transvaal.     Bat 
there  were  later  despatches  from  8ir 
Garnet  Wolseley  which  by  no  means 
bore  out  his  former  opinion.     I  will  re- 
fer to  one  of  those  despatches,  the  cue 
dated  April  10,  1880;  which  I  take  in 
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preference  to  the  others,  because  it  was 
written  either  just  before  or  just  after  I 
came  into  Office.  In  it  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  says — 

"  Reports  from  all  quarters  of  the  Transvaal 
Bustain  the  opinion  tlmt  the  people,  being  tho- 
roughly  weary  ^  the  uncertainty  and  the 
troubles  attendant  upon  opposition  to  the  Go- 
vernment, and  seeing  no  hope  of  any  successful 
issue  from  the  dangerous  measures  in  which 
they  have  been  induced  to  place  confidence, 
have  determined  to  renounce  all  further  dis- 
turbing action,  and  to  return  to  the  peaceful 
cares  of  their  rural  life,  which  was  already 
beginning  to  suffer  from  the  continuance  of 
political  irritation." 

Therefore,  it  is  clear  that  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley,  although  he  pointed  out  the 
rooted  dislike  entertained  by  the  Boers 
for  the  English,  was  of  opinion  that 
there  was  no  serious  danger.  And  more 
than  this,  it  was  with  his  concurrence 
that  the  late  GK)vemment  reduced  the 
garrison  in  the  Transvaal  to  only  three 
regiments.  I  have  said  that  this  accu- 
sation  is  the  most  difficult  for  me  to 
meet ;  but  I  ask  the  House  to  consider 
the  state  of  things  that  my  noble 
Friend  has  described.  Notwithstanding 
that  you  have  improved  the  revenue  and 
the  administration  of  the  Transvaal,  and 
in  spite  of  all  the  advantages  which  your 
rule  may  have  brought  into  the  country, 
BO  violent  is  the  feeling  of  the  popula- 
tion in  favour  of  independence  that  they 
are  determined  to  rise  and  cast  away  aU 
those  advantages,  and  at  the  expense  of 
a  severe  contest,  in  order,  if  possible,  to 
emanicipate  themselves  from  your  rule. 
The  fact  is,  that  our  rule  failed  in  one 
essential  condition — namely,  in  lacking 
the  consent  of  the  population.  Every- 
thing turns  on  that.  If  the  Transvaal 
had  been  a  conquered  country,  or  if  the 
annexation  had  been  effected  on  grounds 
other  than  the  willing  acquiescence  of 
the  people,  then  the  policy  that  we  have 
pursued  mi&^ht  have  been  questioned; 
bat  if  you  have  taken  possession  of  a 
country  on  the  express  grounds  that  the 
White  population  are  wUling  to  accept 
your  rule,  and  if  you  find  them  violently 
liostile  to  you  after  an  experience  of 
three  years,  the  only  question  that  you 
have  to  consider  is  how  you  may  most 
satisfactorily  divest  yourself  of  your  ac- 
quisition. There  can  be  no  doubt  that 
the  grounds  on  which  my  noble  Friend 
opposite  annexed  the  Transvaal  have 

S roved  to  be  entirely  false.      Having 
ealt  with  that  portion  of  our  policy 


which  has  been  so  readily  challenged,  I 
come  to  the  question  underlying  the 
phrase  "blood-guiltiness."  My  noble 
Friend  seems  to  think  it  a  most  as- 
tonishing expression,  and  one  that  re- 
quires explanation ;  but,  as  it  appears 
to  me,  the  statement  made  in  the  letter 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  is  little  more 
than  a  truism.  What  he  said  may  be 
said,  with  certain  limitations,  of  every 
war  that  ever  was  begun.  If  you  go  on 
with  a  war  and  unnecessarily  prolong 
it,  you  are  undoubtedly  shedding  blood 
guiltily.  But  I  suppose  my  noble 
Friend's  interpretation  of  the  matter  is 
that  if  there  was  blood-guiltiness  in 
going  on  with  the  war  at  the  moment 
when  we  stopped  it,  there  was  also 
blood-guiltiness  in  ever  beginning  it. 
Now,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  we  did  not 
begin  it,  but  were  ourselves  attacked. 
We  found  an  insurrection  in  the  coun- 
try, and  all  our  garrisons  were  be- 
leaguered ;  there  was  the  affair  of 
Bruncker's  Spruit,  and  we  had  nothing 
to  do  but  to  collect  our  forces  and  vin- 
dicate the  Queen's  authority.  Then, 
having  collected  our  forces,  it  is  sug- 
gested that  we  were  bound  to  prosecute 
the  war  to  the  bitter  end.  But  are  we 
to  be  placed  in  this  dilemma — to  be 
bound  either  to  submit  to  the  insurgents 
and  to  g^ant  all  their  demands,  or,  if  we 
do  not  give  them  all  they  ask,  to  go  on 
fighting  till  they  are  entirely  subdued  ? 
That  is  a  dilemma  into  wluch  no  Go- 
vernment ought  to  be  forced.  The  real 
question  was — was  it,  at  the  time  when 
we  made  peace,  in  the  interests  of  the 
country  that  we  should  do  so?  The 
question  of  blood-guiltiness  is  one  of 
conscience,  though  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  may  deny  that  conscience  en- 
ters into  such  questions  as  this.  It 
seems  to  be  assumed  throughout  that 
if  we  had  taken  no  steps  to  collect 
our  forces,  and  had  made  no  effort  to 
resist  the  insurgents,  we  might  still 
have  made  the  same  terms  with  them. 
But  that  is  not  at  all  the  case.  Any- 
one who  reads  the  despatches  will  find 
that  the  demand  was  made  that  we 
should  withdraw  our  garrisons ;  but  we 
did  nothing  of  the  kind.  And  more  than 
that,  in  the  present  state  of  things,  the 
present  question  is  this — Is  peace  finally 
concluded  now  ?  Not  at  all.  What  we 
concluded  was  an  agreement  preliminary 
to  peace.  And  does  it  not  make  a  con- 
siderable difference  when  you  have  to 
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carry  into  effect  certain  terms  whether 
you  have  a  force  at  your  back  or  not  ? 
Does  my  noble  Friend  suppose  that,  if 
we  had  taken  no  steps  to  vindicate  the 
Queen's  authority,  we  should  now  be  in 
a  position  to  make  peace?     Certainly 
not.     It  is  a  settlement  which  may  be 
carried  tlirough ;  but  it  is  one  of  very 
great  difficulty.    I  concur  with  my  noble 
Friend  opposite  that  some  firmness  may 
be  requisite ;  but  I  deny  that  it  is  the 
same  thing  now  to  negotiate  as  to  have 
submitted  to  the  insurgents  at  the  first 
outbreak  without  making  any  movement 
at  all  to  show  that  we  were  in  a  position 
to  uphold  our  authority  in  South  Africa. 
My  noble  Friend  spoke  of  his  desire  to 
conciliate  the  Dutch.     I  do  not  think 
that  we  should  be  actuated  simply  by  a 
desire  to  conciliate  the  Dutch,  but  by  a 
desire  for  the  good  and  prosperity  of 
South  Africa  generally  ;  and  if  a  war  of 
this  kind  be  allowed  to  degenerate  into 
a  war  of  races,  a  state  of  things  will  bo 
brought  about  which  will  make  it  almost 
impossible    to    maintain    the    Queen's 
authority  in  that  country.     When  my 
noble  Friend  speaks  of  the  possibility  of 
maintaining  the  Queen's  authority  in 
the  Transvaal,  I  reply  that  it  was  pos- 
sible till  we  had  the  insurrection ;  but 
after  it  we  were  placed  in  this  position — 
wo  could  have  maintained  it  permanently 
only  by  conquering  the  Transvaal  Boers, 
and  then  we  must  have  maintained  a 
large  force  to  keep  them  in  subjugation. 
But  would  the  country  have  borne  the 
expense  of  such  a  force,  and  would  it 
have  been  possible  to  avoid  difficulties 
of  the  most  serious  kind  with  the  Dutch 
population  elsewhere  ?  I  think  not ;  and, 
therefore,  I  regard  the  course  that  has 
been  taken  as  just,  and  right,  and  sound, 
and  conducive  to  the  permanent  interests 
of  South  Africa.     As  regards  the  present 
position  of  affairs,  I  am  far  from  saying 
that  I  am  without  hope  of  a  satisfactory 
settlement ;  but  I  am  aware  of  the  diffi- 
culties and  dangers  of  the  whole  ques- 
tion, and  will  not  speak  in  a  too  sanguine 
tone.     But  I  am  certain  that  the  policy 
initiated  by  my  noble  Friend  opposite 
could  not  have  been  maintained.     Whe- 
ther ours  will  be  permanently  success- 
ful, I  cannot  say ;  but  our  motives  are  as 
good  as  his,  and  I  hope  the  chances  of 
success  are  greater  for  our  policy  than 
for  that  which  he  pursued. 

The  DoKB  of  ARGYLL :  No  Member 
of  the  House  need  be  surprised  that  my 
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noble  Friend  opposite  should  have  tak««ii 
a  very  early  opportunity  of  saying*  some- 
thing in  vindication  of  the  policy  that 
he  pursued  in  the  Transvaal,  and    of 
repudiating    the    charges   which    bare 
been  le veiled  against  him  and  against 
the  Government  with  which  he  was  con* 
nected.     I  confess,  however,  that,  in  m j 
opinion,  my  noble  Friend  has  not  takea 
a  very  convenient  course  in  raising  this 
(^reat  question  on  a  letter  written  by  the 
Prime  Minister  in  respect    to  certain 
electioneering  proceedings  in  England. 
Having  been  myself  procul  negotiii  for 
some  weeks,  I  have  not  yet  seen  the 
letter ;  but  when  my  noble  Friend  read 
it,  I  was  glad  to  find  that  the  words, 
though  sharp  and  severe,  fairly  repre- 
sented the  grounds  on  which  the  present 
Government  have  acted.     I   was   pre- 
vented from  taking  part  in  the  debate 
raised  some  weeks  ago  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Cairns),  and 
I  shall  not  endeavour  to  answer  the  ela- 
borate speech  he  made  on  that  occasion. 
I  am  going  to  take  a  very  simple  course. 
There  are  some  advantages  in  being  ont 
of  Office,  for  one  can  speak  the  argu- 
ments that  are  in  bis  own  mind  and 
need  not  be  afraid  of  committing  othov 
with  regard  to  any  of  the  arguments  so 
used.     I  wish  to  explain  briefly  to  my 
noble  Friend  the  course  of  argument 
which  I  pursued  in  my  own  mind  when 
I  assented  to  the  course  the  Government 
took  on  this  most  difficult  and  delicate 
question.    In  the  first  place,  let  me  saj 
that  during  the  conduct  of  the  Oppo- 
sition in  the  winter  before  last  I  never 
took  any  part  in  blaming  the  late  Go- 
vernment for  their  transactions  in  the 
Transvaal.    I  believed  that  their  policy 
was  dictated  by  a  sincere  desire  to  pro- 
mote the  good  of  South  Africa ;  and, 
what  is  more,  I  believed  that  the  action 
of  my  noble  Friend  was  taken   upoa 
such  evidence  as  was  procurable  by  him, 
that  the  annexation  of   the  Transvaal 
was  really  either  desired,  or  at  least 
acquiesced  in,  by  the  great  majority  of 
the  population.    I  will  venture  to  say 
that  there  is  no  public  man  in  this 
country,  belonging  to  any  Party,  be  it 
Whig,   Kadical,  or  Conservative,  who 
would  have  cared  to  annex  the  Trans* 
vaal  if   he  had  believed  that  it  was 
against  the  assent  of  the  population. 
Such  assent  as  was  given  at  Uie  time  by 
my  noble  Friend  who  is  now  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  was,  as  I  vsiy 
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well  recollect,  for  I  sat  next  to  him  on 
the  occasion,  qualiGed  by  the  suppo- 
sition and  assumption  that  the  evidence 
and  reports  of  our  officers  in  South 
Africa  were  true,  and  that  the  great 
majority  of  the  population  were  in 
favour  of  the  annexation.  I  believe 
that  the  late  Government  took  part  in 
that  transaction  under  the  belief  that 
that  evidence  was  sound,  and  I  think 
that  their  action  was  perfectly  justified. 
Therefore,  I  never  uttered  one  word 
blaming  the  foreign  policy  of  the  late 
Government  in  regard  to  the  transac- 
tions in  South  Africa.  I,  therefore, 
come  to  the  discussion  of  this  question 
with  a  mind  not  only  entirely  unprepos- 
sessed against  the  late  Government,  but 
rather  prepossessed  in  favour  of  the 
policy  they  took.  A  great  deal  has  been 
said  of  the  fact  that  when  the  present 
Government  became  responsible  for  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  a  paragraph 
was  inserted  declaring  our  determi- 
nation to  re- assert  the  authority  of  the 
Crown  in  South  Africa.  Well,  up  to  a 
period  later  than  that,  I  myself  saw  no 
adequate  ground  for  doubting  the  con- 
clusion that  the  majority  of  the  Trans- 
vaal Boers  were  in  favour  of  our  an- 
nexation. It  was  the  universal  report  of 
all  our  ofRcers  that  the  malcontents 
were  a  small  though  active  minority, 
that  things  would  soon  settle  down,  and 
that  the  annexation  was  popular  in  the 
country.  My  belief  in  these  statements 
was  not  shaken  until  shortly  before  the 
action  at  Laing's  Nek.  Eeports  came 
to  the  Government  before  that  date 
showing  that  the  Boers,  to  the  number 
of  4,000  men  at  least,  had  been  congre- 
gated in  various  parts  of  the  Transvaal 
for  the  purpose  of  asserting  their  inde- 
pendence. I  believe  that  the  whole 
fighting  force  of  the  Transvaal  Boers 
could  not  be  more  than  8,00u  men  at 
the  very  outside ;  and  when  you  have 
the  fact  that  upwards  of  4,000  men  had 
congregated  in  arms  to  resist  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Queen  in  that  country,  it 
became  perfectly  evident  that  our  offi- 
cers who  sent  the  reports  had  been 
deceived,  and  that  the  idea  of  the  gene- 
ral acquiescence  in  our  dominion  was 
wholly  a  mistake.  It  was  under  these 
droumstances,  and  before  the  action  at 
Laing's  Nek,  that  indirect  negotiations, 
or — if  that  word  should  be  considered 
too  formal,  and  jperhapa  it  is  ao — indi- 
rect oonununicationa  were  entered  into 


with  a  view  to  peace.  The  question  then 
arose,  were  those  negotiations  or  com- 
munications with  the  view  to  peace  to 
be  stopped  on  account  of  the  defeat  at 
Laing's  Nek  ?  That  was  the  question 
which  came  before  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. I  do  not  deny  that  there 
were  great  difficulties  in  this  question. 
I  know  that  the  feeling  of  military  men 
was  universally,  and  I  believe  it  is 
now  almost  universally,  in  favour  o^ 
retrieving  that  defeat  before  the  nego- 
tiations were  completed.  I  do  not  put 
aside  the  opinion  of  soldiers.  It  ought 
always  to  be  deeply  respected.  The 
honour  of  the  Army  is  not  to  be  lightly 
treated,  and  the  sentiment  of  the  Army 
ought  to  be  respected;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  opinion  of  soldiers— 
the  feeling  and  sentiments  of  soldiers 
on  such  occasions — is  not  always  a  safe 
guide  in  political  affairs.  I  confess 
that  the  evidence  of  fact  in  regard  to 
the  non- assent  of  the  Boer  population 
affected  my  own  conscience  deeply.  I 
felt  it  might  be  said  that  we  had  taken 
the  country  of  these  people,  as  it  were, 
by  stealth.  I  could  not  for  a  moment 
feel  that  allegiance  in  the  true  sense  of 
the  word — that  duty  which  men  owe  to 
the  Government  under  which  they  have 
been  bom  and  bred — was  owing  to  us  by 
the  Boer  population.  Therefore,  I  felt 
it  was  more  than  probable  that  there 
was  a  g^eat  majority  of  that  population 
who  might  honestly  say — '*  England  has 
taken  our  country  from  us  under  a  mis- 
take ;  but  she  obstinately  shuts  her  eyes 
to  the  evidence  we  have  produced,  and 
the  deputations  we  have  sent,  and  she 
will  own  to  no  wrong  although  she  is 
committing  a  great  wrong."  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  think  it  was  not  the 
duty  of  England  to  stop  the  negotiations 
for  peace  in  consequence  of  the  check  at 
Laing's  Nek.  There  were  two  other 
actions  which  followed  that  engagement; 
and  let  us  look  at  the  circumstances  in 
which  they  took  place.  I  believe  Sir 
George  Colley  was  a  most  gallant  man 
and  a  most  able  and  accomplished  officer; 
but  I  have  heard  no  soldier  speak  on  this 
subject  who  did  not  admit  that  he  handled 
his  forces  with  great  rashness  on  those 
two  occasions.  He  exposed  small  bodies 
of  men  unsupported  in  situations  where 
they  could  not  be  supported  to  over- 
whelming forces  of  the  enemy  armed  in 
a  manner  that  our  men  were  not  skilled 
to  meet.    In  such  oiroamatanoea,  theae 
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military  defeats  were  not  to  be  weighed 
in  the  scale  for  a  moment  with  the  great 
political  question  before  us.  Our  troops 
were  beaten  under  circumstances  in 
which  they  really  had  no  opportunity  of 
displaying  their  military  valour.  They 
were  shot  down  at  great  distances  by 
deer-stalkers  rather  than  by  soldiers. 
The  question  for  consideration  was,  whe- 
ther it  was  worth  while  to  get  a  military 
triumph  over  the  Boers  and  to  stop  all 
negotiations  for  peace  ?  In  dealing  with 
this  question  we  had  to  consider  the 
nature  of  the  forces  by  which  our  troops 
were  defeated.  The  Boers  are  not  an 
army ;  they  have  no  regiments,  and  no 
artillery.  They  are  simply  armed  farmers 
who  are  accustomed  to  deer-stalking,  and 
who  are  fighting  for  the  independence  of 
their  country.  Now,  I  ask  any  soldier 
in  this  House  whether  a  great  military 
triumph  could  be  obtained  by  conquer- 
ing such  men  ?  None  whatever.  Who 
can  doubt  that  the  British  Army  which 
soon  afterwards  assembled,  consisting  of 
upwards  of  10,000  men,  had  the  perfect 
power  of  conquering  the  Boers  r  The 
^oer  force  could  hold  a  mountainous 
position  like  Laing's  Nek  with  great 
success ;  but  on  a  plain  they  would  not 
be  able  to  stand  for  a  moment  against 
the  British  Army.  In  my  opinion  it  was 
no  question  of  military  glory,  it  was  a 
question  of  policy.  Was  it  wise  to  stop 
our  negotiations  for  peace  for  the  sake 
of  defeating  farmers  who  had  succeeded, 
under  accidental  circumstances,  and  by 
g^eat  rashness  on  the  part  of  our  com- 
manders, in  gaining  a  victory  over  us  ? 
That  was  the  position  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  I  maintain  that  the  Govern- 
ment came  to  the  right  decision,  that  the 
negotiations  ought  not  to  be  stopped  on 
that  account.  I  entirely  agree  with  the 
opinion  expressed  by  my  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  thatthe  question 
was  entirely  political  and  not  military. 
In  the  event  of  our  overcoming  the 
Dutch  population  of  the  Transvaal, 
would  that  have  tended  to  the  restora- 
tion of  permanent  peace  in  South  Africa  ? 
Looking  to  the  undoubted  sympathy  of 
the  Dutch  population  in  the  Cape  Colony 
with  the  Transvaal  Boers,  there  was  a 
serious  danger  of  involving  that  country 
in  a  war  of  races ;  the  most  calamitous 
of  all  things  in  any  country,  and  a  result 
which  any  Government  is  bound  in  duty 
to  avoid,  if  possible.  These  were  the 
main  arguments  which  induced  me,  for 
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one,  to  agree  with  the  coarse  which  the 
Gt)vemment have  taken;  and  although, 
undoubtedly,  it  is  a  course  which,  owing 
to  the  previous  policy  of  the  G-ovemment 
and  the  mistakes  they  had  been  led  into, 
was  full  of  difficulty  and  danger,  was,  I 
have  not  the  slightest  doubt,  the  right 
policy  to  pursue.     I  entirely  ag^ee  with 
my  noble  Friend  opposite    in   trusting 
that  the  Qt)vernment  will  now,    in  the 
conduct  of  the  negotiations,  be  firm  with 
the  Boers,  and  give  them  clearly  to  un- 
derstand that  the  authority  o£  the  Crown 
is  to  be  maintained  in  South  Africa  in 
the  fullest  sense  of  the  word  suzerainty, 
and  that  we  shall  not  allow  any  portion 
of  that  country  to  lapse  into  anarchy. 
There  was  one  argument  used  hy  my 
noble  Friend,  the  r^ations  of  the  British 
Gbvemment  to  the  Native  population, 
which  I  cannot  help  saying   has  been 
greatly  overstated.     My  noble    Friend    , 
opposite   says  that  in  South  Africa  we 
have  always  made  a  point  of  reserving 
our  relations  with  the  Native  States. 
What  is  the  meaning  of  that  ?     Iiook  at 
what  is  going  on  at  the  present  moment. 
The  Cape  Colony  has  been  waging*  war 
against  the  Basutos  contrary  to  the  ad- 
vice of  the  British  Government.     My 
noble  Friend  remonstrated,  and  his  Be- 
presentative  in  the  other  House  made 
some    observations  which    gave    great 
offence  in  the  Cape  Colony.     The  con- 
duct of  the  Sprigg  Ministry  towards  the 
Basutos  was  pursued  entirely  indepen- 
dent of  the  advice  of  the  British  Qo- 
vemment ;  and  it  is  rather  absurd  to  say 
that  we  are  more  responsible  for  our  re- 
lations with  the  Natives  in  the  Trans- 
vaal, which  we  have  held  only  two  years, 
than  we  are  in  the  Cape  Colony,  which 
we  have  possessed  for  many  years. 

Lord  BEABOUENE  felt  strongly 
that  the  policy  pursued  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  South  Africa 
would  tend  to  produce  the  most  disastrous 
results.  It  was  said  by  the  supporters 
of  the  Government  that  the  Transvaal 
ought  not  to  have  been  annexed  except 
with  the  consent  of  a  majority  of  the 
inhabitants.  That,  he  was  sure,  was  a 
doctrine  which  no  one  would  dispute. 
Those  who  urged  it  forgot  apparently 
that  possibly  enough  the  annexation  of 
the  Transvaal  was  desired  by  a  majority 
of  the  inhabitants  at  the  time  it  was 
effected,  as  being  their  only  hope  of 
safety,  and  that  they  changed  their 
views  only  after  the  English  (Govern- 
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xnent  liad  warded  off  the  danger  which 
threatened  them.    In  any  case  the  fact 
remained  that  a  serious  blow  had  been 
struck  at  our  prestige  in  South  Africa. 
Se  would  be  told,  perhaps,  that  prestige 
was  not  a  thing  which  a  nation  wanted, 
and  he  knew  it  was  a  word  objected  to 
by  some  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
But  what  was  prestige  ?      In  its  con- 
ventional sense  it  was  the  reputation 
which  a  country  possessed  in  the  eyes  of 
others.    It  was  very  much  the  same  to 
A  great  country  as  credit  was  to  a  com- 
mercial house,  and  could  equally  little 
be   dispensed  with.     It  would  be  un- 
becoming of  him  to  criticize  the  lan- 
fuage  of  the  Prime  Minister's  letter ; 
ut  he  woidd  observe  that  it  was  a  mis- 
take to  treat  the  literary  productions  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  those  of  an 
ordinary  individual.   It  was  well  known 
that  the  speeches  of  the  Mid  Lothian 
campaign  condemning  annexation  were 
quoted  by  the  Boer  leaders  in  justifica- 
tion of  their  rebellion  against  British 
authority,  and  his  noble  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies  would 
find  these  statements  in  his  own  Blue 
Book,  which  he  could  hardly  have  read 
if  he  denied  that  the  Prime  Minister's 
speeches  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
rising.     Reference  had  been  made  to 
the  massacre  at  Brunker's  Spruit.    That 
was  one  of  the  most  disgraceful  events 
he  had  ever  heard  of.   He  had  carefully 
searched  the  Blue  Books  and  had  not 
found  a  single   word   from    his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  expressing  his  sorrow  and  in- 
dignation at  what  had  occurred.    What, 
in  fact»  did  occur?  A  detachment  of  some 
250  British  soldiers,  marching  in  long 
convoy  and  with  no  knowledge  of  any 
state  of  war,  with  women,  children,  and 
baggage,  were  stopped  by  the  Boers  and 
sudde^y  summoned  to  surrender.    That 
war  had   not  then  been  declared  was 
proved  by  the  very  letter  delivered  to 
Colonel  Anstruther  by  the    Boers,   in 
which  they  said — **We  do  not  know  whe- 
ther we  are  in  a  state  or  war  or  not ; "  but 
that  if  he  advanced,  ''we  know  what  we 
will  have  to  do  in  self-defence."     Self- 
defence  !  when  even  while  Colonel  An- 
struther was  reading  the  letter,  under 
cover  of  the  flag  of  truce,  the  Boers  were 
quietly  advancing  to  positions  thoy  had 
before  planned,   the   distances  having 
been  marked  by  them  and  a  regular 
ambush  laid.    The  Colonel  sent  a  mes- 
sage back,  asking  lor  aa  answer,  bat 


immediately  the  Boers  opened  fire,  with- 
out giving  him  any  reply  or  any  intima- 
tion that  he  was  in  the  presence  of  a 
superior  force.  What  would  Lord  Pal- 
merston  have  done  in  such  circum- 
stances? He  would  have  demanded 
explanations  from  the  Boers ;  and  if  it 
had  been  found — as  he  believed  it  would 
have  been  found  —  that  the  act  was 
beyond  the  usages  of  civilized  warfare, 
atonement  would  have  been  exacted 
from  the  Boers,  and  the  massacred 
troops  would  have  been  avenged.  No- 
thing of  the  kind  was  done  by  his  noble 
Friend.  No  more  official  notice  was 
taken  of  the  massacre  of  our  soldiers 
than  would  have  been  taken  of  the  kill- 
ing of  so  many  dogs.  He  had  inquired 
of  his  noble  Friend,  more  than  once, 
whether  the  perpetrators  of  this  outrage 
would  be  brought  to  justice,  and  the 
reply  he  had  received  was  that  the  Com- 
mission would  have  power  to  deal  with 
the  matter,  but  that  the  amnesty  would 
probably  cover  that  act  of  the  rebel 
Boers.  Well,  in  the  Instructions  given 
to  the  Commission,  there  was  not  one 
word  to  call  their  attention  to  the  occur- 
rence, and  it  appeared  as  if  the  Boer 
version  of  the  affair  were  to  be  calmly 
accepted,  and  the  testimony  of  our  own 
soldiers  cast  aside  as  worthless.  The 
British  soldier  was  not  highly  paid — his 
was  not  a  lucrative  service — but  he  did 
care  for  the  honour  of  his  flag,  and  up 
to  the  present  time  he  had  always  known 
that  he  could  rely  upon  the  support  and 
sympathy  of  his  fellow-countrymen  at 
home  whilst  fighting  in  distant  lands. 
As  far  as  the  Government  was  concerned 
this  support  and  sympathy  had  failed 
him  now,  and  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  seemed  to  consider  the 
slaughter  of  British  soldiers  a  matter 
of  no  moment.  From  what  he  heard 
he  did  not  believe  that  the  Boers 
were  at  all  inclined  to  submit  to  the 
authority  of  the  British  Crown.  His 
noble  Friend  could  hardly  expect  it. 
Why,  those  men  asserted  that  they  were 
fighting  for  their  independence  and  for 
the  land  of  their  fathers — a  great  portion 
of  which,  by-the-bye,  had  been  pilched 
from  the  Natives  within  the  last  20 
years.  But  in  his  **  Instructions "  to 
the  Commission  his  noble  Friend  pro- 
posed to  cut  off  more  than  one-third  of 
this  land,  either  to  be  given  to  Na- 
tive Tribes  or  kept  under  British  autho- 
rity. Did  anyone  in  his  senses  sup- 
^  pose  the  Boers — exulting  and  victorious 
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— ^were  goin^  to  submit  to  this  ?  Why, 
in  the  last  Blue  Book  was  printed  their 
notice  to  a  Native  Chief  not  to  assist 
''our  enemies  the  English  Government 
which  we  have  already  overthrown." 
And  a^in  they  say — **  We  alone  are  able 
to  work  out  the  English."  If  we  had 
defeated  them,  there  mip^ht  have  been 
some  show  of  generosity  in  our  proceed- 
ings towards  them ;  but  as  matters  were 
the  Boers,  who,  no  doubt,  considered 
themsolves  a  match  for  us,  would  not 
tamely  submit  to  our  terms.  There  was 
no  hope  of  tranquillity  in  South  Africa 
until  there  was  a  law-abiding  popula- 
tion, under  a  Government  which  would 
assert  and  enforce  equal  laws  for  all ; 
and  there  was  no  Government  which 
coald  and  would  do  that  save  the  British 
Government.  It  was  well  known  that 
the  Transvaal  rebellion  took  its  rise  in 
the  refusal  of  certain  persons  to  pay 
taxes  to  the  English,  as  they  had  pre- 
viously refused  to  pay  them  to  the  Boer 
Government.  He  wished,  too,  to  know 
what  was  to  be  done  for  the  loyal  in- 
habitants of  the  Transvaal,  who  had 
lost  their  all  because  they  trusted  Eng- 
land ?  There  were  good  words  concern- 
ing them,  no  doubt,  in  the  Instructions; 
but  what  power  would  the  Commis- 
sioners have  to  enforce  their  decisions, 
or  to  procure  any  redress  for  those  men  ? 
Judging  from  appearances,  he  very 
much  feared  that  we  were  only  at  the 
beginning  of  our  troubles  in  South 
Africa,  and  he  should  be  only  too  glad 
if  the  result  should  show  that  he  had 
been  mistaken  in  his  prognostications. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY  : 
The  only  sense  that  can  be  attributed  to 
the  words  of  Mr.  Gladstone's  letter  are 
that  he  considers  himself  not  responsible 
because  no  Boers  were  killed  at  Laing's 
Nek  or  Majuba  Hill,  and  only  our  own 
soldiers  were  sacrificed  in  vain;  but  any 
theologian  will  tell  him  that  whoever 
wages  an  unjust  war  is  responsible  for 
those  that  fall  on  both  sides.  And  Mr. 
Gladstone  is  responsible  for  the  war, 
as  he  did  not  enter  into  any  commu- 
nications with  the  Boers  after  denounc- 
ing the  annexation  in  his  Mid  Lothian 
speeches.  As  to  the  other  matters  re- 
ferred to,  I  entirely  concur  with  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll). 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Seven  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 

Zord  BrahvrM 
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MINUTES.]— Public  IRiuA—Ordertd — Firmt 
Reading — Local  Government  Provisional  Or* 
ders  (Halifax,  &c.)*  [168];  Local  Oovenu 
ment  Provisional  Orders  (Acton,  &c.)*  [1591 

Second  Rending — Gas  Provisional  Orders  •  [147] ; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Ordtt*  (Bir- 
mingham) ♦  [144]  ;  Local  Govemmeot  Pro- 
visional Orders  (Brentford  Union,  4kc.)  • 
[149] ;  Water  Provisional  Orders*  [146]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


NEW  STANDING  ORDER, 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  moved  the  fol- 
lowing  new  Standing  Order  : — 

(Local  Authorities  to  have  a  heua  ttandi  againit 
Gas  and  Water  Bills.) 

**  That  the  municipal  or  other  local  anihoritj 
of  any  town  or  district  alleging  in  their  Petition 
that  such  town  or  district  may  be  injorioaaly 
affected  by  the  provisions  of  any  Bill  relating  to 
the  lighting  or  water  supply  thereof,  or  Um 
raising  of  capital  for  any  such  purpose,  shall  be 
entitl^  to  be  heard  against  such  BilL" 


The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  anyone 
who  undertook  to  propose  any  alteration 
in  the  Hules  and  Orders  of  the  House, 
and  still  more  anyone  who  ventured  to 
invade  the  sacred  precincts  of  the  Court 
of  Heferees,  incurred  considerable  re- 
sponsibility. He  possessed,  howerer, 
some  knowledge  of  the  practice  before 
Committees  upstairs,  and  the  Board 
of  Trade  with  respect  to  Provisional 
Orders.  In  the  first  place,  he  must  be 
allowed  to  say  that  although,  undoubt- 
edly, the  object  of  his  proposal  was  to 
overrule  the  Court  of  Referees,  he  did 
not  intend  any  act  of  discourtesy  towards 
that  body,  who  rendered  great  and  im- 
portant services  to  the  House.  But  the 
House  would  recollect  that  when  any 
particular  practice  was  objected  to,  and 
any  wish  expressed  to  alter  a  precedent 
established  by  the  Court  of  Referees,  the 
only  way  in  which  a  re-consideration  of 
the  practice  or  precedent  could  be  se- 
cured was  by  bringing  the  question  regu- 
larly before  the  House,  and  proposing  an 
alteration  of  the  Standing  Orders  or  a 
new  Standing  Order  altogether.  The 
proposal  which  ho  was  about  to  lay  be- 
fore the  House  had  no  reference  to  any 
particular  case,  or  to  any  particular  plaee. 
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He  desired  only  to  discuss  the  matter 
as  one  of  the  general  principles  which 
ought  to  govern  the  relations  between 
the  local  authorities  and  the  Gas  and 
Water  Companies  of  their  particular 
districts.  As  it  stood  at  present,  the 
Eule  practically  laid  down  by  the  Court 
of  Referees  in  that  House  was  that  when 
a  Gas  and  Water  Company  went  to  that 
House  for  the  purpose  of  asking  for 
additional  capital,  leave  to  oppose  that 
proposal  was  not  given  by  the  Court  of 
Keferees  to  the  local  authorities.  The 
object  of  this  new  Standing  Order  was  to 
provide  that  when  a  Gas  or  Water 
Company  came  before  Parliament,  the 
local  authority  of  the  district  should  be 
entitled  to  be  heard  generally  against 
such  Gas  or  Water  Company.  Notice 
of  an  Amendment  had  been  given 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Kent  (Mr.  Pemberton),  who  was 
himself  a  member  of  the  Court  of  Re- 
ferees, and  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment was  to  limit  very  much  the  pro- 
posal which  he  (Mr.  Stanhope)  made. 
His  hon.  Friend  wished  to  lay  down  by 
the  Amendment  that  the  opposition  was 
to  be  limited  to  any  matter  contained  in 
or  proposed  to  be  enacted  by  the  Bill. 
In  his  (Mr.  Stanhope's)  opinion,  that 
would  be  far  too  limited  a  proposal. 
The  practice  which  he  desired  to  estab- 
lish in  that  House  was  exactly  the  same 
practice  as  that  which  now  existed  at 
the  Board  of  Trade  in  regard  to  appli- 
cations for  Provisional  Orders.  And  it 
was  the  same  practice  as  that  which  now 
existed  in  regard  to  Private  Bills  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  He  thought  that  the 
local  authority  ought  to  have  power  to 
appear  in  the  case  of  any  application  by 
a  Gas  or  Water  Company  for  an  in- 
crease of  capital.  The  Gas  or  Water 
Company  possessed  a  monopoly  practi- 
cally limited  in  duration  by  the  amount 
of  its  capital ;  and  what  was  sug- 
gested by  the  Standing  Order  he  now 
desired  to  propose  was  that  whenever 
the  Gas  or  Water  Company  desired  to 
extend  its  capital  and  came  to  Parlia- 
ment to  ask  leave  for  that  purpose,  Par- 
liament ought  to  have  the  power  of  re- 
viewing generally  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  proposal,  and  of  imposing  any 
fresh  conditions  which  the  circumstances 
of  the  case  might  seem  to  require.  In 
the  first  place,  he  thought  that  this  was 
the  manifest  intention  of  Parliament. 
If  not,  why  did  not  Parliament,  when  it 


first  established  Gas  and  Water  Com- 
panies, give  them  an  easy  power  by  some 
simple  process  of  acquiring  the  addi- 
tional capital  which  might  be  necessary 
for  the  future  development  of  their  un- 
dertaking. Parliament  decided  that  it 
would  grant  capital  to  a  limited  extent 
only,  and  that  every  subsequent  appli- 
cation for  additional  capital  must  be 
made  to  Parliament  itself,  so  that  Par- 
liament might  have  an  opportunity  of 
reviewing  altogether  the  terms  of  the 
concession.  If  that  were  the  intention 
of  Parliament,  surely  it  followed  as  the 
logical  sequence  that  Parliament  in- 
tended that  the  local  authority  who  best 
represented  the  interests  of  the  consu- 
mers of  the  particular  district  should  have 
a  iocus  standi  before  a  Committee  of  the 
House,  and  should  have  an  opportunity 
of  calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the-  manner  in  which  the  monopoly  had 
been  exercised,  and  of  explaining  whe- 
ther there  were  any  reasons  why  a 
further  extension  of  capital  should  not 
be  granted,  or  to  suggest  the  terms 
on  which  it  should  be  granted.  It 
was  now  the  constant  practice  of  the 
local  authorities  to  purchase  these  un- 
dertakings ;  and  in  consequence  of  the 
existence  of  that  practice,  and  of 
the  fact  that  Parliament  usually  gave 
its  assent  to  it,  it  became  more  neces- 
sary to  entrust  the  local  authorities 
with  the  power  of  guarding  against  the 
unnecessary  increase  of  capital  on  the 
part  of  these  Companies.  No  doubt,  in 
these  days  there  was  some  safeguard 
by  the  introduction  of  **  the  auction  " 
clauses  ;  but  perhaps  he  might  be  allowed 
to  represent  to  the  House  that  these 
clauses  did  not  apply  at  all  to  Water 
Companies ;  and  that,  over  and  beyond 
anything  covered  by  these  clauses,  there 
were  many  other  points  which  had  been 
developed  by  experience  year  by  year, 
which  showed  that  those  who  repre- 
sented a  particular  district  should  be 
empowered  to  go  before  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  They  were 
told  that  the  passing  of  this  new  Stand- 
ing Order  would  have  the  effect  of  in- 
creasing litigation.  He  could  not  see 
why  that  supposition  should  be  enter- 
tained. The  adoption  of  the  same 
principle  had  not  led  to  any  undue 
litigation  in  the  case  of  Provisional 
Orders,  or  in  the  case  of  Committees  in 
the  House  of  Lords.  Then  why  should 
it  be  supposed  that  it  would  be  likely 
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to  lead  to  litigation  in  this  instance  ? 
There  were  one  or  two  safeguards 
against  undue  litigation  already  in  ex- 
istence. First  of  fdl,  tlie  House  would 
remember  that  a  statutory  power  was 
given  to  every  Committee  of  that  House 
in  any  case  where  they  considered 
the  opposition  to  have  been  frivolous 
and  vexatious,  to  inflict  the  costs  upon 
the  opposing  parties.  That  power  had 
already  been  exercised  in  not  a  few 
cases,  and  must  have  had  the  best  pos- 
sible influence  upon  local  authorities 
in  inducing  them  to  abstain  from  op- 
posing a  Bill  where  their  opposition 
would  not  be  justified.  In  the  se- 
cond place,  the  operation  of  the  Bo- 
rough Funds  Act  of  1867  had  also 
operated  as  a  salutary  check.  That 
Act  would  be  perfectly  familiar  to  the 
House.  Under  its  provisions  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  before  any  local 
authority  could  oppose  a  Gas  or  Water 
Bill,  that  it  should  obtain  the  sanction 
of  a  majority  of  the  ratepayers  at  a 
meeting  specially  called  for  that  purpose. 
He  did  not  think  that  at  this  moment  it 
was  necessary  to  add  anything  to  what 
he  had  now  stated ;  but  he  womd  simply 
submit  his  proposal  for  the  discussion 
of  the  House.  He  felt  that  the  best 
mode,  fiLfter  all,  of  protecting  the  inte- 
rests of  the  ratepayers,  was  to  strengthen 
the  hands  of  the  local  authorities. 
He  believed,  also,  that  this  popular 
House  of  Parliament  would  not  refuse 
to  the  local  authorities  the  power  which 
day  after  day,  without  jealousy  and 
without  inconvenience,  was  given  by  the 
House  of  Lords. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  the  municipal  or  other  local  authority 
of  any  town  or  district  alleging  in  their  Peti- 
tion that  such  town  or  district  may  be  i^u- 
riously  affected  hy  the  provisions  of  any  Bill 
relating  to  the  lighting  or  water  supply  thereof, 
or  the  raising  of  capital  for  any  such  purpose, 
shall  he  entitled  to  he  heard  against  such  Bill." 
— {Mr.  E.  Stanhope,) 

Mr.  PEMBERTON  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  line  4,  after  the  word 
**  against,''  to  insert  the  words  **  any 
matter  contained  in,  or  proposed  to  be 
enacted  by."  The  hon.  Member  said, 
that  in  rising  to  propose  the  Amendment 
which  stood  in  his  name,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  allow  him  very  shortly  to 
state,  in  order  to  explain  the  nature  of 
the  Amendment,  what  the  practice  in 
the  Court  of  Keferees  was,  how  it  had 

Mr,  K  Stanhope 


arisen,  and  how  it  was  regulated.  He 
thought  that  his  hon.  Friend  had  not  de- 
scribed the  course  of  the  practice  of  the 
Court  of  Heferees  quite  accurately,  and 
he  hoped  that  he  should  be  able  to  set  him 
right  in  one  or  two  points.  The  Standing 
Order  under  which  the  Court  at  present 
acted  was  the  one  numbered  134,  whidi 
said — 

"It  shall  he  competent  for  the  Referoot  oc 
Private  Bills  to  admit  the  petitioner,  beinc^  ih» 
miinicipal  or  other  authority  having  the  looil 
management  of  the  Metropolis,  or  of  any  totra, 
or  the  inhabitants  of  any  town  or  district  alleged 
to  he  injuriously  affected  hy  a  Bill,  to  be  faieaTd 
against  such  Bill  if  they  shall  think  fit.*' 


Under  that  Order  the  House  would 
that  the  power  given  to  the  IRefereet 
was  optional.  They  might,  as  they 
thought  fit  or  not,  allow  the  local  autho- 
rity of  any  town  or  district  alleged  to  be 
injuriously  affected  to  be  heard  ag^ainst 
the  Bill.  And|he  might  say  this — that 
in  every  case  that  had  been  before  the 
Court,  wherever  any  alteration  wbm 
sought  to  be  made,  either  in  the  quan- 
tity or  the  quality  of  the  gas  or  water 
supply,  or  in  the  extension  or  diminution 
of  the  limits  of  the  district,  or  in  the  mice 
of  the  gas  or  water  supplied,  the  Jreti- 
tioners  in  every  case  had  been  admitted. 
They  had  gone  further  than  that.  They 
even  admitted  them  in  a  case  where 
the  place  of  testing  the  gas  was  simply 
altered — where  it  was  shifted  from  one 
place  to  another.  They  had  oonsidered 
that  even  so  trifling  an  alteration  formed 
a  sufficient  ground  for  their  admission. 
The  only  cases  in  which  they  had  ever 
been  refused  a  locus  standi  were  cases 
where  it  was  simply  sought  to  raise  addi- 
tional capital,  and  upon  that  point  be 
must  entirely  differ  from  his  hon.  Friend 
,who  had  moved  this  new  Standing  Order. 
Where  new  capital  was  sought  to  be 
raised  it  did  not  in  any  way  increase  or 
extend  the  monopoly,  but  it  simply  gave 
additional  facilities  to  the'Companies  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  purposes 
which  the  Legislature  had  previously 
sanctioned  and  authorized.  Of  course, 
the  Court  of  Referees  were  only 
anxious  to  carry  out  the  Orders  of  the 
House,  and  it  would  relieve  them,  to  a 
great  extent,  from  very  laborious  duties 
if  this  Standing  Order  was  carried.  The 
House  would  observe  that  his  Amend- 
ment did  not  in  any  way  oppose  the 
principle — as  he  understood  tne  prin- 
ciple— of  his  hon.  Friend's  Motion.    Hia 
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hon.  Friend  wished,  in  cases  where  addi- 
tional capital  was  to  be  raised,  that,  as 
a  matter  of  course,  the  Local  Government 
Boards  should  be  admitted.  His  (Mr. 
Pemberton's)  Amendment  did  not  deal 
with  that  in  any  way.  He  thought  that 
a  g^eat  deal  might  be  said  against  that 
proposition.  It  might  give  rise  to  a 
great  deal  of  increased  expense  and  of 
unnecessary  litigation  ;  and  in  reference 
to  the  statement  of  his  hon.  Friend  that 
the  Local  Government  Boards  were 
checked  by  the  operation  of  the  Borough 
Funds  Act,  he  might  point  out  to  his 
hon.  Friend  that  that  was  not  so  in 
practice,  because,  although  the  Local 
Government  Board  could  not  charge  the 
rates  without  the  previous  consent  of  the 
inhabitants,  yet  lliey  constantly  in  prac- 
tice did  it,  and  took  their  chance  of  get- 
ting it  confirmed  afterwards.  On  these 
occasions  opposition  was  raised  in  many 
instances  unnecessarily,  and  he  thought 
with  very  g^eat  disadvantage  and  £s- 
couragement  to  people  who  had  invested 
their  money  in  undertakings  which  had 
already  been  sanctioned  by  the  House. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  referred  to  the 
practice  of  the  House  of  Lords  and  of 
the  Board  of  Trade ;  but  in  neither  of 
those  cases  could  he  draw  a  single  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  his  Besolution.  The 
practice  was  entirely  different,  and  could 
not  be  compared  in  any  way  to  that  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  In  the'House 
of  Lords  the  same  Committee  decided 
on  the  merits  of  a  Bill,  and  also  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  Petitioners  should  have 
a  right  to  be  heard  or  not.  It  was  there- 
fore as  a  matter  of  course  that  they  were 
Eermitted  to  be  heard  in  every  case, 
ecause  the  Committee  which  decided  the 
question  of  merits  also  settled  the  ques- 
tion of  locm  standi.  With  regard  to 
the  practice  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  the 
rule  is  this — Whenever  a  measure  is 
proposed,  an  officer  of  the  Board  was 
sent  down  to  the  country,  and  he  ad- 
mitted everybody  to  state  their  objec- 
tions as  a  matter  of  course.  He  did  not 
think  that  his  hon.  Friend  proposed  that 
everybody,  as  a  matter  of  course,  should 
be  allowed  to  petition  against  a  Bill  in 
that  House.  All  he  (Mr.  Pemberton) 
proposed  to  do  was  to  carry  out  what 
he  believed  to  be  already  the  Standing 
Order,  anH  certainly  the  intention  of  the 
House.  The  object  of  his  Amendment 
was  simply  to  restrict  the  Petitioners  to 
those  points  which  were  raised  by  the 
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Petition  and  by  the  Bill.  There  was  al- 
ready a  Standing  Order,  No.  128,  which 
he  was  convinced  had  that  object  in  view. 
It  was  in  these  terms — 

"  No  Petition  against  a  Private  Bill,  or  Bill 
to  confirm  any  Provisional  Order  or  Provisional 
Certificate,  shall  be  taken  into  consideration  by 
the  Committee  on  such  Bill  which  shall  not  dis- 
tinctly specify  the  ground  on  which  the  Peti- 
tioner objects  to  any  of  the  provisions  thereof ; 
and  the  Petitioner  shall  be  only  heard  on  such 
grounds  so  stated  ;  and  if  it  shall  appear  to  the 
said  Committee  that  such  grounds  are  not  speci- 
fied with  sufficient  accuracy,  the  Committee 
may  direct  that  there  be  given  in  that  Committee 
a  more  specific  statement  in  writing,  but  limited 
to  such  grounds  of  objection  so  inaccurately 
specified.'* 

He  thought  that  on  reading  that  through 
for  the  first  time  the  impression  on  the 
House  would  most  certainly  be  that  it 
was  intended  that  in  no  case  of  any 
Private  Bill  should  the  Petitioners  be  en- 
titled to  be  heard,  except  on  grounds  of 
objection  to  the  Bill  stated  in  their  Peti- 
tion. But  in  practice  it  had  been  held 
that  these  words  did  not  go  far  enough ; 
that  although,  as  far  as  any  objection 
taken  to  a  provision  of  the  Bill  there 
must  be  a  distinct  ground  of  such  objec- 
tion stated  in  the  Petition,  yet  it  did 
not  in  terms  say  that  in  a  case  where 
something  was  raised  in  the  Petition 
which  was  not  raised  by  the  Bill,  the 
Petitioner  should  not  be  heard  on  any 
such  statement.  He  thought  nobody 
could  read  that  Standing  Order  without 
being  convinced  that  that  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  framers  of  the  Order  and  of 
the  House  in  passing  it.  All  that  his 
Amendment  did  was  in  the  way  of 
general  application;  but,  of  course,  as 
the  proposed  new  Standing  Order  ap- 
plied only  to  Gas  and  Water  Bills,  it 
would  at  present  apply  only  to  Gas  and 
Water  Bills,  although  he  thought  it  was 
one  which  should  be  of  general  applica- 
tion, and  which,  he  believed,  only  carried 
out  the  existing  Order  No.  128.  In  this 
case,  he  thought  it  would  not  in  any 
way  interfere  with  his  hon.  Friend's 
proposal.  It  would  in  no  way  prevent 
a  Petitioner  from  stating  any  objection 
to  a  Bill,  and  it  would  not  prevent  them 
from  being  heard  as  to  their  objection. 
It  would  only  prevent,  in  the  first  case, 
a  Petitioner  raising  something  for  the 
first  time  of  objection  which  was  in  no 
way  contemplated  by  the  Bill,  and  which 
was  really  not  one  of  the  issues  between 
the  parties.  He  thought  he  might  give 
an  illustration  of  a  practice  which  ho 
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thonght  yeiy  olneotionable,  and  which 
he  thought  the  Amendment  would  re- 
medy. During  the  present  Session  the 
SouUi  Eastern  Bailwaj  Company  —  a 
Company  with  which  he  had  no  con- 
nection whatever  —  brought  in  a  Bill 
simply  to  enable  them  to  purchase  an 
existing  railway  of  a  few  miles  in  length, 
made  by  a  private  Company.  In  the 
way  of  objections,  there  were  allegations 
raised  by  the  Petitioners  against  the 
Bill  that  the  fares  charged  by  the  Bail- 
way  Company,  not  on  the  particular 
line  they  were  about  to  purchase,  but 
on  an  entirely  different  part;  of  their  sys- 
tem, were  too  high,  and  they  asked  Uie 
Committee  appointed  simply  to  inquire 
into  a  question  whether  one  Bailway 
Company  might  sell  to  another  Eailway 
Company  their  existing  undertaking,  to 
go  into  the  whole  Question  of  rates  and 
tolls  charged  by  the  purchasing  Com- 
pany in  an  entirely  different  district. 
There  was  a  Committee  now  sitting  on 
the  general  question  of  railway  rates 
which  might  be  a  fitting  tribunal  to 
enter  into  such  matters ;  but  he  did  not 
think  that  on  a  Bill  which  in  no  way 
raised  issues  of  that  sort,  the  Petitioners 
should  be  allowed  to  spring  a  mine  upon 
a  Bailway  Company  and  propose  to  undo 
that  which  the  Legislature  only  a  few 
years  before  had  carefully  inquired  into 
and  sanctioned.  With  these  few  obser- 
vations he  would  move  the  Amendment 
of  which  he  had  ffiven  Notice. 

CoLOKBL  MAKINS  seconded  the 
Amendment.  He  thought  that  a  new 
Standing  Order  was  hardly  necessary  at 
all;  and  it  appeared  to  him  that,  to 
some  extent,  it  cast  reflections  upon  the 
Court  of  Beferees  and  their  action  in  the 
past.  But  even  if  the  House  considered 
that  a  new  Standing  Order  was  to  some 
entent  necessary,  he  was  quite  sure  it 
was  only  fair  that  it  should  be  qualified 
in  the  manner  proposed  by  the  Amend- 
ment. His  hon.  ^end  below  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  had  stated  with  regard  to  Oas 
and  Water  Companies  that  they  had  a 
monopoly ;  but  he  forgot  to  state  that 
that  monopoly  was  a  restricted  one,  and 
that  it  was  accompanied  by  compulsory 
provisions  requiring  them  to  cany  out 
the  business  they  undertook,  and  to 
supply  the  public  with  the  article  water 
or  Ras  they  were  empowered  to  produce 
or  mstribute.  Therefore,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, there  was  no  inducement  on 
the  part  of  a  Company  to  come  to  Par- 
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liament  for  fresh  capital,  beeanae 
the  adoption  of  the  auction  daoaefl  and 
the  sliding  scale  initiated  by  Mr.  Forvter's 
Committee  some  years  ago,  it  was  abao- 
lutely  of  no  advantage  whatever  to  « 
Compcmy    to    increase    their    ^^**^l 
If  this  Standing  Order  passed  in  tiw 
words  proposed  by  his  hon.  Friend,  a 
direct  encouragement  would  be  gireii  to 
the  local  authorities  to  interpose  with 
roving.  Petitions  in  every  case  where  a 
Company  asked  for  new  capital,   and 
they  would  be  induced  to  ro  behind  the 
Bill  and  raise  questions  that  long  ago 
had  been  settled  on  general  principles 
by  Committees  of  that  House,      llie 
adoption  of  the  Standing  Order  would 
also  have  another  effect  that  would  hererj 
unfair  to  a  Company  and  very  undesir- 
able, for  it  would  enable  a  (jorporatioa 
who  had  an  intention  of  acquiring  the 
business  of  a  Compcmy  first  to  attack 
themin  Parliament  when  they  applied  for 
power  to  raise  new  capital,  and  thea, 
having  reduced  the  value  of  the  under- 
taking by  attacking  it  in  Parliameot» 
they   might  be    able    to    purchase    it 
more  cheaply.      The    Company     was 
bound  to  supply  gas  or  water,  and  was 
bound  to  come  to  Parliament,  as  their 
district  extended,  for  further  powers; 
and  it  was  certainly  not  in  aocordanoe 
with  his  ideas  of  fairness  that  in  ear 
deavouring    to    fulfil    a    responsibility 
forced  upon  them  by  Parliament  thej 
should  be  subjected  to  the  cost  and  in- 
jury which  the  adoption  of  this  new 
Standing  Order  would  throw  upon  them. 
As  he  knew  there  were  other  Members 
of  the  House  who  wished  to  speak  upon 
the  subject,  he  would  content  himself 
with  having  stated  the  views  of   the 
Companies  and  with  having  seconded 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  4,  after  the  word  *'  against,'*  to  inaert 
the  words  ''any  matter  contained  in  or  pto- 
posed  to  be  enacted  by.*' — {Mr.  Btmitrtom.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  MAPFIN  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  House  would  agree  to  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  .S)r  Mid  Lincoln  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope).  He  could  assure  the 
House  that  under  the  present  Standing 
Orders  considerable  difficulties  were 
placed  in  the  way  of  Municipal  Cor- 
porations and  other  local  authorities  in 
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opposing  BillB  of  tbia  nature.  In  a  town 
with  whioh  he  was  connected — Sheffield 
— these  difficultiee  had  been  felt  only 
this  very  year.  A  Bill  had  been  intro- 
duced into  Parliament  to  increase  the 
capital  of  the  Water  Company  there; 
but  the  Corporation  had  been  unable  to 
have  their  objections  to  the  Bill  ex- 
plained to  a  Committee,  although  very 
considerable  differences  existed  Between 
the  inhabitants  and  the  Water  Company, 
and  a  very  large  sum  of  money  had 
been  expended  in  obtaining  a  legal  de- 
cision in  reference  to  those  difficulties, 
and  the  Water  Company  were  requested 
to  have  the  matter  definitely  settled  by 
a  clause  being  inti*oduced  into  their  Bill 
before  the  present  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, but  which  they  declined  to  com- 
ply with,  and  the  Corporation  had  no 
loeus  itandit  the  Bill  being  promoted 
only  for  the  raising  of  additional 
capital. 

Mb.  STAVELEY  HILL  hoped  he 
might  be  allowed  to  sav  a  word  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Kent  (Mr.  Pember- 
ton).  The  original  proposition  for  a 
new  Standing  Order  might  very  well, 
he  thought,  be  negatived.  It  was  pro- 
posed that  there  should  be  an  alteration 
of  the  existing  Standing  Orders,  and 
that  the  local  authorities  should  have 
power  to  oppose  all  applicationB  by  Oas 
and  Water  Compames  for  obtaining 
additional  capital.  The  question  then 
arose  as  to  the  extent  to  which  this 
power  of  petitioning  should  be  limited, 
and  he  fully  endorsed  all  that  had  been 
said  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Kent.  The  new  Order  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln 
was  not  drawn,  in  his  opinion,  with 
sufficient  care.  It  would  allow  the  local 
authorities  on  presenting  a  Petition  to 
go  into  a  great  variety  of  extraneous 
questions.  He  was  quite  sure  he  should 
have  the  assent  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  when  he  said  that  it 
woiild  be  much  better  to  keep  the 
parties,  when  they  went  before  a  Com- 
mittee, to  the  absolute  issue  that  wa^ 
raised  by  the  Bill.  Let  them  come  in 
and  have  full  opportunity  of  being 
heard  on  the  matters  proposed  by  the 
Bill;  but  do  not  allow  them  to  enter 
widely  into  questions  which  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  Bill.  The 
least  the  Hou«e  could  do,  if  they  adopted 
the   proposed  Standing    Order  at  all, 


would  be  to  adopt  it  with  the  Amend- 
ment moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Kent. 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN  :  The  question 
which  has  been  raised  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincoln  is  one  which,  on 
the  one  hand,  is  largely  interesting  to 
the  directors  and  shareholders  of  Gas 
and  Water  Companies,  but  which,  on 
the  other  hand,  interests  most  directly 
the  various  local  authorities  throughout 
the  country  who  think  they  are  pre- 
judiced by  the  present  practice,  wnich 
prevents  them  from  appearing  to  oppose 
these  Companies  when  they  come  to  ask 
Parliament  for  power  to  raise  additional 
capital.  As  representing  the  Board  of 
Trade,  I  have  given  the  most  careful 
consideration  to  the  matter,  and  I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln  is 
one  that  the  House  would  do  well  to 
adopt.  In  saying  that  I  beg  to  observe 
that  I  do  not  conceive  that  I  am  in  the 
slightest  degree  casting  any  imputation 
upon  the  action  of  the  Heferees.  This 
action,  however,  appears  to  have  be- 
come much  more  stringent  in  the  last 
few  years  than  it  formerly  was.  I  re- 
ceived a  letter  this  morning  from  Mr. 
William  Livesey,  the  Secretery  of  the 
Gas  and  Water  Companies'  Association^ 
and  in  that  letter  he  says — 

''  I  have  been  engaged  in  Parliamentary 
matters  more  than  30  years,  and  as  Secretary 
to  this  Association  more  than  12  years ;  and,  so 
far  as  my  knowledge  extends,  the  rule  has. 
always  been  that  when  a  Ck>mpany  applies  for 
power  to  raise  additional  capitcu  tne  local 
authority  is  entitled  to  inquire  into  all  its 
powers." 

It  is  only  recently  that  the  Standing  Or- 
ders Committee  have  refused  this  pri- 
vilege universally  to  the  local  authorities. 
Mr.  Livesey  goes  on  to  say — 

"Although  this  latter  part  has  not  always 
been  adhered  to,  I  believe  that,  notwithstanding 
the  recent  decisions  on  the  question  of  hctu 
ttandi,  this  is  the  general  understanding  of  the 
Provincial  Companies  at  the  present  time,  and 
that  there  is  no  desire  on  their  part  to  alter  it. 
If,  however,  the  decisions  are  upheld,  the  Com- 
panies will,  of  coarse,  take  every  opportunity 
of  turning  them  to  accoimt." 

I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincoln  that  there  are  no  grounds  why 
this  House  should  not  agree  to  the 
practice  already  adopted  by  the  House 
of  Lords  and  by  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
the  case  of  applications  for  Provisional 
Orders.      The  hon.   Member  fbr  East 
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Kent  (Mr.  Pemberton)  sajs  the  two 
cases  are  not  analogoos.  To  that  I 
assent ;  bat,  at  the  same  time,  I  most  be 
allowed  to  say  that  the  result  of  the 
practice  in  Uie  House  of  Lords  is  that 
the  lo^  authorities  have  there  this 
power  of  opposing^  which  is  denied  to 
them  under  the  interpretation  of  the 
Standing  Orders  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. I  regret  that  I  cannot  see  my 
way  to  the  acceptance  of  the  Amend- 
ment which  has  been  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Kent.  That 
Amendment  would  have  the  effect  of 
limiting  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincoln,  and  would  make 
it  practically  of  no  effect  at  alL  Mr. 
LiTOsey,  in  his  letter,  points  this  out 
very  clearly.    He  says — 

••  If  a  Company  exhaosta  its  capital  or  nses 
all  it*  land  it  is  obliged  to  come  to  Parliament 
for  further  powers ;  but  it  is  hardly  po«ible  to 
conceire  a  case  in  which  a  Company  would  be 
obliged  to  come  to  Parliament  for  an  alteration 
of  the  price  th^  are  charging  or  the  illomi. 
nating  power  of  the  fas  they  are  supplying ; 
and  unoer  the  proposed  Amendment,  so  long  as 
these  points  were  carefully  excluded  from  the 
Bill,  the  public  would  not  be  entitled  to  inquire 
into  them.'* 


Mb.  PEMBEBTON  begged  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  The  effect  of 
his  Amendment  would  be  to  allow  the 
local  authorities  to  be  heard  on  every- 
thing relating  to  the  proposed  additional 
capitaL 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Precisely; 
but  they  would  not  be  entitled,  on  the 
proposal  of  a  Company  to  double  its 
capital,  to  raise  any  question  as  to  the 
quality  of  the  water  or  gas  supplied  or 
tne  price  charged.  That  is,  1  think,  a 
most  important  matter.  At  the  present 
time  the  g^reat  majority  of  the  Oas  Com- 
panies are  not  under  the  sliding  scale 
system.  The  first  thing  to  be  done  in  con- 
nection with  the  sliding  scale  system  is  to 
fix  the  initial  price,  and  in  that  question 
the  local  authorities  have  the  greatest 
possible  interest  as  representing  the  com- 
munities. And  yet,  under  the  Standing 
Ordersy  with  this  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Kent,  the  local  autho- 
rities would  not  be  entitled  to  appear. 
The  only  objection  of  any  force  which 
has  been  taken  to  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln  is  that  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  seriously  in- 
creasing the  cost  of  Private  Bill  leg^a- 
tion.  I  do  not  deny  that  there  is  some 
force  in  that  objection ;  but  I  would  sub- 
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ndt  to  tiie  House  that  if  this  HtigatSoa 
is  expensive,  that  is  a  reason  for  alter- 
ing the  process  of  litigation  and  for  en- 
deavouring to  substitute  another  and 
less  expensive  mode,  but  is  no  reastm 
for  shutting  the  door  against  thoee  who 
desire  to  be  heard  against  the  proposals 
of  a  Private  BilL  Under  these  circam- 
stances,  I  hope  the  House  will  reject  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Kent  and  accept  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  liOd  Lincoln. 

Mb.  LYON  PLAYFAIB  (who  vas 
very  indistinctly  heard) :  I  am  sorry  to 
disagree  with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  with 
regard  to  the  Amendment  which  has 
been  submitted  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Kent,  and  I  shall  certainly  feel  it 
my  duty  on  this  occasion  to  vote  for  that 
Amendment.  I  entirely  agree  with  the 
proposition  that  the  local  authorities 
should  have  a  loeui  standi  to  be  heard 
against  every  Bill  which  affects  the 
interests  of  the  locality  they  repreeent 
The  only  difference  between  the  Motion 
and  the  Amendment  is  that  the  latter 
limits  this  right  to  the  subject-matter  of 
the  Bill,  and  does  not  open  up  past 
issues  settled  formerly  by  often  pro- 
tracted and  expensive  contests.  Recent 
legislation  in  regard  to  Private  Bills  has 
kept  in  view  the  necessity  of  diminish- 
ing, as  far  as  possible,  the  expense  of 
promoting  Private  Bills,  whether  it 
be  incurred  by  a  Municipality  or  by 
a  private  Company.  I  thiok  that  the 
effect  of  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincoln  would  be  to  bring 
every  Private  Bill  affecting  a  Municipality 
before  a  Committee  upstairs,  and  would 
enable  the  local  authorities  to  rake  ap 
every  question  that  may  have  been  de- 
cided by  previous  legislation,  and  might 
consequently  increase  enormously  the 
cost  of  promoting  a  Private  Bill.  Let 
me  g^ve  an  instance  in  order  to  show 
how  seriously  the  adoption  of  the  pro- 
posal now  submitted  to  the  House  may 
affect  the  public  interests  in  a  particular 
locality.  Suppose  that  a  Company  de- 
sires to  obtain  facilities  for  the  supply 
of  water  or  gas  to  the  suburbs  of  a  town, 
and  for  that  purposo  asks  for  power  to 
raise  additional  capital.  If  the  local  au- 
thorities have  the  right  of  opposing  them 
in  regard  to  the  powers  they  already 
possess,  the  Company  will  naturally  be 
afraid  of  coming  to  Parliament  on 
account  of  the  excessive  expense  they 
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migbt  incur.  They  will  therefore  refrain 
from  petitioning  for  a  Bill  and  asking 
for  additional  capital,  and  the  suburbs 
in  question  would  be  deprived  of  the 
benefit  they  would  derive  from  the  ex- 
tension of  the  supply  of  gas  or  water. 
The  mere  extension  of  works,  for  which 
Parliamentary  authority  is  required, 
might  be  made  the  ground  for  a  renewed 
contest  all  along  the  line.  I  think, 
therefore,  that  it  would  be  inexpe- 
dient to  give  the  local  authorities,  on  a 
question  of  raising  additional  capital,  a 
loetu  standi  in  matters  relating  to  the 
quality  of  the  water  or  the  supply  of 
water,  or  to  the  quality  of  the  gas  or  the 
supply  of  gas,  when  these  questions  have 
once  been  decided.  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  right,  in  such  a  case,  to  allow 
the  local  authorities  to  rake  up  every 
question  that  has  been  previously  de- 
cided, for  this  would  inflict  great  expense 
not  only  upon  the  private  Company  pro- 
moting the  Bill,  but  upon  the  Munici- 
pality itself,  and  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  this  double  expense  ulti- 
mately falls  on  the  consumer.  I  see 
nothing,  however,  but  advantage  in  ask- 
ing for  a  locuB  standi  on  the  subject-mat- 
ter of  the  Bill.  For  these  reasons,  I  am 
prepared  to  support  the  Amendment 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Kent. 
Mb.  rod  well  was  anxious  to  say 
a  few  words  upon  the  question  before 
the  division  took  place.  He  had  had  a 
considerable  amount  of  practical  ex- 
perience, and  he  certainly  agreed  to 
the  principle  of  the  proposition  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln. 
He  also  agreed  with  his  right  hon.  Friend 
opposite  (^Mr.  Lyon  Playfair)  as  to  the 
danger  of  allowing  the  municipal  authori- 
ties to  be  heard  in  opposition  upon  points 
that  had  no  connection  with  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  Bill.  The  state  of  things 
in  regard  to  Water  Companies  and  the 
municipal  authorities  was  very  different 
£rom  what  it  was  a  few  years  ago.  The 
relations  with  these  Companies  now  with 
the  public  were  of  such  a  description 
that  it  was  necessaiy  that  Qas  and  Water 
Companies  should  bo  opposed  when  they 
went  to  Parliament  for  the  purpose  of 
increasing  their  capital,  because  that 
increase  of  capital  involved  a  great  many 
considerations,  which  might  be  fairly 
raised  before  a  Committee.  He  should 
be  the  last  person  to  say  a  word  in  dis- 
paragement of  the  Beferees,  who  had 
rendered  such  great  eervioe  to  Private 


Bill  Committees  by  lessening  time  and 
expense ;  but  while  he  recognized  the 
principle  of  the  Standing  Order  proposed 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
loncoln  he  should  certainly  vote  for  the 
Amendment. 

Sir  JOHN  MOWBRAY  admitted  the 
long  experience  which  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Cam- 
bridgeshire (Mr. Bodwell) possessed;  but 
he  begged  to  say  at  once  that,  as  far  as 
his  judgment  went,  he  should  support 
the  original  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln,  for  the 
considerations  which  had  been  so  well 
put  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  The 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincoln  was  not  intended  as  a  reflection 
upon  the  Court  of  Referees,  but  to  assi- 
milate the  practice  of  that  House  with 
that  of  the  House  of  Lords  and  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  He  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Kent  (Mr. 
Pemberton)  would  not  put  the  House  to 
the  trouble  of  a  division. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  entertained  a  strong 
feeling  in  favour  of  the  Motion  which 
had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincoln  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope),  and  was 
quite  satisfied  that  the  Municipalities, 
as  a  body,  would  be  much  indebted  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  for  giving  his 
support  to  the  Resolution.  He  was  sure 
he  was  expressing  the  feeling  of  every- 
one who  had  anything  to  do  with  muni- 
cipal government  when  he  said  that  they 
always  felt  a  great  difficulty  in  opposing 
any  provisions  submitted  in  a  Private 
BiU  oy  Gas  and  Water  Companies. 
Representing,  as  they  did,  the  localities, 
and  bearing  in  mind  the  interests  that 
were  at  stake  when  measures  of  this 
kind  were  promoted,  they  felt  that  they 
should  always  be  allowed  the  opportu- 
nity of  going  before  Parliament  when- 
ever such  BUls  were  submitted. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  65;  Noes 
311 :  Majority  255.— (Div.  List,  No.  200.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered^  That  the  municipal  or  other  local 
authority  of  any  town  or  district  alleging  in 
their  Petition  that  such  town  or  district  may  be 
injuriously  affected  b^  the  provisions  of  any 
Bill  relating  to  the  hghting  or  water  supply 
thereof,  or  the  raising  of  capital  for  any  such 
purpose,  shall  be  entitled  to  be  heard  against 
such  Bill. 
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Ordered,  That  the  said  Standing  Order  (Local 
Authorities  to  have  a  locus  standi  against  Gas 
and  Water  Bills)  be  a  Standing  Order  of  this 
House. 


local  aovebnment  provisional  obders 
(halffax,  &o.)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbert,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relating  to  the  Bor3ughs  of  HalifaT 
and  Leeds  and  the  City  of  Manchester,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  HinRFBT  and  Mr. 

DODSON. 

BUlpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  158.] 

local  government  provisional  orders 
(acton,  &c.)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbert,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relating  to  the  Local  Gk)vem- 
ment  Districts  of  Acton,  Buxton,  and  Cromp- 
ton,  the  Port  of  Harwich,  the  Improvement 
Act  District  of  Llandudno,  the  Borough  of 
Monmouth,  the  Local  Government  District  of 
Kormanton,  the  Borough  of  Pontefract,  the 
Local  Government  District  of  Wallasey,  the 
Borough  of  Walsall,  the  Improvement  Act  Dis- 
trict of  Wath-upon-Deame,  and  the  Local 
Board  of  Health  District  of  Woolwich,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hibbert  and  Mr. 

DoDSON. 

Billj9r#Mn^<^,and  read  the  first  time.  [Billl59.] 

QUESTIONS. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY  —  STJB- 

INSPECTORS. 

Mr.  fat  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Is  it 
the  case  that,  when  the  pay  of  the  Irish 
Constabulary  was  increased  in  1872,  the 
sub-inspectors  were  the  only  members 
of  the  Force  whose  work  was  increased 
by  the  enlcurgement  of  their  districts, 
and  yet  they  got  the  smallest  addition 
to  their  pay ;  so  small,  in  fact,  that  it 
did  not  do  more  than  cover  the  extra 
travelling  expenses  consequent  on  the 
enlarged  district ;  h  nearly  half  the  in- 
come of  Constabulary  ofi&cers  made  up 
of  ''allowances;"  and,  is  it  the  case 
that  these  ''allowances"  are  ignored 
when  pensions  are  calculated,  wnereas 
in  all  other  branches  of  the  Civil  Ser* 
vice  the  officials  have  one  fixed  sum  for 
salary,  on  the  whole  of  which  their  pen- 
sions are  calculated  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TEE  was  under- 
stood to  sav  it  was  the  case  that  when 
the  pay  of  the  Constabulary  was  in- 
creased in  1872  the  sub-in^eotors  were 
the  only  members  of  the  Force  whose 
work  was  increased.   Between  1874  and 


1877  the  number  of  sub-inepeotors 
reduced.  It  was  again  increaaed  last 
year ;  but  it  was  still  under  what  it  was 
in  1874.  The  sub-inspeotoiB  received 
considerable  allowances,  and,  ae  a  gene- 
ral rule,  the  allowances  were  not  taken 
into  account  when  the  pensions  were 
being  calculated. 


CRIMINAL  LAW  —  CASE  OF  CHARLES 
FROST  AND  EDWARD  SMITH. 

Mb.  WAETON  asked  the  Seoretazy 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  is  his  intention  in  the  case 
of  Charles  Frost  and  Edward  Smidi 
(who  were  on  the  1st  of  November  1878 
convicted  of  burglary,  but  who  being 
subsequently  shown  to  be  innocent  re- 
ceived on  the  26th  of  August  1S80  a 
f^ee  pardon)  to  recommend  that  they, 
or  either  of  them,  should  receive  any 
compensation  or  solatium  in  the  shape 
of  mon^  or  otherwise  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  after  carefbl  inqninr  into 
this  case  he  had  come  to  the  oonofoaioa 
that  it  was  a  case  of  mistaken  identity, 
and  consequently  he  had  advised  that  a 
free  pardon  should  be  given  to  thoee 
men.  But  he  did  not  find  that  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  brought  it  within 
the  very  rare  instances  in  which  com- 
pensation had  been  made  for  the  mie- 
carriage  of  justice.  He  was  happy  to 
say  that,  as  to  one  of  the  men,  he  had 
been  able  to  find  employment  for  him 
in  the  Public  Service,  for  which  the 
man  had  expressed  himself  grateful. 
The  other  man  he  had  heard  nothing 
of  since. 


CURRENCY— MONETARY  CONFERENCE 
AT  PARIS— BI-METALLISM. 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  mission  of  Sir  Loiiis  MaUet  to  Pans, 
who  is  understood  to  have  gone  thither 
with  a  view  of  taking  part  in  the  Hone* 
tary  Conferences,  is  to  be  interpreted  as 

S'ving  any  sanction  on  the  part  of  Her 
ajesty's  Government  to  the  project  of 
conferring  a  fictitious  value  on  one  of 
the  metals  employed  as  currency,  and 
of  aiding  whatever  consequences  may 
reasonably  be  anticipated  from  the  adop- 
tion of  what  is  called  ''  Bi-metaUiam  ?  '* 
Mb.  GLADSTONE:  In  answer  to 
the  Question  of  my  hen.  Tiiead,  what 
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I  have  to  state  is  this.  The  French  and 
American  Ooyermnents  have  accepted 
the  terms  on  which  the  delegates  were 
to  be  sent,  on  the  part  of  India,  to  the 
Monetary  Oonference  before  these  dele- 
gates were  nominated,  and  therefore  the 
view  supposed  to  be  entertained  by  Sir 
Louis  Mallet  does  not  enter  into  the 
question.  The  terms  upon  which  the 
attendance  of  the  BritLsh  delegate  was 
accepted  were  these— The  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  in  Council,  would  not 
be  held  by  his  actions  to  commit  the 
Oovemment  of  India  to  any  act  or  pro- 
ceeding in  the  nature  of  the  adoption 
of  the  principle  of  bi-metallism.  He 
was  unwilling  to  encourage  the  expec- 
tation of  any  material  change  in  the 
monetary  policy  of  India ;  but  he  would 
favourably  consider  any  measure  for 
adoption  in  India  calculated  to  promote 
the  re-establishment  of  the  value  of 
silver.  That  is  the  extent  of  the  pledge 
given ;  and  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any 
necessity  for  making  any  additional  pro- 
posaL 

ABMY— PORTABLE  ENTRENCHINO 

TOOM. 

Sib  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther any,  and,  if  so,  what,  steps  have 
been  taken  with  a  view  to  providing 
English  infantry  regiments  or  oortions 
of  such  regiments  with  portaole  en- 
trenching tools,  such  as  have  long  been 
in  use  in  the  Austrian  and  Boumanian 
armies;  and,  if  not,  whether  ho  can 
state  the  reason  why  such  equipment 
is  deemed  unnecessary  or  undesirable  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Baronet,  I  have  to  state  that  this 
question  has  not  been  neglected.  Two 
hundred  and  eighty-five  Boumanian 
spades  were  issued  last  year  to  eight 
battalions  for  trial.  The  reports  were 
generally  satisfactory;  the  spade  was 
well  adapted  for  use  in  light  soil,  but 
not  in  heavy  or  hard  soils.  Seventy 
spades,  of  a  pattern  recommended  by 
the  School  of  Military  Engineering,  are 
now  being  tried  in  the  same  battalions. 
This  spade  is  longer  than  the  other,  and 
has  a  different  shaped  head.  A  nortable 
spade  is  included  in  the  proposed  ea  uip- 
ment  for  the  Infantry  soldier,  and  the 
Boumanian  spade  can  be  so  carried. 
Three  thousand  mtdesof  this  pattern 
hare  b««n  sent  to  South  AfHoa;  out  the 


question  as  to  the  best  portable  en* 
trenching  tool  is  not  yet  settled. 

STATE  OF  IKELAND— ALLEGED 
FORGED  LABOUR. 

Mb.  BITBT  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  an 
article  which  appeared  in  the  "New- 
castle Chronicle"  of  the  Srd  instant, 
under  the  heading  of  '*  What  the 
Miner's  Agents  saw  in  Oalway,"  in 
which,  amone  other  statements  of  great 
hardship  ana  poverty  suffered  by  the 
tenants  and  labourers,  it  is  declared  that 
a  system  of  slavery  and  forced  labour 
exists  in  that  part  of  Ireland ;  whether, 
in  particular,  he  has  noticed  the  follow- 
ing passage : — 

*'  Mr.  Bryson  remarked,  on  the  principle  that 
a  horse  may  be  led  to  the  water  yet  he  cannot 
b«  made  to  drink,  that,  after  going  to  the  land- 
lord's plac^  bv  compulsion,  they  need  not  work 
harder  than  they  liked ;  but  he  was  met  by  the 
retort  from  tiie  men  to  the  effect  that  the  agent, 
or  some  one  deputed  by  him,  stood  over  the 
tenant,  armed  with  a  stout  cudgel,  which  he  did 
not  fail  to  lay  on  to  the  back  and  shoulders  of 
the  tenant  if  he  showed  any  signs  of  shirking 
his  work.  The  exclamation  'Impossible ! '  broke 
out  from  both  of  us  involuntarily,  as  we  could 
not  for  one  moment  realise  that  such  a  system 
of  Blave>driTing  could  exist.  Up  jumped  one 
of  tho  men  before  us,  a  respectable-looking  man 
enough,  who  told  us  that  if  we  had  the  sliffhtest 
doubt  on  this  matter  of  the  stick,  he  would  then 
and  there  strip  to  the  skin,  and  show  us  undeni*- 
able  evidence  of  the  beatings  he  had  sustained, 
the  shape  of  sundry  bruises  and  discolouration 
which  he  had  reoeived  at  the  hands  of  the 
baiUff;" 

whether  he  can  confirm,  contradict,  or 
giye  any  information  relative  to  these 
statements ;  and,  if  they  are  true,  whe- 
ther he  can  do  anything  to  afford  pro- 
tection to  these  tenants  and  labourers 
against  the  infliction  of  such  g^ss 
cruelties  and  indignities  upon  them  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEB:  The  hon. 
Member  was  kind  enough  to  show  me 
the  newspaper  from  whion  he  has  made 
an  extract,  and  I  cannot  believe  that 
there  is  any  truth  in  the  statements  re- 
ferred  to.  I  have  received  no  informa- 
tion, either  official  or  otherwise,  which 
tends  in  the  sliKhtest  degree  to  confirm 
them,  and  I  really  think  the  statements 
appear  to  be  quite  incredible. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked,  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Qentleman  had  re- 
oeived information  contradicting  those 
statements? 
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Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  If  the  House 
looks  at  this  Question,  it  will  see  that  it 
is  utterly  impossible  for  me  to  have  re- 
ceived such  information.  The  statement 
is  that  injury  has  been  inflicted  on  some 
persons  in  the  county  of  Gal  way.  I 
do  not  suppose  that  anyone  who  is  in 
official  communication  with  me  is  ac- 
quainted with  everybody  in  the  county 
of  Galway.  We  have  never  received 
any  information  which  gives  us  the 
slightest  reason  to  believe  it  is  true,  and 
I  do  not  believe  it. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— RELIGIOUS  PRO- 
CESSIONS IN  BELFAST. 

Mr.  BURT  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If 
he  can  state  whether  it  is  true,  as  re- 
ported in  the  Belfast  newspapers,  that 
three  Primitive  Methodist  Ministers 
have  been  summoned  before  the  magis- 
trates of  that  town  and  sentenced  to 
fourteen  days'  imprisonment  for  singing 
hymns  and  conducting  a  procession 
through  the  streets,  though  it  was  proved 
by  the  testimony  of  the  policemen  who 
prosecuted  that  the  procession  was  most 
orderly  and  well-behaved  ;  and,  whether, 
if  this  is  true,  the  conviction  was  legal ; 
and  in  any  event  he  will  obtain  an  ex- 
planation regarding  a  sentence  appa- 
rently extremely  severe  under  the  cir- 
cumstances ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  find  that 
three  Primitive  Methodist  ministers  were 
summoned  before  the  Belfast  borough 
magistrates,  under  the  Borough  Act, 
■which  provides  that  any  person  who 
shall  be  guilty  of  riotous  or  indecent 
behaviour  shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty^of 
40#.  In  two  eases  the  defendants  were 
fined  40«.,  and  in  default  to  be  imprisoned 
14  days.  The  case  against  the  third  was 
adjourned,  and  an  appeal  is  to  be  heard 
on  the  17th  instant.  I  cannot  pronounce 
any  opinion  on  the  legality  of  the  con- 
viction. I  am  informed  that  singing 
hymns  in  the  public  streets,  accompanied 
by  a  large  crowd,  was  considered  to  be 
an  offence ;  and  I  must  remind  my  hon. 
Friend  and  the  House  that  very  fre- 
quently crowds  and  processions  in  Bel- 
fast have  excited  serious  disturbance. 

THE  ISLANDS  OF  THE  SOUTH  PACIFIC 
—MURDER  OF  BRITISH  SUBJECTS. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If 


he  can  state  the  number  of  British  sub- 
jects murdered  since  the  1st  of  January 
1880,  including  the  officers  and  crews  of 
the  *'Eipple,"  "Esperanza."  "  Lolia," 
**  Mystery,"  '*  Boreiis,"  '*  Dauntl^s," 
.''Annie  Brooks,"  and  H.M.8.  ''Sand- 
fly," in  the  Pacific,  and  how  manj  of 
the  murderers  have  been  tried  at  Lieviika 

or  elsewhere  ?       

Mb.  grant  duff  :  I  fear  it  is  but 
too  true  that  not  a  few  British  subjeots 
have  recently  been  murdered  by  savages 
in  the  Pacific  ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Admiral  will  repeat  his  Qneetion 
some  day  next  week — ^perhaps  on  Than- 
day — ^I  will  endeavour  to  get  full  par- 
ticulars for  him. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  BASUTOS 
(NEGOTIATIONS). 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  it  is  true  that  the 
Basutos  have  rejected  the  terms  of 
peace,  that  an  Africander  Ministry  is 
about  to  be  installed  in  Gape  Town, 
that  a  repudiation  of  British  sovereignty 
is  imminent  in  consequence  of  the  gene- 
ral disgust  at  the  Transvaal  Peace,  that 
the  governor,  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson,  is 
now  1,000  miles  away  in  the  Transvaal, 
and  that  a  Colonist  of  influence  is  on  his 
way  to  England  with  claims  against  tbe 
Home  Goverment  to  the  amount  of 
£5,000,000  from  loyal  Coloniste  who 
are  being  driven  out  of  the  Transvaal ; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  state  what  steps  they  propose  taking 
to  preserve  British  sovereignty  and  the 
ten  million  pounds'  worth  of  yearly  trade 
between  this  Country  and  South  Africa  ? 

Mb.  grant  duff  :  We  have  not 
heard  that  the  Basutos  have  rejected  the 
terms  of  peace,  nor  have  we  any  news 
from  Basutoland.     The  new  Cape  Mi- 
nistry seems  a  very  fairly  representative 
one,  80  far  as  we  can  judge  from  the  lists 
which  have  appeared.     A  repudiation  of 
British  sovereignty  is  not  imminent.  Sir 
Hercules  Hobinson  is,  I  should  think, 
quite    1,000   miles   from    Cape   Town, 
though  in    constant    telegraphic    com- 
munication with  that  place.     He  is  not 
in  the  Transvaal,  but  in  Natal.     We 
have  heard  nothing  of  the  influential 
Colonist ;  and  I  should  regret  that  any 
Colonist,  influential  or  otherwise,  had 
embarked  upon  what  could  hardly  be 
described  as   ''a  wise  man's  errand." 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member's  sixth  and 
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last  Question,  I  would  say  that  it  will  be 
my  duty  to  answer  it  pretty  fully  when 
the  rignt  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member 
for  East  Gloucestershire  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  makes  his  intended  Mo- 
tion ;  but  that  to  do  so  now,  even  in  the 
most  cursory  manner,  would  oblige  me 
to  tax  the  patience  of  the  House  to  an 
altogether  intolerable  extent. 

FRANCE  AND  TUNIS— INVASION  OF 
TUNISIAN  TERRITORY. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  any  assurance  has  been 
given  in  writing  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment by  the  French  Government  to 
the  effect  that  the  French  Forces  will  be 
withdrawn  from  Tunisian  territory  as 
soon  as  the  Kroumir  question  has  been 
disposed  of? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  received  no 
written  assurance  to  this  effect  from  the 
French  Government ;  but  the  French  Mi- 
nister for  Foreign  Affairs  has  more  than 
once  disclaimed  in  his  conversations  with 
Lord  Lyons  any  intention  on  the  part  of 
the  French  Government  to  annex  Tunis. 
The  latest  assurances  given  to  Lord 
Lyons  by  M.  Barthelemy  St.  Hilaire, 
which  were  of  a  very  decided  character 
against  conquest  or  annexation,  have  al- 
ready been  made  known  to  Parliament 
by  my  noble  Friend,  Lord  Granville. 

STATE  OF    IRELAND— ALLEGED  OUT. 
RAGE  AT  BALTINGLASS. 

Mr.  M'COAN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  can  state  to  the  House  the  Report 
received  from  the  Irish  Police  autho- 
rities respecting  an  alleged  riot  at  Balt- 
inglass  on  Thursday  last,  in  which,  ac- 
cording to  the  Dublin  correspondence  of 
the  ''Times"  of  Saturday,  many  Pro- 
testant houses  were  wrecked,  and  other 
aerious  outrages  committed  ?  He  wished 
to  add  that  ho  had  received  telegrams 
contradicting  the  report,  and  stating 
that  it  was  a  case  of  a  few  boys  throwing 
some  stones,  the  matter  being  grossly 
exaggerated. 

M».  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  All  I  can  say 
is,  I  have  not  yet  received  sufficient  in- 
formation with  regard  to  this  matter,  and 
the  hon.  Member  will  be  kind  enough 
to  repeat  the  Question  on  Thursday  or 
Monday. 


LAW    AND   POLICE  —  ELIZABETH 
BURLEY. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
letters  of  Elizabeth  Burley  and  Mr.  Alfred 
Dyer,  in  the  **  Daily  News"  of  yester- 
day, Monday  9th  May,  the  former  as- 
serting her  innocence  of  the  conduct 
imputed  to  her,  and  the  latter  detailing 
circumstances  and  the  opinions  of  others 
in  confirmation  of  her  assertion ;  and, 
whether  he  will  deem  it  right  to  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made  by  an  impartial  per- 
son with  such  care  and  discretion  as  an 
investigation  into  the  character  of  a 
woman  demands  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  reply, 
said,  if  this  poor  girl  were  innocent,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  a  great  wrong  had 
been  done  her,  and  she  was  entitled  to 
entire  sympathy  and  redress;  and  he 
was  sure  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
would  not  doubt  that  he  was  as  anxious 
as  he  was  that  entire  justice  should  be 
done  to  her.  When  he  was  questioned 
on  this  subject,  he  was  bound  to  answer 
according  to  the  information  which  was 
accessible  to  him.  Anyone  conversant 
with  this  painful  class  of  cases  must 
know  how  oifficult  it  was,  in  the  midst 
of  prejudice  by  which  such  cases  were 
surrounded,  to  arrive  at  the  exact  truth. 
When  called  upon  to  form  a  judgment 
in  this  instance,  he  did  not  think  it  right 
to  rely  on  the  statement  of  the  girl  her- 
self, or  upon  the  statement  of  the  police, 
both  of  which  would  be  naturally  biassed. 
He  looked  rather  to  the  surrounding 
circumstances,  and  to  the  statements  of 
unprejudiced  witnesses  and  persons  not 
likely  to  be  deceived.  In  the  proceed- 
ings before  the  magistrates,  the  chap- 
lain, who  had  acted  as  the  girl's  friend, 
made  a  statement  which  appeared  to  be 
altogether  inconsistent  with  his  belief  in 
her  innocence.  At  the  conclusion  of  the 
proceedings,  one  of  the  magistrates  who 
heard  the  case  said  he  had  had  some 
conversation  with  the  unfortunate  girl, 
and  that  she  had  expressed  her  willing- 
ness to  act  properly  if  anything  could  be 
done  for  her.  The  Chairman  said  he 
"  could  do  no  more."  If  the  magis- 
trates had  been  of  a  different  opinion, 
they  would  have  condemned  the  conduct 
of  the  police,  which  they  did  not  do. 
His  (Sir  William  Haroourt*s)  position 
was  not  an  easy  one.    He  had,  on  ths 
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one  hand,  to  take  care  that  no  one  was 
molested  on  unjust  suspicion,  nor,  when 
justly  suspected,  that  they  were  harshly 
dealt  with ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  he 
had  to  see  that  the  police  were  not  de- 
terred by  unfair  accusations  ^m  the 
discharge  of  a  difficult  duty.  He  had 
already  stated  that  if  the  girl  was  not 
innocent  the  police  had  acted  with  a 
want  of  discretion  for  which  they  would 
be  severely  reprimanded.  If  the  girl 
was  innocent,  the  case  would  assume  a 
different  aspect,  and  would  have  to  be 
dealt  with  in  a  different  manner.  If  an 
innocent  girl  was  pursued  with  unjust 
suspicion,  she  was  entitled  to  all  the 
reparation  that  could  be  afforded  her. 
He  had  already  directed  that  inquiry 
should  be  made  and  the  facts  ascertained 
by  all  the  means  at  his  disposal.  If  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  could  suggest 
any  more  effectual  manner  of  deding 
with  the  matter,  he  should  be  most 
happy  to  00-  operate  with  him  for  arriving 
at  the  exact  truth  of  the  case. 

PARLIAMENTARY  OATHS  (MR. 
BRADLAUGH). 

Mb.  PABNELL  rose  to  put  a  Ques- 
tion to  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
when 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH,  who  had  been 
standing  below  the  Bar,  advanced  again 
to  the  Table,  and,  amid  cries  of  **  Or- 
der !  "  from  Mr.  Speaker  and  the  House, 
said:  I  am  here.  Sir,  in  order  that  I 
may  fulfil  the  duty  imposed  upon  me  by 
Law,  as  a  duly  elected  Member,  and  take 
the  Oath  required  by  Law. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  The  House  has  al- 
ready ordered  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  upon 
presenting  himself  to  take  the  Oath, 
should  withdraw  below  the  Bar.  Until 
the  House  has  otherwise  ordered,  I  shall 
consider  that  that  Order  of  the  House  is 
in  force ;  and  I,  therefore,  in  fulfilment 
of  my  duty  to  this  House,  call  upon  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  to  withdraw. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  Most  respect- 
fully  I  submit,  Sir,  that  the  Order  of  the 
House  is  illegal,  and  I  refuse  to  obey. 

Mb.  speaker  :  In  discharge  of  the 
Order  of  the  House,  I  call  upon  the 
Serjeant  at  Arms  to  remove  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh. 

The  Serjeant  at  Arms  accordingly  con- 
ducted him  below  the  Bar. 

Mb.  bradlaugh,  standing  at  the 
Bar :  It  is  my  intention  to  refuse  to  obey 
the  Order  of  the  Hoose,  as  it  is  illegal. 

Sir  WilUam  ffarcourt 


Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  House  has  b«eit 
the  witness  of  the  course  taken  hy  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  and  my  powers  in  this  matter 
being  exhausted,  I  must  ask  the  Hoosa 
for  instructions  as  to  the  course  to  be 
taken,  so  as  to  secure  the  orderly  oon- 
duct  of  Business  in  this  House. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCX)TE:  I 
do  not  know,  Sir,  whether  I  am  to  con- 
clude from  the  silence  of  the  Leadetr  of 
the  House  and  of  the  Gbvemment  that 
it  is  his  intention  to  pursue  upon  this  oc- 
casion the  same  course  which  he  pursued 
upon  former  occasions.  When  an  inti- 
mation is  given  to  me  that  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Leader  of  the  House  to 
make  any  proposal  I  shall  resume  mj 
seat,  considering  that  it  is  more  appro- 
priate for  him  to  take  steps  to  support 
your  authority  and  the  Order  of  Uie 
House  than  it  is  for  a  private  Member. 
But,  in  the  absence  of  any  such  intima- 
tion, I  beg  to  make  a  Motion,  and  the 
Motion  I  shall  submit  to  you  is  this — 

**  That  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  do  remove  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  from  the  Hoiise,  until  he  ahall  en- 
g^age  not  further  to  disturb  the  proceedings  of 
the  House.*' 

It  appears  to  me  that  this  meets  the 
case.  It  is  necessaiy  that  the  Order  of 
the  House  should  be  preserved.  We 
have  no  desire  to  press  anything  in  the 
shape  of  penal  infliction  upon  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh ;  but  we  think  it  absolutely  essen- 
tial that  we  should  take  steps  to  preserve 
the  peace  and  order  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 

"  That  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  do  remove  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  from  the  House,  until  he  shall  en- 
gage not  further  to  disturb  the  proceedings  of 
the  House."— (5ir  Stafford  NortheoU,) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  think  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Qentleman  has  made  a  Motion 
which,  from  his  point  of  view  with  re- 
spect to  this  question,  is  perfectly  con- 
sistent and  becoming,  and  in  making 
that  Motion  he  has  used  lan^age  to 
which  no  one  can  take  exception — lan- 
guage of  which  certainly  I  do  not  feel 
that  I  am  at  all  entitled  to  complain.  I 
am,  however,  desirous  that  he  should 
distinctly  understand  the  exact  nature 
of  the  difficulty  which  leads  me,  after 
very  full  reflection,  to  consider  myself 
disabled  from  making  such  a  Motion. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  ao  not  hold  myself 
bound  to  resist  the  Motion,  nor  do  I 
encourage  resistance  on  the  part  of 
others.    On  the  contraiy,  I  think  it  is 
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our  duty  as  a  minority — I  am  referring 
back  to  a  recent  ooourrenoe — to  tender 
a  respectful  submisaipn  to  the  Order  of 
the  House.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  see  that  it  is  one  thing  to  re- 
^eotfuUy  support  the  Order  of  the 
House,  and  another  thing  to  undertake 
to  g^de  the  House  by  making  a  Motion. 
My  belief  has  been  all  along,  and  is  still, 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  —  whether  right 
or  wrong  in  his  own  mind — ^is  legally 
entitled  to  come  into  this  House  and 
take  his  seat.  With  that  belief  it  would 
not  be  consistent,  it  would  not  be  be- 
coming, it  would  not  be  dignified,  and 
I  do  not  think  it  ought  to  be  an  accept- 
able service  to  the  House  that  I,  ^o 
entertain  that  belief,  should  be  the  per- 
son to  move  that  Mr.  Bradlauffh  should 
be  taken  away  from  this  Table,  where 
I  think  he  has  come  to  discharge  the 
duty  which  the  law  requires  him  to  dis- 
oharffe.  That  is  the  ground,  and  not 
any  mdisposition  to  interfere  with  the 

Sroceedings  of  the  House,  nor  any  in- 
isposition  to  assist  and  support  the 
auuority  of  the  Speaker  in  the  Ghair, 
but  a  very  definite  conyiction  that  has 
led  me  to  see  that  it  is  dearly  wrong  on 
my  part  to  undertake  or  to  endeavour  to 
ffuide  the  House ;  but  it  leaves  me  still 
fully  persuaded  that  it  is  right  and  fit 
that  I  should  respectfidly  submit  to  the 
House,  and  that  I  should  tender,  as  far 
as  I  may  venture  to  do  so,  to  those  who 
think  with  me  on  the  general  question, 
a  recommendation  that  they  should  pur- 
sue a  similar  course. 

Mb.  LABOUOHEBE:  I  have  not 
risen  to  ask  the  House  to  divide  against 
the  Besolution.  As  the  Prime  Minister 
has  said,  this  is  the  logical  outcome  of 
the  Besolution  passed  oy  a  majority  of 
the  House  the  other  day.  It  is  very 
evident  that  we  are  here  to  carry  on 
Business,  and  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  carry  it  on  if  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
were  to  exercise  what  he  considers,  and 
what  we  consider,  his  statutory  rights, 
and  persistently  to  come  up  to  tliat  Table 
to  take  the  Oath.  Therefore,  I  am  not 
ffoing  to  ask  the  House  to  divide  against 
Siis  Kesolution ;  but  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Devon  to  be  g^ood  enough  to  ex- 
plain what  is  the  precise  meaning  of  the 
Kesolution,  because  I  think  many  Gen- 
tlemen here  do  not  quite  understand 
what  it  is.  Is  it  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
should  be  forbidden  to  enter  the  pre* 


cincts  of  this  House ;  and,  if  so,  perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  tell  us 
what  those  precincts  are  ?  It  is  simply 
for  information  that  I  ask,  and  not  with 
any  intention  of  opposing  the  Besolu- 
tion. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NORTHOOTE:  I 
understand  that  when  a  Gentleman  has 
been  returned  as  a  Member  of  this  House, 
and  from  any  circumstance  is  unable  to 
take  his  seat  in  the  House,  or  is  re- 
strained from  doing  so — as  has  been  the 
case  in  several  instances,  and  among 
them  in  that  of  Baron  Bothschild,  who 
was  in  that  position  for  several  years — 
the  Gentleman  so  returned  is  regarded 
as  an  incomplete  Member  of  this  House, 
and  as  such  is  entitled  to  take  his  seat 
below  the  Bar.  That  has  been  the  prac- 
tice which  has  been  followed  in  these 
cases,  and  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  lately 
followed  that  example  himself,  and  even 
remained  there  during  our  divisions.  It 
is  obvious  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  remain- 
ing in  that  position,  can  at  any  moment, 
with  great  ease,  enter  the  body  of  the 
House,  which  he  claims  to  be  legally 
entitled  to  do,  for  the  purpose  of  tender- 
ing to  take  the  Oath  at  this  Table.  I 
think  it  impossible  that,  so  long  as  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  retains  that  position,  it  is 
impossible  for  the  House  to  have  any 
security  that  its  proceedings  wUl  not  be 
interrupted  at  a  moment's  notice,  and 
scenes  which  we  all  feel,  whatever  our 
opinions,  to  be  deplorable  may  occur.  I 
therefore  by  the  Motion  propose  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  shall  be  excluded  from 
the  House — that  is  to  say,  that  he  shall 
not  come  within  the  door  that  is  kept 
by  the  doorkeepers,  until  or  unless  he 
shall  undertake  to  the  Speaker  that  he 
will  not  disturb  the  proceedings  of  the 
House,  in  which  case  I  can  see  no  rea- 
son why  he  should  not  do  that  which 
other  Gentlemen  who  have  been  re- 
turned to  this  House  aud  have  not  been 
able  to  take  their  seats  have  done.  In 
that  way  we  shall  have  security  against 
disturbance  in  our  proceedings  without 
inflicting  any  hardship  on  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh other  than  that  which  is  inflicted 
upon  him  by  our  objection  to  his  taking 
the  Oath. 

Question  put,  and  a^0$d  io, 

Ordtred^  That  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  do  remore 
Mr.  BradUagfa  from  the  Uoute,  until  he  ■hall 
•ngaffe  not  further  to  disturb  the  prooeediufi  of 
ths  HouM. 


PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MR. 
DILLON. 

Mr.  PARNELL  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary a  Question  of  which  he  had  given 
him  private  Notice — namely,  Whether 
he  would  inform  the  House  as  to  the 
words  or  acts  for  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tipperary  had  been  arrested, 
and  when  and  where  the  words  were 
Bpoken  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  think,  Sir, 

I  had  better  read  the  words  respecting 

the  arrest  of  the  hon.  Member.     The 

warrant  declares — 

"That  John  Dillon,  North  Great  Georee*8 
street,  city  of  Dublin,  Member  of  Parliament, 
is  reasonably  suspected  of  having  since  the 
30th  day  of  September,  1880,  been  guilty  as 
principal  of  a  crime  punishable  by  law,  that 
IS  to  say,  inciting  persons  to  forcibly  oppose 
and  resist  the  execution  of  a  process  of  the  law 
to  give  possession  of  land,  committed  in  the 
aforesaid  proscribed  district,  and  being  an  in- 
citement to  an  act  of  violence  tending  to  inter- 
fere with  the  maintenance  of  law  and  order.'* 

That  is  the  only  reply  I  can  give  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  for  this  reason — 
that,  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the 
Act  under  which  the  arrest  was  made, 
the  question  was  repeatedly  brought  be- 
fore the  House  as  to  whether  more  in- 
formation could  be  given  than  that  con- 
tained in  the  Warrant.  I  have  read  to 
the  House  what  was  decided  by  a  large 
majority  in  one,  or,  I  think,  two  divi- 
sions, which  decided  that  more  infor- 
mation should  not  be  given.  I  do  not 
think,  therefore,  that  I  should  be  acting 
in  accordance  with  the  Act  of  Parliament 
or  with  respect  to  the  House,  without 
an  Order  of  the  House,  if  I  gave  more 
information  in  this  case.  I  can  only  say 
for  the  Government  and  for  myself,  so 
far  as  I  have  anything  to  do  with  it, 
that  we  are  perfectly  prepared  to  meet 
any  Motion  which  may  be  brought  for- 
ward impugning  our  conduct  in  this 
matter. 

Mb.  PARNELL :  Then,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  wish  to  further  call  attention  to  this 
matter,  and  to  conclude  with  a  Motion. 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
altogether  misinterpreted  the  intentions 
of  the  House  in  refusing  to  give  infor- 
mation with  regard  to  the  arrest  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  In  coming  to  their  decision 
I  think  probably  the  House  has  been 
influenced  by  the  supposition  that,  under 
certain  oircumstances,  it  might  be  im- 
possible or  inconvenient  to  give  informa- 
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tion;  but  I  submit  that  in  the  case  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary,  and  in 
the  case  of  almost  everyone   arrested 
under  the  Protection  of    Person    and 
Property  (Lreland)  Act,  it  is  perfectly 
within  the  power  of  the  Govemm^ent  to 
give  the  information  required.     Ijet  me 
call  attention  to  the  situation.     An  boa. 
Member  of  this  House  has  been  arrested 
for  an  offence  which  is  not  named«  al- 
though generally  described  in  the  War- 
rant.    That  hon.  Gentleman  has  no  in- 
formation as  to  the  particulars  of  the 
offence;   and  when  I  ask  the  GoT^m- 
ment  to  give  me  information,  and  to  tell 
me  what  offence  my  hon.  Friend  lias 
been  guilty  of,  and  at  what  time  and 
place  the  offence  was  committed,   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  says  he  is  not  required 
to  do  so  by  Act  of  Parliament.     When 
I  turn  to  the  circumstances  connected 
with  the  case,  I  find  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  been  singularly  unmindful, 
not  only  of  what  is  due  to  this  House, 
but  also  what  is  due  to  an  important 
Irish  constituency.     My  hon.  Friend  at 
the  time  of  his  arrest  was  on  his  way  to 
this  House  to  speak  on  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Bill;  and  it  is  true  that  he 
had  announcedhis  intention  of  criticizing 
very  severely  the  provisions  of  that  mea- 
sure, and  to  influence  his  Colleagues  to 
reject  that  measure.     This  course  might 
have  been  fraught  with  some  incon- 
venience to  the  Government ;    but  mj 
hon.  Friend  certainly  represented  a  par- 
ticular school  of  thought  and  a  particular 
political  line  with  regard  to  this  Land 
Bill  in  Ireland  not  represented  by  any- 
one else.     I  afiirm,  then,  it  was  a  deli- 
berate interference  with  the   Constitu- 
tional rights  of  my  hon.  Friend  to  arrest 
him  on  his  way  to  this  House.    In  fact, 
this  Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act  has  been  used  simply  for  the  pur- 
pose of  blackening  the  character  of  cer- 
tain Irish  politicians.     The  Government 
know  that  they  can  make  no  case  if  they 
specify  the  acts  and  the  offences  under 
which  the  prisoners  are  charged,  and 
they  shelter  themselves  behind  a  Parlia- 
mentary Return  which  I   have  in  my 
hand,  which  recites  in  ambiguous  terms 
and  in  awful  language  the  general  cha- 
racter of  the  offences  which  are  alleged 
against  the  arrested  persons.    Bat  when 
we  ask  for  information,  and  when  I  g^ve 
Notice  that  I  should  move  for  a  Return 
in  referenoe  to  a  person  detained  in 
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prison  under  the  Ooeroion  Act,  and  un- 
der a  Warrant  that  he  was  '*  reasonably 
suspected  "  of  acts  of  violence  or  intimi- 
dation, or  inciting  to  the  same,  together 
with  the  time  and  places  of  the  offences, 
what  course  did  the  Government  take  ? 
Thehon.  and  gallant  Member  (Sir  Arthur 
Hayter),  at  the  direction  of  the  Govern- 
ment, under  the  half-past  12  Bule,  ren- 
dered it  impossible  for  me  to  obtain  the 
information  which    it    was    absolutely 
necessary  for  me  to  have  in  order  to 
make  my  Motion.     We  do  not  know  of 
what  all  these  persons  are  accused ;  and 
I  take  it  I  have  shown  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  acted  candidly  in  this 
matter,  and  are  seeking  to  evade  a  full 
and  fair  inquiry  into  the  subject.  During 
the  first  reading  of  the  Protection  of 
Person  and  Property  (Ireland)  Bill,  the 
Prime  Minister,  with  a  great  flourish, 
said  that  all  these  arrests  would  be  open 
to  challenge  on  the  floor  of  the  House. 
May  I  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether, 
when  he  made  that  statement,  that  he 
had  in  contemplation  that  Irish  Members 
desiring  information  should  beobstructed 
by  a  paid  official  of  the  Government? 
Many  of  the  gentlemen  arrested  occupy 
respectable  positions,  and  are  honoured 
by  their  neighbours,  some  of  them  hold- 
ing places  of  trust  and  responsibility  in 
the  local  Municipalities  and  Poor  Law 
Boards  for  the  country.     It  is  a  perfect 
mockery  to  discuss  the  imprisonment  of 
these  men  so  long  as  the  Government 
refuse  us  information;  and  I  desire  to 
move  that  the  information  be  given.     I 
think  I  have  shown  that  I  have  especial 
interest  in  directing  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  question  of  the  arrest  of 
my  hon.  Friend.     When  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary answered  a  Question  put  to  him 
yesterday  with  regard  to  the  health  of 
my  hon.   Friend,  he  had  received  no 
official  information  on  the  subject ;  but, 
of  course,  the  House  could  not  be  ex- 
pected to  liberate  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tipperary  so  as  to  enable  him  to  con- 
tinue the  course  he  was  pursuing  at  the 
time  of  his  arrest.     Now,  I  have  had 
opportunities   of    becoming  acquainted 
with  my  hon.  Friend's  character  and 
constitution,  and  I  know  very  well  that 
confinement  and  imprisonment  lasting 
for  any  time  will  be  absolutely  fatal  to 
him.     He  is  a  man  sufl'ering  from  an 
illness  which  requires  constant  occupa- 
tion in  the  open  air  to  keep  him  alive. 
Several  members  of  his  family  have  al- 


ready died  of  this  illness.     One  of  hia 
sisters  died  this  year  of  the  same  com- 
plaint from  which  my  hon.  Friend  is 
suffering;    and  all  his  friends  and  his 
medical  advisers  know  well  that  if  the 
imprisonment  of  John  Dillon  is  long 
continued  it  will  result  in  his  death, 
imprisonment  crippling  him  in  such  a 
manner  as  will  lead  to  his  death  within 
a  short  period.     I  now  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  the  Government  intend  to 
keep  John  Dillon  in  prison  until  he  dies  ? 
I  ask  him  to  enable  us  to  show  that  he 
does  not  deserve  imprisonment ;    and» 
for  my  part,  I  believe  the  House  would 
recognize  that  fact,  and  would  recognize 
that  he  was  not  deserving  of  the  punish- 
ment of  death  which,  practically,  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
proposes  to  inflict  upon  him.     I  would 
ask  the  Gt)vernment  to  re-consider  the 
position  they  have  taken  up  with  regard 
to  their  refusal  to  give  iiLEormation  as 
to  the  particulars  of  these  cases.     I  do 
not  want  information  from  them  where 
it  is  impossible  to  give  it.     I  do  not 
want  information  from  them  where  they 
have  not  got  it  to  give,  or  where  the 
giving  of  it  would  inflict  any  wrong  or 
injury  upon  any  other  person,  or  would 
be  prejudicial  to  the  administration  of 
the  law  or  this  Act.     But  I  submit  that 
where  the  Government  have  no  other 
reason    than  the   mere  fact  that    the 
House  of  Commons  refused  in  this  Act 
to    direct    them    to    give   information, 
it  is  perfectly  competent  for  them  to 
consider  each  case  in  itself  and,  where 
no  public  wrong  would  accrue,  to  give 
such  information  as  we  ask  for.     I  beg, 
Mr.  Speaker,  to  move  that  this  House 
do  now  adjourn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn."— 
{Mr.Farnell.) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  It  is  my  duty 
steadily  to  decline  to  enter  upon  the 
course  to  which  the  hon.  Member  invites 
us  for  reasons  which  appear  to  me  per- 
fectly clear  and  perfectly  unquestionable. 
Parliament  has  thought  fit,  after  long 
and  full  consideration,  to  intrust  the 
Executive  Government  with  powers  of  a 
character  beyond  the  ordinary  rules  of 
the  Constitution,  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
serving peace  and  order  in  Ireland;  and 
Parliament  has  therein  proceeded  on  the 
supposition  that,  under  the  peculiar  oir^ 
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oumstanoes  of  the  case,  it  is  desirable 
that  the  Executive  Gbvemment  should 
have  those  powers  upon  grounds  apart 
from  those  on  which  they  would  or 
might  be  prepared  to  challenge  the  con- 
duct of  the  parties  who  are  brought  to 
justice.  They  have  established  an  ex- 
ceptional me&od  of  procedure,  to  be 
exercised  upon  the  discretion  of  the 
Executive  Qt>vernment.  After  a  discus- 
sion upon  the  Amendment  to  the  Bill 
which  was  proposed  on  the  part  of  those 
who  resisted  the  measure,  that  in  every 
Warrant  for  the  arrest  of  anyone  under 
the  Bill  should  be  specified  particulars 
analogous  to  those  for  which  the  hon. 
Member  now  calls,  Parliament  distinctly 
rejected  that  Amendment.  I  am  not  sure 
whether  it  was  not  tried  more  than  once ; 
but  the  deliberate  judgment  of  Parlia- 
ment was  that  the  iniormation  should 
not  be  given.  Were  that  information 
to  be  given,  the  effect  would  be  that  the 
whole  of  these  cases  would  be  liable  to 
be  vaguely  and  generally  discussed  in 
this  House,  and  the  House  would  be- 
come partners  in  the  responsibility  which 
Parliament  requires  the  Oovemment  to 
assume  whole  and  undivided.  For  that 
reason  it  was  that  the  Government  did 
not  think  it  right  that  occasions  when 
the  House  might  be  exhausted,  with  but 
few  Members  in  attendance,  should  be 
made  use  of  for  the  purpose  of  making 
Motions  with  a  view  to  the  production 
of  this  information,  as  I  may  call  it, 
wholesale.  But  the  g^und  that  we 
took  during  the  discussion  was  a  differ- 
ent ground.  What  we  said  was  this — 
**  Our  conduct  on  each  and  all  of  these 
occasions  will  be  liable  to  be  challenged. 
Where  you  think  you  have  cause  to 
think  that  our  proceedings  are  open  to 
question,  there  will  be  nothing  to  pre- 
vent you  from  raising  the  question  in 
this  House.  When,  instead  of  a  mere 
discussion  at  large  upon  the  merits  of 
a  case,  you  are  prepared  to  make  a 
charge  against  the  flxecutive  Oovem- 
ment, then  the  Executive  Oovemment 
will  be  prepared  to  meet  you  upon  that 
charge."  But  the  hon.  Oentleman  does 
not  make  a  charge  against  the  Execu- 
tive Oovemment.  He  makes  a  speech 
upon  the  subject,  but  does  not  em- 
body in  a  Motion  the  allegations  which 
he  travels  over  in  his  speech,  and  he 
concludes  with  a  Motion  that  the  House 
do  now  adjourn.  Is  that  course  neces- 
sary owing  to  the  position  in  which  the 

Mr*  Oladttone 


hon.  (Gentleman  is  placed  f  No ;  TinOilm^ 
of  the  kind.  We  had,  even  so  late  as 
yesterday,  upon  the  Notice  Paper  a 
Motion  which,  however  incorrect  in  the 
allegations  which  it  made,  was  perfectly 
legitimate  as  to  the  mode  in  which  it 
proposed  to  raise  the  question  of  ICr. 
Dillon's  arrest.  It  was  a  Motion  as  fel- 
lows:— 

''That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoiue,  tha 
action  of  the  Irish  Executive  in  arbitimzily 
arresting  a  Member  of  this  House  withoai 
reasonable  around,  and  in  proclaiming  a  state 
of  siege  in  I)ublin,  is  an  abuse  of  the  excep- 
tional powers  conferred  by  Parliament;  ana, 
coupled  with  the  conduct  of  the  Executire  in 
affording  the  use  of  the  armed  forces  of  the 
Crown  for  the  wholesale  execution  of  wanton 
and  crud  eyictions,  is  calculated  to  promote 
disaffection  in  Ireland,  and  to  mar  any  poeaible 
good  results  &om  the  remedial  proposals  of  the 
Government." 

In  this  particular  case  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tipperary  (Mr.  Dillon),  the  hon. 
Member    K>r    Longford    (Mx.    Justiii 
McCarthy)  had  given  Notice  of  a  Mo- 
tion,  and  no  doubt  he  would  in  hia 
speech  have  stated  the  specific  ffroonda 
on  which  he  would  have  founded  the 
charge  which  he  embodied  in  his  Notioe 
of  Motion.    The  Executive  €K>vemmeat 
would  then  have  been  put  on  its  trial ; 
and  it  would  have  been  the  right  and 
the  duty  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  and  those 
who  thought  with    him   to  place  the 
Executive  Government  on  its  trial  in 
relation  to  matters  of  this  kind.    The 
Executive  Qovemment  would  have  taken 
no  step,  whether  by  blocking  the  Notice 
of  Motion  or  otherwise,  to  evade  it ;  but 
would  immediately  have  challenged  the 
judgment  of  the  House.     But  as  to 
vaeue  discussions  ending  in  Motions  for 
adjournment,     when    hon.    Gentlemen 
without  any  responsibility  can  say  what 
they  please,  the  Qovemment  will  decline 
to  aUow  false  issues  to  be  raised,  and  to 
abandon  the  position  in  which  Parlia- 
ment   has  placed  them   by  intrusting 
them  with  exceptional  powers  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  law  for  the  pro- 
tection of  life  and  property  in  Ireland. 
I  have  now  stated  distinctly  the  path  in 
which  we  are  prepared  to  walk ;  but  in 
the  path  opened  to  us  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  we  decline  to 
walk,  for  it  would  be  a  cowardly  attempt 
on  our  part  to  divide  our  responsibihly 
with  the  House,  and  to  shift  a  portioii 
from  ourselves  on  to  the  ahonlaera  of 
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hon.  Members.  We  intend  to  bear  it 
undivided,  and  to  confine  oorselyeB — 
which  would  be  our  dutr  if  the  case 
arose — to  defending  ourselyes  from  any 
and  every  allegation  that  may  be  made 
against  us. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'OAETHT  failed  to 
find  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
any  answer  to  the  arg^uments  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Oity  of  Cork.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  show  by  any 
Besolution  or  by  any  clause  in  the  Act 
that  Parliament  prevented  the  Ohief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  from  giving  this  in- 
formation in  cases  where  it  was  thought 
fair  and  right  to  do  so.  It  was  entirely 
in  the  discretion  of  the  Qovemment,  if 
thev  pleased,  to  answer  the  questions 
which  nad  been  put — they  could  give  the 
reasons  why  the  hon.  Member  for  Tip- 
perary  was  arreeted  by  the  Irish  Execu- 
tive. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  com- 
plained that  the  Motion  which  stood 
in  his  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy's)  name  was 
not  proceeded  with,  and  protested  that 
the  Government  were  eag^r  to  meet  it. 
But  he  would  ask  what  chance  was  there 
of  bringing  it  on  at  a  reasonable  hour 
for  discussion  ?  The  light  hon.  Gentle- 
man only  suggested  that  if  he  waited  his 
chance  he  would,  no  doubt,  be  able  to 
bring  the  Motion  before  the  House. 
That  was  to  say  he  might  be  able  to 
bring  it  on  at  the  fag  end  of  a  long  dis- 
cussion, perhaps  at  2  or  3  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  when  he  should  be  speaking 
to  empty  Benches.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  willing  enough  on  two  or 
three  occasions  to  interrupt  the  course  of 
Business  in  the  House  for  the  purpose  of 
introducing  questions  which  mi^ht  very 
well  have  waited.  He  was  willing  to 
interrupt  the  course  of  important  Public 
Business  in  order  to  propose  a  Vote  of 
Thanks  to  men  engaged  in  a  war  which 
he  himself  little  more  than  a  year  ago 
condemned  as  a  crime.  He  was  willing 
to  interrupt  the  course  of  Business  to 
propose  a  National  Monument  to  the 
memory  of  a  statesman  of  whom  he  had 
said  not  long  since  that  he  had  given 
some  of  the  best  years  of  his  life  to 
thwarting  and  opposing  his  policy.  Ho 
(Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  did  not  find  fault 
with  him  for  taking  that  course ;  he  only 
mentioned  it  to  show  how  easily  ho  foimd 
an  opportunity  for  interrupting  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  for  any  purpose  which 
he  himself  wished  to  carrv  out.  The 
lighthon.  Gentleman  had  referred  in  that 


House  to  the  grievance  of  having  a  con- 
stituency deprived  of  one  of  its  Hepre- 
sentatives.  For  the  purpose  of  preventing 
such  a  thing  he  was  prepared  to  give  up 
the  time  of  the  House  to  a  most  dis- 
agreeable and  unnecessary  discussion, 
especially  at  this  period  of  the  Session  ; 
but  when  they  came  to  raise  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  act  of  the  Gt)vemment 
had  not  practically  disfranchised  Tip- 
perary,  he  had  no  suggestion  to  make, 
except  that  cmyone  who  had  a  Motion  to 
make  on  the  subject  might  wait  for  his 
chance,  and  take  the  first  chance  he  got. 
If  he  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  was  not  mis- 
taken, the  event  which  ikej  were  dis- 
cussing was  absolutely  without  pre- 
cedent in  Parliamentary  history.  He 
believed  there  was  no  other  case,  so  far 
as  he  could  recollect,  in  which  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  House  was  arrested  and  im- 
prisoned under  the  same  conditions  as 
nis  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tip- 
perary.  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  was  sent 
to  prison  on  a  direct  charge,  openly 
maae  and  fonnally recorded  against  him; 
and  he  was,  on  the  first  opportunity, 
brought  before  a  public  Court  of  Law, 
and  tried  for  the  alleged  offence.  But 
in  this  case  his  hon.  Friend  was  arrested 
cmd  consigned  to  prison  without  him- 
self or  any  of  his  friends  having  any 
chance  of  knowing  what  was  the  exact 
charge  on  which  he  was  committed, 
and  whether  he  was  fairly  suspected  of 
being  guilty  of  it.  This,  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  sav,  was  without  precedent  in, 
and  reflected  discredit  upon,  a  civilized 
country.  His  hon.  Friend  was  coming 
over  to  Parliament  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment whether  the  charges  which  he  had 
made  against  landlords  in  regard  to  the 
evictions  g^ing  on  were  not  correct.  No 
reasons  had  been  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  justify  the  course  which  they 
had  adopted  ;  and,  therefore,  many  per- 
sons would  see  in  the  arrest  not 
the  act  of  legitimate  authority*  but 
the  desperate  stratagem  of  a  political 
partizan.  If  the  health  of  his  hon. 
Friend  should  be  seriously  injured  by 
his  imprisonment,  and  if  the  worst 
should  result  from  it,  he  would  not  be 
the  first  who  had  sacrificed  his  life  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Irish  people.  The 
speech  wliich  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Par- 
noil)  had  made  was  not  in  the  nature  of 

■  a  plaintive   appeal    to    Hor    Majesty's 
Govommont     for    mercy     to    his    hon. 

j  Friend    the    Member    for    Tipparary, 


191      ProUetion  of  Pm<m  and      {COMMONS)   Property  {IrOamd^  Ad,  IWl.  IM 

hare  met.  To  the  insinaatioiis  of  ih« 
hon.  Member  the  Government  oonld  gire 
a  perfect  reply.  The  hon.  Member  nad 
said  that  he  had  been  prevented  £roin 
proceeding  with  the  Motion  ;  but  he 
might  easily  have  made  it  that  ni^ht. 
[/*  No  !  "]  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  dissented  from  that  state- 
ment; but,  looking  at  the  state  of  tlie 
Order  Book  for  the  night,  no  one  conid 
doubt  that  the  Motion  might  have  been 
brought  on.  Indeed,  he  had  been  much 
surprised  that  morning,  on  looking^  at 
the  Business  for  that  night,  to  find  that 
the  Motion  had  been  withdrawn.  The 
hon.  Member  had  chosen  to  raise  the 
question  on  the  Motion  for  the  adjonrn- 
ment  of  the  House  rather  than  by  direct 
Motion,  because  he  .was  aware  thai  by 
doing  so  he  could  make  no  charge  which 
the  Government  could  meet. 

Mb.  DALY  said,  that  his  hon.  Cc^- 
league  had  asked  what  were  the  words 
or  acts  on  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tipperary  had  been  arrested ;  and  they 
believed  that  all    the   evidence   which 
the  Government  possessed,  and  on  which 
the  arrest  was  made,  could  be  given  by 
the  Government  officials ;  therefore,  the 
Chief  Secretary  need  not  shelter  himself 
behind  the  extraordinary  powers  given 
to  the  Government  by  the  Coercion  Act, 
and  refuse  to  answer  the  questions  which 
had  been   put.     The  Government  had 
30,000  soldiers  and  12,000  policemen  in 
Ireland ;  and,  therefore,  they  could  have 
no  fear  of  any  result  arising  from  the 
reasons  which  they  might  give.     The 
Government  should  have  courage,  and 
answer  all  the  questions  categorically. 
He  believed  that  this  Liberal  Government 
would  be  accused  of  doing  a  mean  and 
dastardly  act,    and  then  of  sheltering 
the m selves    from   the    consequences   of 
that  act  in  a  cowardly  way.     Practically, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had,  of  their 
own  motion,  disfranchised  one  of  the 
Irish  constituencies.     His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Tipperary  could  have 
spoken  with  authority  in  regard  to  the 
evictions  in  Ireland,  and   which  were 
going  forward  in  the  most  monstrous 
manner,  as  on  all  these  things  he  had  a 
more  intimate  knowledge  than  any  other 
man.     The  position  of  the  Government, 
in  not  answering  the  questions  put,  was 
unsound  and  untenable. 

Mr.  J.  COWEN  said,  he  was  as- 
tonished that  the  Government  had  not 
given  a  more  satisfactory  answer  to  the 


but  was  a  note  of  warning  to  them  of 
the    serious    and    important    responsi- 
bility which  they  had  taken  upon  them- 
selves   in  having,  without    reasonable 
cause,    arrested    an    hon.   Member   of 
that  House,  and  in  continuing  to  detain 
him  in  prison.     Her  Majesty's  Qt)vem- 
ment  had  also  incurred  the  responsibility 
of  proclaiming  a  great,  populous,  and 
peaceful  city  like  Dublin,  and  of  placing 
it  in  a  state  of  siege  by  a  stroke  of  the 
pen.     Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald,  who  cer- 
tainly was  not  an  admirer  of  the  Land 
League,  shortly  before  the  Government 
took  that  step  had  declared  the  state  of 
Dublin  to  be  eminently  tranquil ;  and, 
indeed,  the  only  ground  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  himself  had  assigned  for  pro- 
claiming that  city  was  because  one  or 
two  speeches  had  been  made  in  it  of 
which  the  Government  did  not  approve. 
Could    a  parallel    case  be    found    in 
modern  history,  a  case  in  which  a  great 
peaceful  city  had  been  placed  in  a  state 
of  siege  merely  because  one  or  two  per- 
sons, whose  very  names  were  not  given, 
had  made  speeches  which  were  disap- 
proved by  a  Member  of  the  Government 
of  the  day  ?    He  admitted  that  the  course 
which  had  been  pursued  on  this  occasion 
of  moving  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
was  somewhat  irregular ;  but  the  Irish 
Members  had  felt  bound  to  take  it  in 
order    to    bring    a    matter   of  utmost 
urgency  under  the  notice  of  the  House 
and  of  the  country.      The   right   hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government    were   compelled,    in    the 
first  place,  to  make  the   laws    of    the 
country   respected  and  obeyed  in  Ire- 
land.    He  (Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy)  sup- 
posed they  could  exact  and   enforce  a 
sort  of  sullen  obedience  to  the  law  by 
the  use  of  their  military  and  police  ;  but 
to  make  the  law  respected  in  Ireland 
was  not  within  the  power  of  all  their 
police  or  all  their  soldiery  until  they 
made  the  law  different  from  what  it  was, 
and  administered  it  otherwise  than  they 
did  at  present. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  thought 
that  the  course  adopted  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy) 
was  unfair  and  unreasonable.  It  was 
in  the  power  of  the  hon.  Member  to  have 
brought  forward  that  night  the  Motion 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice — a  Motion 
which  brought  a  direct  charge  against 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  which  the 
Government  were  perfectly  prepared  to 

Mr.JuiUn  Ji' Car  thy 
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question  that  had   been  addressed  to 
tnem.     They  would  have  reasons  for 
arresting  Mr.  Dillon,  and  surely  they 
might  state  them.     In  the  absence  of 
this  information,  all  the  House  could  do 
was  to  speculate  on  the  cause  of  the 
arrest.      No  one,  he  supposed,  would 
accuse  Mr.  Dillon  of  having  been  en- 
gaged   in    houghing    cattle,    shooting 
mndlords,  or  burning  property.    There 
was  no  overt  act  that  he  had  committed. 
The  only  ground  for  his  arrest,  therefore, 
must  be  his  speeches.     He  had  not  seen 
any  report  of  those   speeches,   except 
such  as  had  appeared  in  the  English 
newspapers,  and  these  reports  were  not 
to  be  trusted.     They  were  usually  at- 
tempered to  the  appetites  of  English 
readers.     Many  of  the  statements  that 
appeared  in  the  English  papers  respect- 
ing Ireland  were  absolutely  false — others 
were  grossly  exaggerated.     Even  when 
the  statements  were  themselves  correct, 
the  explanation  necessary  to  their  under- 
standing was  withheld.    To  form  an  es- 
timate of  what  had  been  said  by  any  man 
in  Ireland  from  what  appeared  in  the 
English  newspapers  was  to  do  that  man 
an  injustice.     Before  the  House  passed 
a  condemnation  of  his  Friend  he  begged 
it  to  pause.     He  asked  it  to  consider  the 
circumstances — the  strongly  extenuating 
circumstances  ^under  which  Mr.  Dillon 
had  spoken.     There  had    been   great 
agricultural  depression  over  the  whole 
£ngdom.    This  depression  had  been 
most  severely  felt  in  Ireland.     In  some 
places   it    had  deepened   into    distress 
— in  others  into  want  and  starvation. 
Mr.  Dillon,  during  several  months,  had 
employed  himself  in  going  from  one  part 
of  the  country  to  another,  and  had  been 
brought  face  to  face  with  the  realities  of 
the  situation.     The  Government  had  in- 
troduced a  Bill  designed  to  improve  the 
social  condition  of  the  Irish  people.  The 
measure  might  be  wise  or  unwise ;  but 
that  was  its  purpose.     The  landlords,  or 
at  least  a  large  section  of  them,  feared 
that  the  operation  of  the  Bill  would  be 
injurious  to  their  interests,  and,  with  a 
view  of  getting  quit  of  the  responsi- 
bility that  it  entailed  upon  them,  they 
were    scattering    notices    of  ejectment 
broadcast.      These  ejectments  had,  in 
many  instances,  matured  into  evictions. 
He  did  not  know  whether  hon.  Gentle- 
men had   witnessed  an  eviction.     The 
harrowing  scenes  that  accompanied  them 
could  not  be  viewed  unmoved  by  any 
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man.     To  see  a  starving  family  crouch- 
ing in  the  cold  on  a  bleak  hillside  was  a 
spectacle  that  no  one  could  behold  with- 
out emotion.     Mr.  Dillon  had  witnessed 
these   scenes,    and  he    had   spoken   in 
strong,  but  not  too  strong,  reprobation 
of  them.  He  might  probably  have  over- 
stepped  the  thin    line  that  separated 
legality  from  illegality.     But  the  sur- 
roundings being  recollected,  no  generous 
man  would  judge  him  harshly.     Espe- 
cially   ought  this  to  be  the  case  with 
the  present  Government.     There  were 
Members  of   the  Administration    who 
had  lived    amongst   Leagues,  and  had 
risen  to  power  through  agitation.      If 
everything  they  had  said   and    every- 
thing they  had  done  during  periods  of 
excitement  had  been  as  strictly  watched 
and  as  strictly  judged  as  Mr.  Dillon's 
speeches  and  doings  had  been,  some  of 
them  would  certainly  not  have  escaped 
a  prosecution  if  they  had  escaped  im- 
prisonment.    Mr.  Dillon  knew  that  the 
mass  of  the  English  people  were  ignorant 
of  the  condition  of  Ireland,  that  a  large 
number  were  not  only  ignorant  but  in- 
different, and    that    some    even    were 
hostile.     It  was  a  cynical  but  too  com- 
mon observation  that  this  country  would 
be  benefited  if  Ireland  was  cut  adrift 
from  us,  or  if  she  was  sunk  beneath  the 
Atlantic  waves  long  enough  to  procure 
the  destruction  of  her  population.    This 
hard  view  of  Ireland  and  her  people  was 
not  so  prevalent  now  as  it  was  in  former 
years ;  yet  still  it  existed.     Mr.  Dillon 
also  knew  that  nothing   ever  was  ob- 
tained in  the  way  of  political  or  social 
consideration  from    this    country  until 
there  had  been  an  agitation  amounting 
almost  to  an    insurrection.      We   con- 
ceded nothing  to  Ireland  from  a  sense 
of  justice — only  from  force.   We  yielded 
to  fear  what  we  refused  to  reason.  [**  No, 
no !  "]     Some  hon.  Members  denied  that 
statement.     He  appealed  to  history  in 
confirmation    of    what    he    had    said. 
Since  the  Union  there  had  been  three 
serious    attempts    made    at    ameliora- 
tive legislation   in  Ireland.     And  how 
had  those  attempts  been  initiated  ?  One 
of  the  pledges  given  by  the  English  Go- 
vernment in  1 800  was  that  if  the  Irish 
Parliament  would  consent  to  the  Union 
the  penal   laws  against   the  Catholics 
should  be  at  once  repealed.     How  was 
that    pledge    fulfilled?      Thirty    years 
were  allowed  to  elapse  before  any  berious 
attempt  was  made  to  comply  with  the 
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engagement,  and  then  it  was  not  com- 
plied with  because  of  its  righteousness 
or  its  justice.  The  Prime  Minister 
of  the  day  had  the  audacity  to  declare 
that  Catholic  Emancipation  was  yielded 
because  there  were  only  two  alternatives. 
The  one  was  emancipation  and  the  other 
Civil  War.  Emancipation  was  therfore, 
in  his  judgment,  only  a  less  evil  than 
Civil  War,  and  hence  it  was  conceded. 
Sir  Bobert  Peel  endeavoured  to  deal  with 
the  three  great  Irish  grievances — Land, 
Education,  and  the  Church.  But  he  did 
not  deal  with  these  questions  from  any 
intrinsic  sense  of  the  injustices  under 
which  the  people  were  labouring.  Eng- 
land was  at  the  time  in  trouble  with 
foreign  States.  There  was  a  dispute 
with  America  about  Oregon,  and  a  dis- 
pute with  France  about  Otaheite.  The 
Government  were  afraid  if  they  went  to 
war  with  cither  or  both  of  these  Powers 
that  French  or  American  troops  might 
be  landed  in  Ireland.  The  Irish,  being 
discontented,  might  receive  them  as  de- 
liverers. It  was  not  because  the  people 
were  suffering  from  an  injustice,  but 
because  it  was  desirable  to  send  them 
what  Sir  Bobert  Peel  described  as  a 
message  of  peace,  that  the  three  mea- 
sures he  had  indicated  were  proposed. 
It  was  fear  of  the  Irish  aiding  the 
French  or  the  Americans  in  the  threat- 
ened wars  that  got  for  them  the  Queen's 
Colleges,  an  increased  grant  for  May- 
nooth,  and  an  attempted  amendment  of 
the  laws  respecting  land.  The  third 
occasion  when  JParliament  essayed  to  solve 
the  Irish  difficulty  was  during  the  last 
Liberal  Government.  The  circumstances 
were  still  fresh  in  their  recollection. 
They  all  knew  how  many  times  the 
question  of  Land  Beform  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  by  Mr.  Sharman 
Crawford  and  others,  and  how  often 
Besolutions  respecting  the  Irish  Church 
bad  been  rejected.  The  House  refused 
to  legislate  on  these  points  until  the 
Fenians  broke  open  a  prison  van  in  the 
streets  of  Manchester,  released  two  of 
their  leaders,  and  blew  down  the  wall 
of  Clerkenwall  Gaol,  in  the  expectation 
of  setting  free  a  third.  It  was  a  fear 
of  the  Fenian  insurrection  that  caused 
the  Church  and  Land  Questions  in 
1868-9  to  pass  from  the  domain  of 
speculation  to  that  of  practical  politics. 
Mr.  Dillon  knew  all  this.  Eveiy  Irish- 
man knew  it,  and  they  also  know  that 
the  legislation  of  the  present  Session 
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would  never  have  been  attempted  if  it 
had  not  been  for  the  action  of  the  Liand 
League.    If  there  had  been   no    Xjand 
League  there  would  have  been  no  ILtajid 
Bill.    The  movement  directed  by   th« 
League  had  created  a  public   opinion 
such  as  had  compelled  the  Government 
to  take  action.     The  League  really  had 
forced  the  Government  measure.      The 
Ministry  was  the  acting  power,  but  the 
organization  which  Mr.  JDillon  controlled 
was  the  motive  power.    It  was   most 
unfair  to  send  to  prison  the  men  who 
had  aroused  the  public  opinion  which 
rendered  the  measures  of  the  Ministry 
possible.     What  were  the  simple  facta 
of  the  case?    Mr.  Dillon  had  collected 
a  larger  amount  of  information  respect- 
ing the  condition  of  Irish  peasants  than 
was  possessed  by  any  other  man  in  the 
House.     There  was  no  Member  there, 
not  even  the  Irish  Secretary,  who  had 
anything  like  the  amount  of  information 
on  the  subject  that  he  had.     He  was  on 
his  way  to  Parliament  to  submit   tlut 
information  to  it.     An  announcement 
to  that  effect  had  been  made  in  all  the 
papers.      It    was    well    known   to    his 
Friends  that  he  intended  to  be  in  the 
House  last  Thursday  and  to  take  part 
in  the  discussion.     The  Government  ar- 
rested him  on  his  way  there,  and  landed 
him  in  Kilmainham.     And  what  would 
be  the  consequence  of  that  step  ?     If  ho 
had  been  in  Parliament  his  power  would 
have  been  circumscribed  ;  but  now  that 
he  was  in   prison   his  counsel   would 
be  more  potent  than  ever.    The  Irish 
peasants  trusted  him  and  respected  him, 
and  they  would  trust  him  and  respect 
him  all  the  more  since  he  suffered  for 
them.     Mr.  Dillon  might  be  a  rebel  at 
Westminster;    but  he  had   long   been 
a  patriot    in    Tipperary,   and  now  he 
would  be  a  martyr.      Ministers   used 
no   end    of    smooth  words  about  the 
condition  of  Ireland ;  but  they  did  not 
back  up  these  words  by  their  actions. 
The    arrest    of    Mr.    Dillon  was  like 
sticking    a   blister    on  a  raw  wound. 
The  English  people  were  singularly  un- 
fortunate in  their  government  of  subject 
races.     For  some  reason  or  other — even 
when  they  had  the  best  intentions — they 
failed  to  win  the  good  feeling  or  the 
affections  of  those  thoy  ruled.    He  could 
not  explain  it.     He  could  only  lament 
it.     But  such  was  unquestionably  the 
fact.    They  had  ruled  Ireland  for  7C0 
years,  and  the  people  were  aa  discon- 
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tented  and  dissatisfied  as  they  were  cen- 
turies ago.  France  ruled  Alsace  some 
200  years,  and  in  that  time  the  Alsatians 
became  even  more  French  than  the  Gas- 
cons. There  must  be  something*  either 
in  the  manner  or  the  spirit  of  the  English 
administration  that  engendered  in  the 
Irish  people  so  much  distrust.  The  minds 
of  some  statesmen  were  said  to  be  like 
the  pupils  of  the  human  eye — they  con- 
tracted themselves  the  more  the  greater 
the  light  that  was  shed  in  upon  them. 
With  all  the  experience  of  the  past,  and 
with  good  intentions,  the  present  Govern- 
ment were  treading  in  the  footsteps — the 
painful  and  disastrous  footsteps — of  past 
Administrations.  Just  let  them  look  for 
a  moment  at  what  they  had  done  during 
these  troubled  times.  There  never  was 
an  agitation  that  did  not  have  at  its  head 
one  or  two  men  who  typified  the  hopes 
and  aspirations  of  the  people.  These 
men  in  the  present  agitation  in  Ireland 
were  Mr.  Davitt  and  Mr.  Dillon.  They 
embodied,  to  a  larger  extent  than  any 
other  two,  the  spirit  and  wishes  of  the 
Irish  race.  And  how  had  the  Govern- 
ment treated  them  ?  They  had  sent  one 
to  penal  servitude  and  the  other  to  gaol. 
The  late  Gt>vemment,  when  they  believed 
that  Mr.  Davitt  was  guilty  of  some 
offence  against  the  law,  attempted  to  put 
him  upon  his  trial.  This  was  a  fair  and 
honourable  way  of  treating  him.  If  he 
had  broken  the  law,  it  was  right  that  he 
should  be  made  to  feel  the  consequences. 
But  the  present  Government  did  not 
follow  a  like  course.  They  went  back 
upon  a  conviction  that  in  equity  and 
morals,  if  not  in  law,  had  been  more 
than  complied  with.  He  did  not  speak 
of  the  wisdom,  of  the  cruelty,  of  the 
justice  of  Mr.  Davitt's  re-imprisonment. 
But  he  was  there  to  declare  that  he  did 
not  know  in  his  experience— and  he  did 
not  believe  any  man  in  that  House  knew 
— of  a  meaner  thing  having  been  done 
by  any  Government  than  the  sending 
back  to  slavery  of  this  man.  If  the 
Government  imagined  that  that  was  the 
way  to  pacify  the  Irish  people  they  were 

S'ossly  mistaken.  The  treatment  of  Mr. 
avitt  would  neither  be  forgotten  nor 
forgiven  by  those  who  shared  his  opi- 
nions and  admired  his  character.  And 
Mr.  Dillon.  He  was  not  a  common  man. 
He  was  not  angling  for  Office — he  was 
not  canvassing  for  a  job.  He  knew  the 
wants  of  his  countrymen.  He  had  seen 
and  sympathized  with  their  sufftdrings. 


He  was  in  earnest  in  what  he  did  and 
said.  He  would  not  equivocate,  he  would 
not  excuse;  he  would  be  **as  harsh  as 
truth,  and  as  uncompromising  as  justice.'' 
If  they  laboured  under  the  delusion  that 
by  degrading  such  men  they  would  fa- 
cilitate their  rule  in  Ireland,  they  were 
in  error.  He  knew  their  theory  was  that 
Ireland  ought  to  be  taught  to  fear  before 
she  was  taught  to  love.  The  falsity  of 
that  theory  had  been  shown  by  expe- 
rience. By  Coercion  Bills  and  Arms 
Bills  they  could  not  win  the  confidence 
of  a  suffering,  struggling,  and  sensitive 
race.  They  could  not  kill  ideas  by 
chains  and  prisons.  Ideas  were  as  inde- 
structible as  either  earth  or  heaven,  and 
the  attempts  to  annihilate  them  by  pains 
and  penalties  would  fail  now  as  they  had 
failed  in  all  past  times.  It  was  a  source 
of  deep  regret  to  every  man  concerned 
in  the  future  of  Ireland  to  see  the 
prospects  of  the  legislation  the  Govern- 
ment were  prosecuting  blasted  by  the 
harsh,  unwise,  and  illiberal  treatment 
that  they  were  now  manifesting  towards 
Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Davitt,  and  their  coun- 
trymen. 

Mb.  MAO  IVEE  said,  he  agreed  most 
cordially  with  much  that  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken. 
It  was  not  necessary  to  approve  of  what 
Mr.  Dillon  had  done  to  condemn  what 
had  been  done  by  the  Government. 
What  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary 
had  done  had  been  compared  fairly  in 
the  light  of  what  the  Prime  Minister 
himself  said  when  he  was  in  Opposition. 
But  the  Government  allowed  this  agita- 
tion in  Ireland  to  go  on  to  an  extent 
they  ought  not  to  have  done.  They 
might  long  ago  have  stopped  this  agita- 
tion, which  had  led  to  the  formation  of 
this  Land  League ;  but  they  did  not  wish 
to  do  it.  The  Prime  Minister  said  that 
the  explosion  at  Clerkenwell  Prison  and 
tho  murder  of  a  policeman  at  Manchester 
were  necessary  to  bring  the  Irish  Church 
Question  within  the  range  of  practical 
politics.  He  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  spoke  directly 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  apostle 
of  peace,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster,  who  represented  Birming- 
ham, which  provided  arms  and  ammu- 
nition for  all  the  world.  His  incon- 
sistency on  this  and  every  question  was 
well  known  to  all  in  that  House ;  but 
he  did  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  his  Irish  views  was  perhaps  more  in- 
consistent than  oil  any  other  question « 
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The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  had 
always  been  perfectly  consistent  in  one 
respect.  He  disliked  the  landed  inte- 
rest of  this  country.  He  CMr.  Mac 
Iyer)  had  no  desire  to  make  any 
lengthened  remarks ;  but  he  wished  to 
say  that  he  thought  the  Goyemment 
had  been  very  lax.  They  ou^ht  either 
to  have  arrested  Mr.  Dillon  before  or 
not  at  all ;  but  they  allowed  the  4;ime  to 
go  by,  and  they  had  now  arrested  him 
when  he  was  coming  to  take  his  seat  in 
that  House.  He  cordially  supported  the 
views  expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
x'^ewcastle 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  had 
been  much  astonished  by  the  speech  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  which  was  a  re- 
markable instance  of  the  way  in  which 
a  great  master  of  Parliamentary  Forms 
could  evade  the  real  issue.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  was  an  irregu- 
lar mode  of  bringing  forward  that  sub- 
ject, and  because  he  considered  it  to  be 
80  he  declined  to  enter  into  it.  He  fur- 
ther challenged  them  to  bring  a  sub- 
stantive Motion  before  the  House,  when 
they  might  discuss  the  whole  trans- 
action ;  but  when  the  Government  were 
asked  to  give  facilities  for  the  discus- 
sion of  a  substantive  Motion  they  with- 
held all  such  facilities.  The  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  been  prevented  at  all  points 
from  bringing  forward  the  matter  in  a 
regular  way ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  in 
the  face  of  all  the  facts  they  had  had  to 
confront,  had  risen  in  his  place  and  de- 
clared that  the  Irish  Members  were 
afraid  to  bring  the  subject  forward.  He 
had  told  them  they  could  have  brought 
on  the  Motion  that  night ;  but  if  he  had 
looked  at  the  Order  Book  he  would  have 
seen  that  there  were  seven  Notices  of 
Motion  down  for  that  night,  four  of 
which  were  opposed.  One  of  them  re- 
lated to  police  superannuation,  and  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  in  whose  name 
it  stood  (Colonel  Alexander)  took  too 
deep  an  interest  in  the  subject  to  give 
way  in  favour  of  the  Irish  Members.  To 
another  of  those  Motions  Notice  of  oppo- 
sition had  been  given  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  War- 
ton),  who,  though  his  career  in  the 
House  had  not  been  long,  had  already 
acquired  a  reputation  for  unyielding  and 
relentless  hostility  to  any  proposition 
which  he  wished  to  prevent  from  coming 
before  the  House.    If  there  was  any- 
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thing  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber desired  to  impede  the  discussion  of 
more  than  another  it  was  an  Irish  g^ev- 
anoe.     The  line  taken  that  evening  by 
the  Government  was  altogether  incon- 
sistent with  their  arguments  when  the 
Coercion  Bill  was  passing  through  the 
House.     The  Government  had  said  that 
they  could  not  give  the  House  further 
information,  because,   if  they  did,  the 
person  who  had  supplied  it  would  be 
liable  to  be  intimidated  by  his  neigh- 
bours.    But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  now 
changed  his  ground  completely.     Who 
could  intimidate  those  who  had   given 
the  information  on  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tipperary  (Mr.  Dillon)  had  been 
arrested?     He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
took  it  that  his  hon.  Friend  had  been 
put  in  prison  because  of  certain  speeches 
which  he  had  made  openly  at  a  Land 
League  meeting  in  Dublin.   That  speech 
had  been  published  in  all  the  news- 
papers, and  there  could  be  no  fear  of 
anyone  being  intimidated  in  consequence 
of  the  information  given  against  him. 
Therefore,  the  whole  reason  for  the  ab- 
solute silence  and  secrecy  urged  in  re- 
eard  to  the  nature  of  the  information 
disappeared  in  the  case  of   his    hon. 
Friend.     The  hon.  Member  for  Birken- 
head (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  had  said  the  arrest 
should  have  taken  place  sooner,  or  not 
at  all.   If  his  hon.  Friend  were  engaged 
in  the  utterance  of  speeches  which  were 
excitingto  public  disorder,  he  ought  never 
to  have  been  allowed  to  make  a  second 
speech,  and  accordingly  they  were  driven 
to  this  conclusion — that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  arrested  for  a  speech  made 
months  ago,  or  he  was  arrested  for  a 
speech  made  two  or  three  weeks  ago. 
If  the  arrest  was  in  respect  of  a  speech 
made  months  ago,  it  had  come  too  late ; 
but  there  could  be  no  doubt  it  was  made 
on  account  of  a  speech  delivered  only 
two  or  three  weeks  ago.  The  only  recent 
speeches  made  by  his  hon.  Friend  that 
he  knew  of  which  had  attracted  notice 
during  the  lewt  few  weeks  were  two,  one 
of  which  was  made  on  a  Sunday,  and  the 
other  at  a  Land  League  meeting  in  Dub- 
lin. The  speech  made  on  the  Sunday  could 
not  have  been  the  cause  of  his  arrest, 
because  his  hon.  Friend  was  in  prison 
before  the  report  of  it  could  have  come 
before  the  Dublin  authorities.     He  was, 
therefore,  forced  to  the  conclusion  that 
£t  wa9  in  consequence  of  his  speech  be* 
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fore  the  Land  League  meeting  that  his 
hon.  Friend  had  been  arrested.     But,  on 
April  7,  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald  stated  in 
a  Charge  to  the  Grand  Jury  that  Dublin 
was  in  an  unusually  peaceful  and  orderly 
condition.     For  himself,  he  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  had  never  seen  Dublin  in 
anything  but  a  peaceful  and    orderly 
state.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  ques- 
tioned with  regard  to  the  Charge,  and 
his  reply  was  that  since  the  Charge  of 
Judge  Fitzgerald  one  or  two  speeches 
had  been  made  in  the  Land  League. 
Was  the  Metropolis  of  Ireland  to  be 
proclaimed  in  a  state  of  siege,  and  were 
the  liberties  of  300,000  people  to  be 
placed  at  the  mercy  of  every  policeman, 
Decause  one  man  made  speeches  which 
it  was  sought  to  prevent?    If  such  a 
thing  were  heard  of  as  occurring  at  Ber- 
lin, or  even  at  St.  Petersburg,  English 
Members  would  receive  it  with  disgust, 
and  would  hardly  believe  it  possible. 
What  was  the  speech  of  his'hon.  Friend? 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancas- 
ter had  himself  declared  that  if  the  Irish 
people  had  the  control  of  their  own 
affairs,  either  justice  would  be  done  to 
the  Irish  tenants,  or  the  Irish  tenants 
would  exterminate  the  landlords.    If  he 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  were  to  act  the 
part  of  a  plagiarist,  and  to  give  as  his 
own,  in  the  Council  of  the  Land  League 
in  Dublin,  some  of  the  speeches  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  on  the  Compensation 
for  Disturbance  Bill  of  last  year,  with 
regard  to  the  horrors  of  eviction,  with 
regard  to  the  process  of  eviction,  with 
regard  to  the  threats  of  violence,  and  the 
difficulty  of  preserving  and  maintaining 
the  public  peace,  he  had  no  doubt  he 
would  have  an  uncomfortable  lodging  in 
Kilmainham  before  24  hours  were  over ; 
but  if  he  were  to   adopt  some  of  the 
speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancas- 
ter, he  did  not  think  he  would  even  be 
let  off  with  a  lodging  in  Kilmainham, 
but  believed  that  he  would  be  brought 
before  a  packed  jury,  if  a  packed  jury 
could  be  got  in  Ireland  now,and  sentenced 
to  penal  servitude  for  inciting  to  riot. 
No  one  could  deny  the  truth  of  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  had  said; 
but  its  very  truth  was  its  g^ilt  in  the 
eyes  of  the  Government.      His   hon. 
Friend  had  said  that  there  were  10,000 
personf  threatened  with  eviction;  and 


that  was  true.    The  hon.  Member  was 
understating  rather  than  overstating  the 
case.    Was  he  to  be  put  in  prison  be- 
cause he  spoke  what  was  true?    Did 
anybody  suppose  that  the  public  peace 
and  order  could  be  preserved  in  Ireland 
if  the  Government  were  criminal  enough 
to  allow  evictions  to  be  made  ?    No  one 
who  knew  the    animosity    which    the 
present  action  of  the  landlords  in  Ire- 
land created,  or  the  feeling  of  the  people 
towards  them,  could  fail  to  be  aware 
that  10,000  or  12,000  evictions  could  not 
take  place  without  resistance.    If  that 
were  so,  could  his  hon.  Friend,  knowing 
the  fact,  be  blamed  for  stating  it  ?    As 
a  chief  ofEcer  of  the  Land  League,  it 
was  his  dutv  to  proclaim  the  facts ;  and 
instead  of  naving  been  imprisoned  for 
doing  so,  he  ought  to  be  thanked  for  it ; 
if  he  had  abstained  from  doing  so,  he 
would  not  have   been  performmg  his 
duty  as  a  citizen.   Instead  of  that,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  that  was  the 
speech  which  led  to  his  hon.  Friend's 
arrest.    It  was  deplorably  strange,  but 
it  was  true,  as  had  been  said  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Cowen), 
that  the  Irish  people  had  never  gained 
anything  from  England  except  by  vio- 
lence or  threatened  insurrection,  and  the 
Land  Bill  was  no  exception  to  the  rule ; 
whereas  his  ideal  was  that  of  a  country 
where  legitimate  ends  were  pursued  by 
Constitutional    and  legitimate    means. 
Indeed,  a  country  could  scarcely  be  said 
to  be  civilized  in  which  the  means  did 
not  exist  of  influencing  public  opinion 
by  peaceful  meetings  or  through  the 
Press ;  while  violence  was  the  miserable 
concomitant  of  English  rule-  in  Ireland. 
He  charged  that  upon  the  Government 
as  one  of  the  worst  and  most  demoral- 
izing  influences  which  they  exercised 
in  this  country ;  and,  in  conclusion,  he 
begged  to  say  that  if  the  Government 
gave  the  Irish  Members  facilities  for 
discussing  the  arrest  of  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Dillon),  the  question  would  be  dis- 
cussed in  a  frank,  full,  and  fair  manner ; 
but  if  the  Government  demurred  to  or 
denied  that    reasonable    request,   then 
they  woidd  be  compelled  to  take  such 
means  as  the  Forms  of  the  House  might 
afford  of  securing  attention  for  a  matter 
which  lay  near   to  millions  of   Irish 
hearts 

Mb.' JESSE  COLUNGS  said,  he  had 
opposed  the  passing  of  the  Coercion  Bill, 
and  he  now  regretted  some  of  the  conse* 
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quences  of  that  Bill.  He  did  not  rise  to 
criticize  the  policy  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  the  arrests  that  had  taken 
place  in  Ireland,  because  he  was  not  in 
a  position  to  say  whether  or  not  any  of 
the  action  taken  there  was  justified. 
There  was,  however,  abroad,  he  thought, 
a  very  general  feeling  of  regret  that,  as 
the  Government  had  stayed  their  hands 
so  long,  they  had  not  found  it  consistent 
with  their  duty  at  the  last  moment  to 
avoid  arresting  Mr.  Dillon.  No  one 
that  had  read  the  speeches  of  Mr.  Dillon 
could  doubt  that  he  had  made  statements 
which  would  justify  his  arrest;  but  what 
he  (Mr.  CoUings)  wished  to  ask  the  Go- 
vernment was  this — when  were  they  to 
Btop  in  the  process  of  arresting  various 
Leaders  of  tlie  Land  League  ?  He  could 
not  help  regretting  that  the  Government 
had  chosen  that  particular  time  to  create 
a  feeling  of  irritation  by  their  action  in 
Ireland,  a  time  when  a  Land  Bill  had 
been  brought  in,  which  redeemed  the 
promise  of  the  Government.  It  was  a 
Bill  which  throughout  the  whole  of 
England  had  been  received  with  favour, 
and  generally  in  Ireland  with  thankful- 
ness and  appreciation.  [**No,  no!"] 
The  Bill  was  generally  received  with 
appreciation,  and  in  a  manner  better 
than  the  Government  could  have  ex- 
pected; and  by  doing  what  they  had, 
they  were  likely  to  destroy,  to  a  great 
extent,  their  remedial  legislation.  The 
state  of  Ireland  appeared  to  be  now 
even  worse  than  it  was  a  few  months 
ago  as  regarded  the  feelings  of  the  people; 
and  a  word  ought,  he  thought,  to  be 
said  about  those  who  were  the  real  cul- 
prits in  the  case,  and  without  whom  the 
billons  could  not  exist  in  Ireland.  He 
meant  the  men  who  were  evicting  the  ten- 
ants from  their  farms.  By  arresting  50 
Dillons  the  Government  would  not  secure 
the  object  which  they  seemed  to  have  in 
view.  It  had  been  said  by  the  Prime 
Minister  that  ''  crime  dogged  the  steps 
of  the  Land  League ; "  but  anyone 
who  had  read  the  statistics  of  crime  in 
Ireland  would  see  at  once  that  crime 
dogged  the  steps  of  eviction,  and  if 
crime  was  to  be  stopped  evictions  must 
bo  seen  to.  The  Government  must  be 
aware  that  the  Coercion  Bill  was  being 
put  to  a  purpose  which  they  never  con- 
templated. A  week  or  two  ago,  evic- 
tions were  enforced  at  the  instance  of  a 
justice  of  the  peace  for  the  county  of 
Armagh,  Mr.  M'Geough,  with  the  aid  of 

Mr,  Jhu  CoUinyi 


50  policemen,  at  which  the  most  painfal 
scenes  were  witnessed.  And  who  was  Mr. 
M'Geough?    Why,  a  gentleman   who, 
according  to  the  evidence  given  before 
the  Bessborough  Commission,  was  one  of 
those  who  had  brought  Ireland  into  the 
condition  in  which  she  was  now  placed. 
It  appeared  that  one  of  his  tenants,  a 
widow,  wished  to  sell  her  tenant  ri^bt 
in   a    farm    for  which  she    paid    J^20 
a-year;  but  that  he  refused  to  accept 
a  man  as  tenant  who  was  ready  to  take 
it,  unless  he  consented  to  have  the  rent 
increased  to  £27  a-year.     Those  tenns 
were  refused.  The  widow,  inconsequence, 
could  not  sell  her  tenant  right,  and  she 
was  evicted  without  any  compensation. 
That  such  proceedings  should  create  a 
deep  feeling  of  irritation  in  the  minds  ol 
the  Irish  people  was  scarcely  matter  for 
wonder.     He  (Mr.  Ceilings)  gave  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland    credit  for 
his  humanity ;  but  he  must  say  people 
were  tempted  to  commit  offences  in  their 
despair.   They  might  say  that  that  view 
was  not  logical;   but  then  they  were 
dealing  with  a  people  who  thought  they 
had  no  right  to  be  turned  out  on  the 
roadside.      When    they    talked    about 
sending  large  forces  to  be  present  at 
these  evictions,  so  as  to  prevent  resist- 
ance, they  lost  sight  of  the  fact  of  what 
human  nature  would  do  under  such  cir- 
cumstances.    They  must  not  forget  that 
the  very  beasts  would  fight  for  their  lair 
and  young  ones  when  driven  to  despera- 
tion ;  and  these  evictions  must  be  stopped, 
unless  they  were  to  increase  even  the 
disorder  which  they  had  now.     There 
had  been  the  greatest  misconception  in 
this  country  as  to  the  character  of  the 
agitation  in  Ireland,  and  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  been  duped  by  the  Tory  landlords 
in  Dublin  Castle.     The  story  which  had 
been  placed  before  thousands  of  people 
by  the  English  Press  as  to  the  roasting 
alive  of  a  process-server  had  turned  out 
false.     The  Times,  a  short  time  ago,  re- 
presented the  hon.  Member  for  the  Citj 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  to  have  told  tbie 
Irish  people  to  stick  to  their  arms ;  but, 
on  turning  to  the  Dublin  Freeman^  he 
(Mr.  Ceilings)  found  that  what  the  hon. 
Member  really  had  said  was — 

"  Your  organization  has  given  yon  the  bene* 
fits  you  have  gained,  and  I  adviae  you  to  sUok 
to  the  arm  which  has  done  so  much  for  you." 

What  was  to  be  done?    He  strongly 
advised  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  m 
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head  of  the  Government  to  publicly  sig- 
nify his  intention  of  making  the  Bill 
retrospective  in  its  clauses.  Even  this 
Bill  might  not  pass  this  Session,  and 
the  landlords  would  be  protected  in  their 
legalized  plunder. 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  travelling  into  a  Bill  which  was 
appointed  for  a  future  day. 

Mr.  JESSE  C0LLING8,  apologizing, 
said,  he  was  led  away  from  the  question 
by  a  consideration  of  the  injustice  done 
to  the  Irish  people  while  the  Land  Bill 
was  being  delayed  in  the  House.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  speaking  last  August, 
stated  that  if  the  landlords  used  their 
powers  in  such  a  manner  as  to  force  the 
Government  to  support  them  in  injus- 
tice, the  Government  would  accompany 
their  request  for  special  powers  with  a 
Bill  which  would  prevent  them  being 
obliged  to  support  injustice.  After  that 
speech,  one  might  have  hoped  that  some- 
thing would  be  done  to  prevent  the  in- 
justice which  the  Government  would  not 
deny  was  at  present  taking  place  in  Ire- 
land. He  did  not  know,  for  instance, 
whether  it  would  not  be  possible  to  re- 
fuse the  use  of  troops  and  Constabulary 
at  evictions,  until  the  justice  of  the  case 
of  the  Irish  tenants  was  first  settled.  He 
would  appeal  to  the  Prime  Minister  to 
say  one  word  of  comfort  to  these  poor 
Irish  people,  every  one  of  whom,  as  well 
as  every  one  of  the  people  of  England, 
believed  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
[Cries  of"  No!  "/row  the  Irish  Members.'} 
He  would  say  yes,  and,  speaking  from 
experience  of  public  meetings  in  Eng- 
land, he  said  the  mention  of  the  name 
of  Gladstone  always  raised  unbounded 
enthusiasm. 

Mr.  HEALT:  No,  no! 

Mr.  JESSE  C0LLING8  :  I  say,  yes. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Not  lately. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLUNGS  maintained 
that  even  recent  proceedings  had  not  de- 
stroyed the  popularity  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister. He  made  the  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  from  a  sense  of  pity  for 
the  poor  people  of  Ireland,  and  could 
assure  the  House  that,  if  he  were  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  he  could 
not  slejBp  in  his  bed  for  thinking  of 
the  injustice  inflicted  on  these  unfor- 
tunate persons.  He  would  remind  the 
Prime  Minister  of  the  theory  he  pro- 
pounded lone  ago,  but  which  was  still 
well   remembered  —  namely,    that  the 


people  were  our  own  flesh  and  blood  ? 
[Several  Irish  Members  :  No,  no!]  Oh, 
yes,  they  were.  Ho  was  sorry  the 
Irish  Members  were  so  parochial  that 
they  could  not  understand  his  mean- 
ing. In  a  wider  sense  the  Irish  people 
were  their  own  flesh  and  blood.  He 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  hold  out  some  hope  to  these  poor 
creatures  who  were  turned  out  of  their 
homes  every  day,  and  who,  if  they 
left  the  country,  left  with  curses  on 
England.  The  Government  dare  not 
logically  carry  out  the  Coercion  Act ; 
if  they  did  they  would  be  compelled  to 
shoot  down  the  people.  [An  Irish  Mem- 
ber :  They  have  done  so  already.]  He 
maintained  that  the  people  of  England 
were  not  prepared  to  approve  of  any 
such  extremities.  The  Government 
were  in  the  position  of  an  unskilful 
physician  dealing  with  a  skin  disease. 
They  were  taking  steps  to  spread  that 
disease  inwards,  and,  by  casting  into 
prison  the  leaders  of  the  Land  League, 
they  were  leaving  the  whole  thing  in 
the  hands  of  the  ruffian  part  of  the 
population.  He  therefore  appealed  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  some- 
thing whereby  the  bad  landlords  would 
be  taught  that  if  they  persevered  in  the 
course  which  led  to  crime  they  would 
have  to  make  restitution.  He  was  say- 
ing nothing  against  the  Government; 
but  he  was  asking  that  they  should  give 
efi*ect  to  their  good  intentions.  He  re- 
gpretted  that  the  Coercion  Act  was  being 
used  simply  for  the  purpose  of  evictions 
and  of  collecting  rents  whether  those  rents 
were  just  or  unjust,  in  a  most  barbarous 
manner,  and  with  a  total  disregard  to 
the  position  and  poverty  of  the  poor 
people  who  were  evicted.  Let  the  House 
remember  that  the  Irish  people  were 
turned  out  of  their  homes  for  resist- 
ing a  law  which  Parliament  was  about 
to  proclaim  an  unjust  law.  Insisting 
on  those  evictions,  bad  landlords  were 
doing  that  which  they  knew  two  months 
hence  it  would  be  unlawful  for  them 
to  do ;  and  what  was  more  natural  than 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  should  refuse 
obedience  to  the  law  which  gave  them 
no  protection  in  return  ? 

Mr.  Gibson  and  Sir  William  EL/ir- 
corRT  rose  together ;  but  Mr.  Speaker 
called  upon 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET,  who 
said,  that  he  did  not  rise  to  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Uollings) 
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^ut  to  ask  the  House  to  consider  the 
P  osition  in  which  it  had  been  placed  by 
th  e  hon.  Member.  He  would  admit,  as 
fully  as  the  hon.  Member  could  desire, 
that  the  evictions  in  Ireland,  and  the 
consequences  to  which  they  led,  were  a 
very  serious  question ;  but  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
ingeniously  intended  to  do  the  Govern- 
ment a  good  turn  by  continuing  the  de- 
bate on  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill. 
That  evening  was  devoted  to  private 
Members;  but  his  hon.  Friend  had 
managed  to  make  a  speech  which  would 
have  been  very  suitable  for  the  second 
reading  of  that  Bill,  but  was  scarcely 
appropriate  to  a  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House.  He  did  not  propose 
to  follow  up  the  discussion  introduced 
by  his  hon.  Friend.  That  would  be  very 
irregular  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
The  debate  had  been  diverted  into  that 
channel,  and  that  was  why  he  rose  at  the 
same  time  as  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Gibson),  who, 
he  rather  thought,  was  about  to  make  an 
elaborate  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich.  There  was  no  doubt  the  dis- 
cussion had  been  raised  upon  another 
matter,  and  no  doubt  it  was  a  very 
serious  and  grave  matter  that  a  Member 
of  the  House  should  be  arrested  and  im- 
prisoned. So  serious  a  matter  was  it 
that  it  was  a  most  unsatisfactory  thing 
to  attempt  to  deal  with  it  upon  a  Motion 
for  adjournment,  for  on  such  a  Motion 
no  decision  of  the  House  could  be  taken. 
If  there  ever  was  a  question  upon  which 
the  House  should  definitely  pronounce, 
it  was  upon  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  arresting  a  Member  of  that 
House ;  but  it  was  quite  clear  that  no 
definite   and  distinct  opinion  could  be 

E renounced  upon  such  a  Motion  as  that, 
owever  willing  anyone  might  be  to 
give  an  opinion.  How,  on  a  mere  in- 
terlocutory Motion,  could  the  Govern- 
ment enter  on  the  details  of  the  grounds 
of  the  arrest  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tipperary  ?  That  was  a  question  of  the 
gravest  gravity,  and  the  Government 
were  not  entitled  to  go  into  it  except 
upon  the  most  urgent  grounds,  and 
after  a  distinct  challenge  of  their  con- 
duct had  been  given,  and  a  decision  of 
the  House  invited.  He  thought  that, 
in  the  circumstances,  the  House  would, 
upon  reflection,  agree  with  him  that  no 
advantage  could  be  gained  by  continu- 
ing the  debate. 

Sir  William  ffarcourt 


Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  quite  agrood 
with  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  in  thinking  that  no  good 
object  would  be  gained  by  discussing 
the    matter  further.     He   would    h&T» 
been  glad  if  the  discussion  had  termi- 
nated before  the  hon.  Member  for  Ips- 
wich (Mr.  CoUings)   had  spoken ;  bnt 
a  new  direction  had  been  given  to  it  by 
that    hon.    Member,    who    had    mads 
a    peculiar,   not  to   say   extraordinazy 
speech.     The  Motion  had  been    intro- 
duced unexpectedly  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell). 
Thereupon   the  hon.   Member  for  Ips- 
wich,  watching  his  opportunity,     had 
risen  and  proauced  a  mass  of  letten 
and  documents  which  he  fired  away  for 
half-an-hour,  and  pleaded  eamestlv  for 
a  reply  from  a  Minister.     He  avoided 
calling  upon  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the   Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  who   the  hon. 
Member  knew   was    always    ready  to 
speak ;  and,  indeed,  he  looked  thoroughly 
put  out  when  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  got  up  to  say  a  few  words 
on  the  subject.     He  (Mr.  Gibson)  had 
no   intention   of  making  an   elaborate 
speech ;  but  he  should  like  to  make  a  few 
remarks  in  answer  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich.  The 
hon.  Member  from  one  of  his  documents 
drew  comfort,  which  he  found   in  the 
speech  made  last  August  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  ;  but  he  forgot  to 
draw  the  obvious  moral,  when  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  last  August  that 
if  he  saw  occasion  for  interfering  with 
the  landlords  he  would  not  hesitate  to 
take  action.     It  must  therefore  be  fairly 
and  honestly  assumed  that  he  had  found 
nothing  since  that  time,  with  all  the  vast 
information  at  his  disposal,  that  would 
justify  him  as  a  responsible   Minister 
in  submitting  to  the  House  a  proposal  on 
the  subject.     But  the  case  did  not  rest 
on  that  obvious  inference ;    for,  within 
the  last  two  months,  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  stated  in  the  House  there  was 
nothing  whatever  in  the  conduct  of  the 
landlords  as  a  class  calling  for  objection 
from  him,  and  similar  remarks  were  made 
on  a  recent  occasion  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter. What,  then,  was  the  meaning  of  the 
extraordinary  remarks  about  landlords 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  ? 
Some  glimmering  of  what  was  due  to 
justice  appeared  to  have  crossed  the 
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mind  of  tlie  hon.  Member  towards  the 
close  of  his  speech »  when  he  said  no  one 
could  tell  at  present  whether  the  evic- 
tions were  just  or  unjust.  That  thought 
should  have  suggested  to  him  some  cau- 
tion, when  he  said  just  before  the  real 
culprits  were  the  landlords;  that  they 
were  trying  to  clear  the  land  from  ten- 
ants as  from  vermin.  What  proof  did  he 
ofiPer  of  that,  or  of  his  other  statements, 
that  they  were  seeking  for  ill-gotten  and 
legalized  plunder,  and  that  what  they 
were  doing  were  reckless  outrages, 
r**  Hear,  hear!"  from  the  Irish  Mem- 
W«.]  He  did  not  object  to  applause 
from  any  quarter.  He  desired  to  point 
out  that  those  were  strong  statements 
to  be  made  in  that  House  without  any 
proof,  especially  as  they  culminated  in 
the  statement  that  the  speaker  was  un- 
able to  tell  the  House  whether  evictions 
were  just  or  unjust.  In  the  name  of 
common  sense,  what  did  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ipswich  think  the  Irish  land- 
lords should  do  when  they  were  not  paid 
their  rents  ?  Had  the  hon.  Member  the 
faintest  conception  that,  at  the  present 
moment,  on  many  thousands  of  holdings 
in  Ireland  rents  were  deliberately,  with- 
out reason,  justice,  or  cause,  withheld 
from  the  landlords?  Were  the  land- 
lords to  remain  idle  in  those  circum- 
stances ?  Was  it  to  be  suggested  for 
a  second  that  the  landlords,  face  to 
face  with  an  organization  whence  came 
unjust  and  improper  teaching,  were 
to  remain  utterly  quiescent,  and  not 
to  seek  to  recover  their  legal  rights? 
The  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member, 
when  seen  from  a  sensible  point  of 
view,  was  utterly  absurd.  Did  the  hon. 
Member  deny  that  in  thousands  of 
cases  rents  were  improperly  and  un- 
justly withheld  ?  Did  he  mean  that  the 
landlords  so  treated  were  to  do  nothing  ? 
Why,  there  must,  in  the  very  nature  of 
things,  be  a  substantial  increase  of  evic- 
tions. That  would  of  necessity  be  so, 
unless  the  landlords  were,  in  the  words 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich,  to  sub- 
mit to  be  made  the  victims  of  legalized 
plunder  and  legalized  outrage.  He 
regretted  that  there  was  some  truth  in 
one  sentence  used  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ipswich.  The  hon.  Member  had 
said  that  the  condition  of  Ireland  was 
worse  now  than  when  the  Peace  Preser- 
yation  Act  was  passed.  He  held  also 
that  the  state  of  things  in  Ireland 
now  was  grave  and  serious,  and  the  re- 


sponsibility of  the  Irish  Executive  was 
of  the  gpravest  kind.  He  (Mr.  Gibson) 
concurred  in  that,  and  should  not,  at  the 
proper  time,  hesitate  to  criticize  frankly 
and  fully  the  conduct  of  that  Execu- 
tive. Before  the  Irish  officials  were 
strengthened  by  the  addition  of  excep- 
tional powers,  they  did  not  apply  until 
on  the  very  eve  of  the  meeting  of  Par- 
liament the  powers  left  in  them  by  the 
ordinary  law  with  anything  like  adequate 
vigour.  Before  the  meeting  of  Parlia- 
ment the  Executive  in  Ireland  had,  in 
fact,  been  so  administered  that  it  did  not 
command  proper  respect  in  that  country. 
For  a  short  period  after  the  passing  of 
the  Peace  Preservation  Act  many  people 
thought  that  a  quieter  state  of  things 
was  going  to  arise ;  but  the  fact  remained 
at  that  moment,  that  with  the  powers  of 
the  ordinary  law  and  of  the  exceptional 
law  at  their  disposal,  the  administra- 
tion of  the  country  had  been  such  that 
the  Irish  Executive  was  not  regarded 
by  the  community,  from  the  Giant's 
Causeway  to  Cape  Clear,  with  anything 
approaching  to  due  respect.  These, 
of  course,  were  matters  to  be  gone  intd 
when  they  should  come  reg^arly  before 
the  House  for  discussion,  and  the  Govern- 
ment had  the  opportunity  of  defending 
themselves.  He  should  then,  probably, 
not  hesitate  to  take  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion. He  .would  admit  that  the 
position  of  those  responsible  for  the 
maintenance  of  law  and  order  was  a 
difficult  and  responsible  position,  and 
that  every  fair  allowance  should  be 
made  in  reference  to  their  conduct ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  they  must  expect  that 
their  conduct  would  be  jealously  scanned 
and  anxiously  scrutinized  by  those  who 
had  to  look  to  the  law  for  their  vindica- 
tion and  protection. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson)  had  made  some  very 
natural  observations  on  the  strange  di- 
vergence of  the  debate  from  its  original 
purpose.  It  might,  accordingly,  liave 
been  expected  that  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  would  have  kept  in 
mind  the  principles  which,  according  to 
him,  ought  to  have  guided  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich,  and,  at  all  events, 
would  not  so  far  have  forgotten  his  posi- 
tion as  to  make  the  Motion  for  adjourn- 
ment the  occasion  for  a  somewhat  fiery 
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Party  attack  upon  the  Irish  administra- 
tion of  the  law  during  the  last  six 
months,  at  a  time  when  he  knew  that  the 
responsible  Minister  who  could  best  an- 
swer him  must  sit  with  his  mouth  closed. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
must  have  known,  indeed  had  called  at- 
tention to  the  circumstance,  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  was  one  of  the  two 
principal  Ministers  now  present  who, 
having  already  spoken,  could  not  be 
heard  again  on  the  question  before  the 
House.  Knowing,  however,  that  this 
was  not  the  proper  occasion  for  such  a 
speech,  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  delivered  an  angry  philippic  with 
the  not  very  amiable  object  of  destroy- 
ing any  respect  that  might  be  enter- 
tained for  the  present  Administration. 
His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  after 
administering  his  gentle  rebuke  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich,  might,  without 
any  disadvantage,  have  wandered  back  to 
the  particular  subject  under  considera- 
tion, and  not  have  proceeded  to  make  a 
gratuitous  attack  upon  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  undercover  of  a  Motion 
Buch  as  this.  A  proper  occasion  would, 
no  doubt,  soon  arise  for  the  discussion 
of  that  question  ;  and  the  Government 
would  be  then  perfectly  ready  to  meet  the 
charges  made  by  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  and  take  the  judgment 
of  the  House  upon  them. 

Mr.  E.  power  said,  he  did  not 
think  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
ought  to  regret  the  discussion  which  had 
taken  place,  as  it  had  been  turned  into 
a  very  good  debate  upon  the  Irish  Land 
Question.  If,  however,  they  did  regret 
it,  he  could  only  say  that  they  could  at 
any  moment  have  stopped  it  by  giving 
an  honest  and  straight  answer  to  an 
honest  and  straightforward  question. 
The  question  was — why  did  they  arrest 
Mr.  Dillon?  They  defied  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  them  an  answer  there 
that  night.  When  the  pght  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment said  this  was  a  question  of  the 
greatest  gravity,  he  (Mr.  R.  Power)  said 
that  was  all  the  more  reason  why  the 
Government  should  give  them  an  oppor- 
tunity for  discussing  it.  Would  the  Go- 
yernment  give  them  an  opportunity  for 
discussing  the  question?  He  thought 
they  would  not.  He  thought  the  Go- 
vemmeot  had  too  much  common  sense 
to  allow  them  to  discuss  the  arrest  of 
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Mr.   Dillon.     He  quite  admitted   that 
Mr.  Dillon  was,  to  the  Goyernment,  s 
great    annoyance  and  a  gi*eat    incon- 
venience.    The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ir^ 
land  did  not  want  him  in  Ireland,  and 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment did  not  want  him  in  the  House 
of  Commons.     The  Chief  Secretarj  for 
Ireland  imagined  he  saw  in  him  a  ^reat 
conspirator  against  his  authority  in  that 
country ;  and  he  (Mr.  R.  Power)  could 
not  help  thinking  that  the  Secretarj  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  ima^ned 
that  he  saw  in  Mr.  Dillon  a  second  Mr. 
John  Devoy,  who  might  come  into  that 
House  and   put  a  cask    of    djmamite 
under  the  Government  Bench  and  blow 
it  up,  thereby  sending  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to    another    place. 
Was  Ireland  in   a  disturbed  state   at 
present,  and  was  it  on  account  of  Mr- 
Dillon?    He  did  not  think  it  was  on 
account  of  Mr.  Dillon ;  and  he  was  very 
glad  indeed  that  the  right  hon.   and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gteneral 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law)  gave  them,  the 
other  night,  the  reason  why  Ireland  was 
in   a  disturbed  state.      He    said   that 
**  Eapacious  landlords  keep  the  country 
in  a  state  of  disturbance."     He  (Mr.  R, 
Power)   should  like  to  know  why  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did 
not  put  into  Kilmainham  some  of  thoee 
gentlemen  who,  he  said,  kept  the  country 
in  a  state  uf  disturbance  ?     He  himaelf 
should  be  sorry,  in  Ireland,  to  say,  in 
the  Land  League  rooms  in  Dublin,  for 
instance,  that  the  rapacious  landlords 
kept  the  country  in  a  state  of  disturbance. 
He  did  not  think  it  would  be  a  safe  thing 
to  say  under  the  present  circumstances. 
He  thought  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land had  certainly  qualified  himself  to 
become  an  honorary  member  of  the  Land 
League  by  that  statement.     He  did  not 
remember  any  speech  made  in  Ireland 
which  would  excite  people  more  than  to 
tell  them  that  the  rapacious  landlord  was 
the  man  who  created  all  this  disturbance 
— the  man  who  turned  them  out  on  the 
road- side,   and  had  no  mercy  for  his 
tenants  in  any  respect.     But  he  would 
ask  seriously — what  was  the  feeling  tbst 
the  arrest  of  Mr.  Dillon  had  created  in 
Ireland  ?    If  there  was  one  man  in  Ire- 
land whom  the  people  looked  up  to  for 
counsel  and  advice— >if  there  was  a  man 
whO;  by  his  character  and  his  acts  eyer 
since  he  came  into  public  lifs,  merited 
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and  obtained  the  confidence  of  his 
countrymen — it  was  Mr.  Dillon;  and 
the  arbitrary  arrest  of  that  man  could 
not  but  weaken  the  hold  of  the  Govern- 
ment, if  they  ever  had  any,  upon  the 
affection  of  the  Irish  people  more  than 
all  the  Coercion  Bills  they  had  ever 
passed  in  that  House.  He  had  just 
received  a  resolution  from  the  Dun- 
garvan  Board  of  Guardians  condemning 
the  Government  for  what  they  had  done, 
and  they  might  expect  similar  resolutions 
of  condemnation  from  the  various  Boards 
and  public  bodies  in  Ireland.  They  might 
depend  upon  it  that  by  his  arrest  they 
had  done  more  to  create  disloyalty  and 
disaffection  in  Ireland  than  anything 
Mr.  Dillon  ever  could  or  ever  did  do. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  that 
when  the  Coercion  Bills  were  being 
passed  through  the  House,  he  warned 
the  Government  that  those  measures 
would  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  ven- 
geance by  the  Irish  landlords,  and  used 
by  the  Government  for  the  purpose  of 
suppressing  political  feeling  in  Ireland ; 
and  he  thought  the  result  had  proved  the 
perfect  truth  and  justice  of  those  fore- 
warnings.  It  was  a  notorious  fact  that 
the  men  now  arrested  and  imprisoned 
in  Kilmainham  and  Gal  way  were  not  the 
class  of  men  described  to  the  House  by 
the  Government  as  the  persons  whom 
they  desired  to  arrest.  The  Govern- 
ment alleged  that  they  desired  to  arrest 
the  inciters  to  outrage,  the  midnight 
marauders,  the  village  ruffians,  and  all 
the  rest  of  it ;  but  they,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, alleged,  on  the  other  hand,  that 
that  was  not  their  intention,  and  that 
their  intention  was  to  arrest  the  young 
men  who  were  carrying  on  in  a  spirited, 
but  in  a  perfectly  legitimate  and  Con- 
stitutional way,  the  organization  and  the 
agitation  of  the  Irish  Land  League,  and 
that  was  really  the  case.  With  respect 
to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tip- 
perary  (Mr.  Dillon),  it  was  a  remarkable 
fact  that  he  was  not  arrested  until  the 
eve  of  the  second  reading  of  the  Land 
Bill,  and  after  he  had  made  a  speech 
which  did  not  differ  in  character  from 
many  of  those  he  had  previously  de- 
livered. He  must  say  that  that  looked 
very  like  foul  play.  Only  last  week 
a  young  man  of  excellent  character, 
named  Higgins,  was  arrested  for  sit- 
ing, as  honorary  secretary,  a  resolution 
passed  at  a  meeting  of  a  local  branch  of 
the  Land  League,  and  sending  a  copy  of 


it  to  a  farmer  residing  in  the  neighbour- 
hood. No  one  had,  in  fact,  been  ar- 
rested under  the  Acts  answering  to  the 
character  of  those  who  were  described 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  during  the  debates 
on  the  Bills.  The  Government  secured 
the  passing  of  the  Coercion  Acts  by 
false  pretences ;  the  grouuds  they  gave 
to  tho  House  did  not  and  do  not  exist ; 
the  whole  story  was  shown  to  have  been 
a  mass  of  exaggeration  by  the  manner 
in  which  the  Acts  had  been  can*ied  out. 
The  Government  should  have  been  slow 
to  arrest  Mr.  John  Dillon  at  any  time, 
and  especially  at  the  time  they  did.  At 
the  commencement  of  his  political  career 
he  was  grossly  attacked  in  his  absence 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  The 
most  serious  outrages  in  Ireland  were 
those  that  were  being  committed  under 
cover  of  the  Act.  The  real  criminals 
nestled  In  Dublin  Castle,  and  their  *'  head 
centre  "  was  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land. 

Mr.  T.  C.  THOMPSON  said,  he 
would  ask  the  Government  to  remember 
that  clemency  was  far  more  powerful 
than  cruelty.  What  was  the  result  of 
the  course  the  Government  had  pursued  ? 
Had  any  good  ensued?  Was  Ireland 
any  quieter,  were  the  peasantry  more 
contented,  or  were  there  fewer  evictions  ? 
No;  the  evictions  were  increasing  day 
by  day,  proving  that  the  policy  the  Go- 
vernment had  pursued  was  a  bad  policy. 
Everybody  was  sorry  that  Mr.  Dillon  was 
arrested  ;  but  the  question  was  whether 
his  imprisonment  had  been  for  good  or 
evil.  He  was  as  much  interested  in  the 
success  of  the  policy  of  the  present 
Government  as  anyone,  believing  the 
failure  of  it  would  be  a  misfortune  to 
the  country;  but  he  must  admit  that 
Mr.  Dillon's  arrest  was  producing  no 
good  in  either  Ireland  or  England.  Let 
them  remember  how  English  public 
opinion  was  aroused  in  regard  to  the 
trial  of  Governor  Eyre  for  proceedings 
in  Jamaica.  The  English  people  dis- 
liked the  trickery  used  in  that  case ;  they 
resented  the  manner  in  which,  in  Ja- 
maica, Gordon  was  arrested  in  a  dis- 
trict not  subject  to  martial  law,  and 
then  transferred  into  a  district  where 
martial  law  had  been  proclaimed,  and 
there  tried  by  subaltern  officers  under 
such  law  and  hanged.  What  was  the 
feeling  of  England  in  this  case  ?  Was 
it  not  that  the  proclamation  of  the  Oity 
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of  Dublin  was  made  with  a  view  of  en- 
trappiag  Mr.  Dillon  ?  Was  it  not  also 
felt  that  he  was  arrested  at  a  time  when 
of  all  others  he  should  have  been  left 
free,  when  he  was  coming  over  to  Eng- 
land to  discharge  his  duty,  and  when 
he  considered  his  person  safe.  He  (Mr. 
T.  C.  Thompson)  said  the  feeling  of  the 
people  of  England  was  a  feeling  of  in- 
dignation. The  Government  had  many 
opportunities  of  arresting  him.  They 
had  heard  Mr.  Dillon  say  many  things 
in  that  House  for  which,  supposing  the 
Government  had  done  their  duty  now, 
they  ought  to  have  arrested  him  then. 
Why  did  they  arrest  him  now?  A 
belief   had  gained  ground  that  it  was 


tunity,  in  a  straightforward  maimer, 
of  grappling  with  the  Gt>yemineiit  case. 
It  certainly  appeared  that  the  pro- 
bability of  his  appearing  in  the  Hoos* 
to  express  the  opinion  of  a  very  larg* 
body  of  the  Irish  people  on  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill  had  somethings  to  do 
with  his  arrest.  Mr.  Dillon  had  said 
nothing  within  the  last  few  weeka  pre- 
ceding his  arrest  in  any  way  different  to 
what  he  had  been  saying  months  before ; 
and  the  matter  required  a  little  more 
explanation  than  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
given  it,  for  he  had  simply  defended 
himself  for  not  giving  information  by 
reference  to  the  bare  letter  of  the  Coer^ 
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Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  would  have 
been  most  important  ?  The  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Bill  was  a  middle-class  Bill, 
and  there  were  few  men  in  that  House 
who  represented  anything  but  middle- 
class  people,  while  Mr.  Dillon  repre- 
sented a  class  he  would  have  been  proud 
to  represent — the  peasantry  of  Ireland. 
The  blot  upon  that  Bill  was  that  there 
was  no  provision  made  in  it  in  favour 
of  the  peasantry,  no  provision  to  prevent 
eviction  in  bad  seasons,  and  Mr.  Dillon 
would  have  spoken  strongly  against 
such  an  omission.  They  might  pass  hun- 
dreds of  measures  to  relieve  Ireland ; 
but  if  no  relief  against  evictions  in  such 
seasons  as  the  peasantry  had  gone 
through  lately  was  included  in  them 
they  would  be  of  no  use.  He  appealed 
to  the  Government  to  let  one  of  their 
first  acts  be  tlie  release  of  Mr.  Dillon 
from  prison,  and  the  next  the  repeal  of 
the  odious  Coercion  Acts. 

Mr.  O'DoNNKLL  rose  to  address  the 
House,  when — 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  wore 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  resumed,  by  saying 
he  wished  to  utter  a  few  words  upon 
the  matter.  It  appeared  hopeless  to  ex- 
pect that  either  the  English  or  Irish  Go- 
vernment, so  amply  represented  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  at  the  present  moment, 
would  give  anything  like  a  satisfactory 
reply  to  the  request  of  the  Irish  Party 
that  evening.  They  had  asked  for  faci- 
lities to  discuss  the  case  of  Mr.  Dillon. 
It  was  admitted  on  all  hands  that  va- 
rious suspicious  circumstances  attended 
that  arrest ;  and  they  wanted  an  oppor- 
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given,  when  that  Bill  was  under  diacnt- 
sion,  that  the  causes  which  led  to  every 
arrest  should  be  laid  upon  the  Table, 
and  the  breach  of  that  eng^agement 
ought  to  bring  a  blush  to  the  face  of 
every  Member  of  the  Government.  He 
saw  that  he  was  still  more  unfavourably 
situated  than  when  he  rose  to  addrees 
the  House,  because  now  there  waa  not  a 
single  Member  of  the  Government  pre- 
sent. But  he  must  say  that  there  waa 
as  much  intelligent  knowledgpe  of  the 
affairs  of  Ireland  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
now  as  at  any  time  since  the  Gh>Tera- 
ment  came  into  Office. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  had  no  sym- 
pathy with  the  hon .  Member  for  Tipperary 
(Mr.  Dillon) ;  but  he  must  say  he. had, 
at  least,  been  consistent  in  delivering 
exactly  the  same  kind  of  speeches  five 
months  ago  as  three  weeks  ag^';  and  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Gevemment  to  hare 
arrested  him  long  before  they  had  done. 
He  (Mr.  Warton)  had  himself  brought  to 
the  notice  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land many  passages  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's speeches  ;  but  he  was  always  met 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  a 
shuffling  manner,  and  told  that  the 
passages  cited  were  correctly  g^ven, 
though  in  some  cases  he  had  produced 
reports  from  different  sources.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  inconsistent 
in  his  conduct,  and  deserved  the  epithet 
he /(Mr.  Warton)  had  applied  to  him 
long  ago. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  flouBe  waa  luyoomed  aooordisglj 

at  acmarter  befort 
Mine  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
WedfUiday,  Wth  May,  1881. 


MINTJTES.]— Prttatb  Bill  {by  Orders—Con- 
iidered  as  amended— South.  Eflistem  Railway  *. 

Px7BLic  Bills — Ordered — First  Reading — Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (Binning- 
ham,  Tame,  and  Roa,  &c.)  *  [160]. 

Second  Reading — Newspapers  (Law  of  Libel) 
[6];  Clerical  Disabilities  Act  Repeal  [Hi, 
put  off;  Summary  Jurisdiction  (Ireland) 
[33],  debate  further  adjourned. 

Withdrawn — Small  Debts  (Limitation  of  Ac- 
tions) [78]. 

PARLIAMENTARY  OATHS  (MR.  BRAD- 

LAUGH). 

Mr.  speaker  acquainted  the  House 
that  he  had  received  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  returned  as  one  of  the  Mem- 
bers for  the  Borough  of  Northampton, 
relative  to  the  proceedings  of  the  House 
in  his  case,  which  he  read  to  the  House 
as  followeth  : — 

To  the  Right  Honble. 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Hcuae  of  Commons  Library, 
11  May,  1881. 
Sir, 

I  beg  through  you  to  place  on  record  my 
protest  against  the  Resolution  of  the  House, 
hindering  and  preventing  me  from  exercising 
my  statutory  right,  and  from  performing  my 
constitutional  duty  to  my  constituents.  I  have 
been  duly  retumea  as  one  of  the  Members  to 
represent  in  the  House  of  Commons  the  Borough 
of  Northampton.  The  legality  of  that  Return 
has  been  admitted  by,  and  certified  to,  the 
House.  There  is  no  Petition  against  my  Return, 
and  it  is  not  pretended  that  I  am  subject  to  any 
legal  disqualification.  Yet  without  anv  prece- 
dent  in  the  Journals  of  the  House,  and  in  ab- 
solute defiance  of  the  Statute,  the  House  has 
thought  fit— while  recognising  me  as  a  duly 
elected  Member— to  prevent  me  by  actual 
physical  force  from  fulfilling  the  duty  imposed 
upon  me  by  the  express  words  of  the  Law.  The 
privileges  of  the  House  render  it  imi>os8ible  for 
me  to  submit  the  question  to  the  decision  of  a 
Court  of  Law.  I  can  only  for  the  moment 
solemnly  protest,  in  the  name  of  the  electors  of 
Northampton,  whose  rights  have  been  infringed, 
and  whose  lawful  representative  I  am.  And  I 
beg  most  respectfully.  Sir,  that,  in  such  manner 
as  to  you  may  seem  tit,  you  will  communicate 
this  protest  to  the  House. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be. 

Sir, 
Your  most  obedient  Servant, 

Ch.  Bradlauoh. 

Sir  WILFRID    LAWSON :    With 
reference,  Sir,  to  the  letter  you  have 


j  lust  read,  I  wish  to  ask  whether  it  will 
he  competent  for  any  hon.  Memher  to 
move  that  it  he  taken  into  consideration 
on  a  future  day;  and,  if  such  Motion 
may  he  made,  whether  it  would  he  a 
question  of  Privilege,  and  taken  at  half- 
past  4  o'clock  on  whatever  day  may  he 
fixed  for  the  Motion  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  letter  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  will  appear  in  the  Votes,  and 
will  he  in  the  hands  of  Members  to- 
morrow morning.  It  will  be  competent 
for  any  hon.  Member  to  give  Notice  that 
the  letter  be  taken  into  consideration  on 
a  future  day,  when  it  may  be  brought 
forward  as  a  question  of  Privilege. 

ORDERS     OF    THE    DAT. 


NEWSPAPERS  (LAW  OF  UBEL)  BILL- 

{Mr.  Hutchinson,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  Edward 
Leatham,  Mr.  Samuel  Morley.) 

[bill   5.]      SECOND  REABINO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mr.  HUTCHINSON,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  during  two  successive  Sessions 
Select  Committees  were  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  subject  of  newspaper 
libel,  and  each  of  these  Committees  was 
presided  over  by  the  Attorney  General 
for  the  time  being.  The  first  of  those 
Committees  heard  a  mass  of  valuable 
evidence,  but  made  no  Keport  owing  to 
want  of  time.  The  second  Committee 
asked  permission  to  have  that  evidence 
referred  to  them,  and  this  Bill  embodied 
the  recommendations  of  that  Committee, 
and  was  confined  to  them  exclusively. 
The  justification  of  the  Bill  lay  in  that 
fact,  and  he  was  thereby  relieved  from 
the  necessity  of  entering  upon  any  long 
argument  in  its  support.  The  provisions 
of  the  Bill  were  few  and  exceedingly 
simple.  Bightly  considered,  the  interests 
of  the  newspaper  Press  and  those  of  the 
public  were  quite  identical ;  and  the  Bill, 
while  intending  to  remove  acknowledged 
hardships,  also  provided  guarantees 
against  danger  that  might  be  appre- 
hended in  some  quarters.  It  proposed, 
in  the  first  place,  to  protect  newspapers 
in  the  exorcise  of  an  important  function, 
the  due  performance  of  which  was  ex- 
pected at  their  hands.  A  newspaper 
was  the  record  and  expression  of  what 
took  place  in  public,  of  all  political  life, 
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and  of  all  municipal  and  social  activity 
— in  short,  it  was  the  record  of  every- 
thiag  outside  the  domain  of  strictly 
domestic  intercourse ;  and  he  asked 
whether  it  was  fair  that  an  agency  which 
met  an  ever-increasing  demand  of  this 
kind,  and  which  was  expected  to  per- 
form its  functions  with  accuracy,  should 
have  to  do  its  work  in  the  midst  of  red- 
hot  ploughshares,  and  should  be  subject 
to  consequences  for  the  injudicious  lan- 
guage of  persons  whom  it  correctly  re- 
ported. Protection  from  private  liability 
in  the  discharge  of  an  important  public 
function  was  the  end  sought  to  be  ob- 
tained by  this  Bill.  It  provided  that  a 
fair  and  honest  bond  fide  report  of  lawful 
public  meetings  should  be  held  as  privi- 
leged in  the  same  manner  as  reports  of 
a  similar  character  of  proceedings  in 
Parliament  and  the  Courts  of  Justice. 
In  the  matter  of  comment  the  Bill  left 
the  law  precisely  as  it  was.  It  made  no 
change  in  the  law  of  civil  action ;  but  it 
did  make  some  change  in  the  present 
law  of  criminal  prosecution  for  libel,  and 
for  good  and  sufficient  reasons.  He 
could  give  a  long  list  of  oases  in  which 
criminal  prosecutions  had  been  resorted 
to  on  the  most  frivolous  pretences,  either 
for  the  purpose  of  extorting  money  or 
gratifying  private  malice.  A  man's  cha- 
racter could  be  quite  as  well  vindicated 
by  civil  action  as  by  criminal  prosecu- 
tion. He  did  not  ask  for  the  total  aboli- 
tion of  criminal  prosecution  against  a 
newspaper,  because  there  might  be  cases 
of  violation  of  public  decency ;  but  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  tremendous 
power  of  that  law  ought  not  to  be  placed 
within  reach  of  capricious  and  unscru- 
pulous persons  who  might  be  wickedly 
disposed  and  worthless.  The  Bill, 
therefore,  asked  that  no  criminal  pro- 
secution for  libel  against  a  newspaper 
should  be  instituted  unless  the  At- 
torney General  for  the  time  being 
were  satisfied  that  there  was  a  priind 
facie  case  for  resorting  to  that  method 
instead  of  the  ordinary  one  of  civil  ac- 
tion. Lastly,  as  the  price  which  the 
newspapers  would  have  to  pay  for  those 
concessions,  the  Bill  provided  for  the 
registration  of  newspaper  proprietors. 
At  present  it  was  very  difficult  to  find 
out  who  was  the  real  proprietor  of  a 
newspaper;  but  by  this  registration 
clause  the  responsible  person  could  be 
got  at  in  case  of  need  without  any  diffi- 
culty, and  would  prevent  a  man  shelter- 

Mr.  Mutchimon 


ing  himself  under  the  wing  of  a  man  of 
straw  as  at  present — the  nominis  umbra. 
It  would  be  noticed  by  the  House  that 
this  Bill  referred  to  England  and  Ireland 
alone,  but  not  to  Scotland,  and  the  rea^ 
son  was  significant.  In  Scotland,  the 
changes  he  proposed  by  the  Bill  were 
practically,  and  had  long  been,  in  ope- 
ration. Scotch  newspaper  proprietors 
would  not  thank  them  for  including 
their  newspapers  in  this  Bill,  because 
there  was  a  large  measure  of  free  pub- 
licity as  regards  the  reports  of  public 
meetings.  These  prosecutions  must  first 
be  authorized  by  the  Procurator  Fiscal ; 
and  the  strongest  argument  he  could  ad- 
duce for  this  Bill  was  that  in  Scotland, 
where  criminal  prosecutions  for  libel 
were  almost  unknown,  civil  actions  also 
were  extremely  rare.  The  journalist 
was  put  upon  his  honour,  and  he  acted 
accordingly.  He  (Mr.  Hutchinson)  be- 
lieved a  similar  state  of  things  would 
obtain  in  England  and  Ireland  if  this 
Bill  were  passed.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
concluded  by  moving  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (^Mr.  Sutchinaon.) 

Mr.  INDERWICK  said,  he  did  not 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  opposing  the  se- 
cond reading ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
there  were  one  or  two  provisions  to 
which  he  could  not  give  his  assent.  The 
main  provision  of  the  Bill  was  one  that 
would  meet  with  approbation — namely, 
that  fair,  honest,  and  bond  fide  reports 
of  lawful  public  meetings  should  be  pri- 
vileged in  the  same  way  as  reports  of 
proceedings  in  Parliament  and  in  Courts 
of  Justice  were  privileged,  it  being  tho- 
roughly understood  that  the  privilege 
did  not  extend  to  comments  that  might 
be  made  outside  of  such  reports  of  pub- 
lic meetings.  But  it  was  also  important 
that  it  should  be  laid  down  in  very  pre- 
cise terms  what  was  to  be  held  a  public 
meeting,  for,  of  course,  if  two  or  three 
persons  met  to  condemn  the  conduct  of 
a  person  obnoxious  to  them  that  would 
not  be  a  public  meeting.  By  the  second 
part  of  the  2nd  clause  it  was  provided 
that  the  defendant  should  not  be  entitled 
to  avail  himself  of  the  defence  that  the 
report  was  a  fair  one  if  it  were  shown 
that  he  had  refused  to  insert  in  his 
newspaper  a  reasonable  explanation  of 
the  circumstances  tendered  fbr  publica- 
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tion  on  the  part  of  the  persons  reflected 
upon  in  the  alleged  libel.  As  the  law 
stood  now,  no  such  limitation  of  the 
right  of  the  defendant  to  avail  himself 
of  a  legal  ground  of  defence  existed  in 
the  case  of  reports  of  proceedings  in 
Parliament,  or  in  the  Courts  of  Law, 
and  he  did  not  see  why  it  should  be  in- 
troduced in  the  case  of  reports  of  public 
meetings,  especially  as  it  might  lead  to 
endless  and  most  inconvenient  contro- 
versies in  the  public  Press.  He  would 
be  glad  if  that  part  of  the  Bill  were  al- 
tered in  Committee.  The  Bill  also  pro- 
vided for  a  better  registration  of  pro- 
prietors. That,  he  thought,  was  ex- 
tremely necessary,  and  it  would  obviate 
a  great  amount  of  difficulty  which  now 
existed  in  ascertaining  the  person 
morally  responsible  for  the  publication 
of  a  libel.  The  third  proposal  was 
open  to  very  grave  objection.  He 
could  not  go  the  length  of  approving 
a  suggestion  that  no  criminal  proceed- 
ings should  be  taken  in  respect  of  any 
libel  without  the  consent  of  the  Attor- 
ney General.  He  did  not  think  that 
the  right  of  any  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects to  take  criminal  proceedings  in 
respect  of  any  libel,  however  gross  or 
personal  it  might  be,  should  be  limited 
by  the  view  which  might  be  taken  of 
the  matter  by  the  Attorney  General. 
There  were  other  matters  that  he  should 
like  to  see  dealt  with  by  the  Bill.  For  in- 
stance, as  the  law  now  stood,  the  person 
who  considered  himself  aggrieved  by 
the  matter  .published  had  an  alterna- 
tive remedy.  He  might  sue  the  defend- 
ant in  a  civil  action,  where  he  could  give 
evidence  on  oath  in  his  own  defence,  or 
he  might,  by  taking  criminal  proceed- 
ings,  shut  the  mouth  of  the  defendant 
altogether.  It  was  contrary  to  all  right 
and  justice  that  the  accusing  party 
should,  by  choosing  one  form  of  proceed- 
ing rather  than  the  other,  have  the 
option  of  declaring  whether  or  not  his 
opponent  should  be  heard.  There  was 
a  growing  feeling  that  the  accused 
in  all  criminal  cases  should  be  per- 
mitted to  make  his  statement  upon 
oath ;  and,  therefore,  what  he  should 
ask  the  House  to  do  in  the  present  in- 
stance would  be  to  enact  that  every  cri- 
minal proceeding  in  respeot  of  libel 
should  be  conducted  in  the  same  man- 
ner, both  as  to  evidence  and  costs, 
as  though  it  were  a  civil  action — that 
was  to  say,  that  the  defendant  should 


have  the  right  to  go  into  the  witness 
box  at  each  stage  of  the  proceedings, 
and  make  his  own  statement  in  denial  or 
justification  of  the  charge  made  against 
him. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  the  question 
the  Select  Committee  had  to  consider 
was  whether  the  proprietors  of  news- 
papers could  be  to  any  extent  relieved 
from  their  present  legal  liabilities  with- 
out prejudice  to  the  public  interests  ; 
and,  after  taking  a  great  deal  of  evi- 
dence, and  giving  very  careful  conside- 
ration to  the  subject,  the  inquiry  re- 
sulted in  the  Bill  now  before  the  House. 
The  Committee  felt  that  publishers  of 
newspapers  were  very  often  made  liable 
for  acts  which  were  not  their  own,  and 
which  it  was  almost  impossible  for  them 
to  control ;  and  they,  therefore,  recom- 
mended that  any  report  published  in  a 
newspaper  of  the  proceedings  of  a  pub- 
lic meeting  should  be  privileged,  if  the 
meeting  was  convened  for  a  lawful  pur- 
pose, and  open  to  the  public,  and  if  the 
report  was  fair  and  accurate,  and  pub- 
lished without  malice.  The  privilege 
solely  applied  to  public  meetings,  pub- 
licly convened,  and  would  exclude  rail- 
way and  other  meetings,  where  share- 
holders often  called  each  other  hard 
names,  and  where  strong  reflections 
were  sometimes  cast  upon  the  commer- 
cial credit  of  individuals.  The  clause 
also  required  it  to  be  proved  that  the 
publication  of  the  matter  complained  of 
was  for  the  public  benefit;  and  he  could 
not,  with  deference  to  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Inderwick),  think 
that  there  was  much  in  his  objection  to 
the  proposal  that  the  protection  afforded 
by  the  clause  should  not  be  available  as 
a  defence  if  the  defendant  had  refused 
to  publish  an  explanation  or  contradic- 
tion. In  the  course  of  bis  experience, 
he  had  always  found  that  a  respectable 
journal  was  ready  to  insert  a  reasonable 
explanation,  or  apology,  for  any  libel 
that  might  have  found  its  way  into  its 
columns ;  and  in  a  case  of  libel  before  a 
jury  the  refusal  to  publish  a  contradic- 
tion was  commonly  treated  as  an  aggra- 
vation of  the  ofl'ence.  The  3rd  clause, 
by  providing  that  no  prosecution  for 
newspaper  libel  should  be  commenced 
without  the  fiat  of  the  Attorney  General, 
did  not,  of  course,  make  the  Attorney 
General  responsible  for  the  prosecution  ; 
but  only  required  him  to  declare  whe- 
ther or  not  a  jfrimd  facie  case  was  mad^ 
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out,  and  he  could  not  think  the  re- 
striction was  unfair.  The  registration  of 
newspaper  proprietors  appeared  to  him 
to  he  a  very  important  part  of  the  Bill ; 
but  he  was  not  sure  whether  the  Bill 
would  not  be  better  without  the  clause, 
which  imposed  a  £10  penalty  for  the 
omission  of  the  printer,  or  publisher,  to 
make  the  required  return.  A  proprietor 
who  wished  to  conceal  his  name  would 
not  be  made  by  so  small  a  penalty  to 
disclose  it;  and  it  would  be  better  either 
to  make  the  penalty  £10  for  every 
month  during  which  the  return  was  not 
furnished,  or  to  leave  the  omission  to 
be  dealt  with  under  the  ordinary  law. 

Mr.  J.  COWEN  said,  he  trusted  the 
Bill  would  be  read  a  second  time,  and 
that  reasonable  facilities  would  be  al- 
lowed to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  for 
getting  it  through  the  House  this  Ses- 
sion. The  subject  had  been  dealt  with 
many  times,  and  in  no  instance  had  a 
more  generally  satisfactory  solution  been 
hit  upon  than  that  now  before  them. 
The  late  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Glasgow,  the  late  Mr.  Butt,  and  himself 
had  been  concerned  in  more  than  one  Bill 
dealing  with  this  subject  during  last 
Parliament.  The  difficulties  that  now 
beset  the  question  had  beset  them ;  but 
those  who  were  formerly  unwilling  for 
legislation  had  been  brought  to  see  the 
necessity  and  the  justice  of  it.  Two 
special  Committees  had  inquired  into 
the  whole  matter.  Both  the  public  and 
the  newspaper  proprietors  had  had  an 
opportunity  for  putting  their  case  before 
this  Committee,  and  the  Bill  was  the 
outcome  of  these  deliberations.  He  re- 
cognized the  difficulty  of  defining  what 
was  a  public  meeting;  but,  after  full 
consideration,  the  words  that  were  in 
the  Bill  had  been  hit  upon  as  the  best 
that  could  be  chosen.  Anyone  who  was 
capable  of  suggesting  better  words  could 
do  so  in  Committee.  After  repeated 
trials,  those  who  had  concerned  them- 
selves in  the  question  had  failed  to  de- 
fine the  meetings  more  accurately  than 
in  the  clauses  as  they  stood  in  the  Bill. 
He  thought  it  was  only  fair  that  persons 
who  felt  themselves  aggrieved  should 
have  the  liberty  of  requesting  the  inser- 
tion of  corrections  or  explanations.  If 
reports  of  public  meetings  were  to  be 
privileged,  the  public,  on  the  other  hand, 
should  be  at  liberty  to  correct  any  inaccu- 
racies in  these  privileged  reports,  and 
newspapers  would  only  be  too  willing  to 

Mr*  Gregory 


comply  with  the  request.     It  was  not  to 
the  interest  of  a  newspaper  proprietor  to 
circulate  what  was  incorrect.     It  would 
not  add  to  the  reputation  of  the  paper, 
and  certainly  it  wbuld  not  add  to  its 
influence,  to  give  persistent  publicitj  to 
unfair  and  incorrect  reports.     Sveiyooe 
now  admitted  the  hardship  under  wbieli 
newspaper  proprietors  lay  in  beinf^  held 
responsible,  both  civilly  and  criminallj, 
for  fairly  reporting  proceedings  of  pabUe 
bodies.     The  Bill  would  free  thetn  from 
that  responsibility.   In  consideration  for 
that  concession,  newspapers  were  to  r^ 
gister  the  list  of  proprietors.     That  he 
regarded  as  a  retrograde  step.     It  vaa 
going  back  upon  an  obsolete  law.     In 
former  times  Qie  owner  of  every  printing 
press  had  to  be  registered.     Printers 
were    regarded    as    disturbers    of    the 
peace.     Their  types  were  considered  as 
explosive  materials,  and  they  themselves 
were  treated  as  rogues  and  vagabonds 
or  dealers  in   dangerous  commodities. 
That  was  when  the  Press  was  in  its  in- 
fancy. The  law  had  gradually  been  mo- 
dified, and  now  it  had  only  a  nominal 
force.     Papers  might  be  registered,  bat 
it  was  not  compulsory  for  them  to  be  so. 
He  did  not  see  any  reason   why   the 
owner  of  a  newspaper  should  be  regis- 
tered any  more  than  the  owner  of  a  coal 
mine  or  the  owner  of  a  chemical  works. 
A  chemical  works  might  destroy  the  vege- 
tation in  a  neighbourhood,  or  it  might 
injure  the  health  or  lead  to  the  death  of 
cattle.     Persons  who  suffered  by  these 
had  their  remedy  against  the  proprietor 
of  the  works,  although  these  proprietors 
were  not  registered.     If,  in  consequence 
of  the  working  of  a  coal  mine,  the  sur- 
face subsided  and  injury  was  sustained 
by  anyone,   the  people    who    suffered 
could  sue  the  coalowners  and  get  re- 
dress, and  yet  the  coalowners  were  not 
registered.     He  did  not  see  why  news- 
papers should  be  treated  differently.    If 
newspapers  undermined  the  character  of 
anyone,  the  persons  attacked  could  get 
at  the  owners  of  the  newspaper  just  as 
easily  as  people  could  get  at  the  owners 
of  chemical  works  or  coal  mines.     He 
objected  to  this  exceptional  legislation. 
It  was  quite  true  that  there  had  been 
isolated  instances  where  newspaper  pro- 
prietors had  got  out  of  their  responsi- 
bilities by  quibbling ;   but  these  cases 
were  rare.     That  was  a  point  of  the  Bill 
he  objected  to,  and,  when  in  Committee, 
he  woidd  try  to  modify  it  or  amend 
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it ;  but  the  Bill  generally  waB  a  fair  at- 
tempt to  settle  a  complicated  and  diffi- 
cult subject^  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  assist  his  hon.  Friend  in  giving  it 
the  force  of  law. 

Mr.  MACLIVER  said,  he  thought  that 
reports  of  the  proceedings  of  Boards  of 
Guardians,  of  Town  Councils,  of  School 
Boards,  and  of  other  public  bodies 
through  which  public  money  was  ex- 
pended, should  be  held  to  be  privileged. 
He  cited  a  case  in  which  the  law,  as  it  ar 
present  affected  Boards  of  Guardians, 
operated  manifestly  to  the  prejudice  of 
the  ratepayers.  When  the  Bill  got  into 
CJommittee,  he  should  propose  a  clause 
to  the  effect  that  any  report  of  any  public 
body  having  the  administration  of  public 
funds,  such  as  Town  Councils  and  Boards 
of  Guardians,  to  whose  meetings  repor- 
ters of  the  Press  were  admitted,  should 
•be  privileged,  if  such  reports  were  fair 
«na  accurate,  and  published  without 
malice.  Such  a  provision  would  be  a 
considerable  protection  to  newspapers, 
and  would  confer  a  real  benefit  upon 
the  public. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  rose  for  the 

furpose  of  supporting  this  Bill  warmly, 
n  his  opinion,  the  Bill  would  be  more 
useful  than  all  the  other  measures  put 
together  which  had  been  brought  for- 
ward on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House  since  the  present  Government 
came  into  Office.  He  did  not,  however, 
agree  with  the  criticism  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Rye  (Mr.  Inder- 
wick),  as  he  thought  that  no  definition 
should  be  given  of  a  public  meeting ; 
but  that  every  case  should  be  left  to 
bo  decided  by  a  Judge  and  jury,  who 
would  consider  all  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances of  the  case.  He  most  strongly 
supported  the  drd  clause,  believing  that 
no  criminal  prosecution  for  libel  snould 
be  brought  without  the  consent  of  the 
Attorney  General.     Very  often  criminal 

Eroceedings  were  taken  in  respect  of 
bels  for  the  purpose  of  stopping  the 
mouth  of  the  defendant.  UntU  the  time 
came  when  the  Criminal  Code,  which 
was  too  valuable  a  measure  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  deal  with,  was  before  the 
fiouse,  he  should  not  like  to  say  any- 
thing^ on  the  subject  of  the  propriety  of 
permitting  defendants  in  criminal  cases 
to  give  evidence. 

Mb.  ASHTON  DILKE  said,  he  was 
sorry  to  interrupt  the  harmony  which 
this  Bill  had  bronght  from  every  part 
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of  the  House,  including  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  War- 
ton),  who  as  a  rule  did  not  sympathize 
very  strongly  with  attempts  at  legisla- 
tion on  the  part  of  Liberal  Members ; 
but  he  could  not  entirely  agree  with 
any  part  of  this  Bill.   The  point  as  to 
**  being  privileged  "  was  a  good  one.    As 
to  deciding  what  a  public  meeting  was, 
they  knew  there  were  a  great  many 
bodies  who  often  excluded  reporters  just 
as  they  pleased,  and  there  was  also  a 
class  of  meetings  which  were  semi-private. 
For  instance,  meetings  of  Conservatives 
in  different  parts  of  London,  to  which 
admission    was    almost    invariably  by 
ticket,  could  hardly  be  termed  public 
meetings.     It  was  unfortunate  that  they 
should  have  to  discuss  this  Bill  so  much 
in  detail ;  but  it  was  not  their  fault,  be- 
cause it  in  reality  consisted  of  three  mea- 
sures, which  might  be  embodied  in  three 
different  Bills,  and  more  closely  debated 
in  Committee.     With  regard  to  prosecu- 
tions by  the  Attorney  General,  he  did 
not  think  that  provision  was  all  that  was 
wanted.     What  was  wanted  was  that 
magistrates  should  have  a  discretionary 
power  of   dealing  with  them.      They 
might  have  the  power  of  inflicting  fines 
or  short  sentences  of  imprisonment  in- 
stead of  sending  defendants  for  trial. 
There  was  a  danger  arising  from  occa- 
sions which  were  not  very  important, 
but  distinctly  libellous.       Magistrates 
desired  to  g^ve  defendants  the  benefit  of 
the  smallest  possible  doubt.     He  did  not 
think  the  scheme,  as  at  present  pro- 
posed in  the  third  part  of  the  Bill,  would 
work  at  all.     There  were  two  classes  of 
proprietors.    They  would  have  to  deal 
with  what  he  might  term  good  proprie- 
tors and  bad  proprietors,    lliis  Bill  was 
aimed  at  the  wicked  proprietors ;   but 
sufficient  machinery  was  not  provided  to 
carry  out  the  intention  of  the  Bill  in  this 
respect.    Very  often,  too,  the  printers 
and  the  proprietor  were  entirely  differ- 
ent people.     The  responsibility  for  libel 
was  now  a  meaningless  one.     It  was 
quite   right  that  there  should  be  civil 
and  criminal  responsibility  ;  but  it  was 
well  known  that  newspaper  proprietors 
were  often  civilly  responsible  when  they 
were  not  criminally;  and  criminal  ac- 
tions were  often  brought  against  pub- 
lishers who  ought  not  to  be  implicated 
at  all  in  the  Law  of  Libel.    It  should  be 
defined  where  the  criminal  responsibility 
ought  to  end.    He  thought  the  penalty 
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of  £10  was  a  ridiculous  one.     A  wicked 

Sroprietor  would  give  the  printer  an  in- 
emnity,  unless  the  amount  of  the  fine 
was  extremely  heavy.  They  would  find 
that  under  this  provision  the  law  would 
be  practically  inoperative,  and  things 
would  go  on  very  much  as  they  did  at 
the  present  moment.  Whatever  law 
was  passed,  they  would  find  that  the 
man  they  were  seeking  to  get  hold  of 
was  seeking  to  evade  the  law,  and  they 
would  be  no  better  ofi"  than  they  were 
before.  He  should  not  oppose  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill;  but  he 
thought  it  might  be  materially  altered 
in  Committee. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  said,  he 
fully  shared  the  objections  against  the 
Bill  which  had  been  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  spoken.     He  en- 
tirely agreed   that  the  registration   of 
newspaper  proprietors   was  antiquated, 
obsolete,   and  un suited   to  the  present 
time.    As  to  public  meetings,  it  had  been 
argued  that  the  definition  applied  only 
to  meetings  of  corporate  bodies  or  great 
assemblages  open  to  the  public,  ana  did 
not  include  the  meetings  of  public  com- 
panies.  But  this  latter  class  of  meetings 
were  the  very  class  to  which  it  was  most 
necessary  often,  for  the  sake  of  the  pub- 
lic, that  attention  should  be  called,  and 
fair  reports  of  the  proceedings  published 
in  the  newspapers.       He  had  known 
instances  where  companies  in  a  tottering 
condition  had  been  enabled  to  keep  on 
drawing  in  new  victims  by  the  absence 
of  fair  and  full  reports  of  their  proceed- 
ings.     If   fair  and  full  reports  were 
given  of  the  proceedings  of  such  con- 
cerns, the  public  might  be  warned,  and 
the  final  crash   of  the  company  fore- 
shadowed. There  was  no  class  of  reports 
out  of  which  libels  were  more  likely  to 
arise   than    those  of    the  proceedings 
at  meetings  of    public  companies   and 
shareholders.       He     remembered    one 
case  in    his    own   experience  in  which 
some  of  the  shareholders    of   a  com- 
pany felt  convinced    that   one   of  the 
officials    was  literally  cooking  the  ac- 
counts and  mismanaging  the  affairs.     A 
meeting  of  shareholders  was  called,  and 
the  charges   were    distinctly  repeated, 
and  a  newspaper  with  which  he  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy)  was  at  that  time  con- 
nected published  a  report  of  the  pro- 
ceedings.    The  person  accused  brought 
an  action  for  libel,  and  no  doubt  would 
have  got  a  verdict  but  that  his  guilt  in 

Mr.  Ashion  Dilke 


the  meantime  was  found  out  and  he  had 
to  abscond.     This  incident  showed  the 
importance  of  their  not  narrowing  the 
scope  of  the  Bill  so  as  to  exclude  the 
reports  of  the  public  meetings  of  com* 
panics  from  the  category  of  privileged 
reports,  and  he  thought  some  improve- 
ment might  b  e  made  in  that  particular. 
Mb.  LABOUCHERE  hoped  that  the 
Bill  would  be  read  a  second  time ;  but 
thought  that  certain  changes  would  hare 
to  be  made  in  Committee.    It  would  be 
necessary  to  define  more  clearly  than 
the  2nd  clause  did  what  was  a  public 
meeting.       With  regard    to    the    3rd 
clause,  he  did  not  entirely  agree  with  it. 
He  thought  it  was  a  mistake  to  vest  any 
more  power    than  was  absolutely   re- 
quired in  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  or 
other  central  authority.     If  a  summons 
for  libel  were  obtained,  the  magistrate 
was  not  able  to  dismiss  the  case  sum- 
marily, even  if  he  thought  a  jury  would 
not  convict.     He  was  obliged  to  send  the 
case  to  trial.     If  a  newspaper  were  to 
say  when  the  claimant  came  out  of  prison 
that  the  claimant  had  been  in  prison, 
the  claimant  might  go  before  a  magis- 
trate, and  might  insist  on  the  newspaper 
proprietor  or  whoever  was  responsible 
being  sent  for  trial  at  the  Old  Bailey. 
He  might  put  him  to  heavy  expense, 
although  there  was  no  doubt  there  would 
be'  an  acquittal.     It,  therefore,  seemed 
to  him  (Mr.  Labouchere)  very  desiraMe 
that,  instead  of  a  fiat  being  obtained 
from  the  Attorney  General  for  a  trial  in 
such  a  case,  a  magistrate  should  be  able 
to  deal  summarily  with  any  application 
made  to  him  on  the  subject.     As  to  the 
registration   of  proprietors,  there  was 
formerly  not  a  register  of  proprietors, 
but  a  register  in  which  one  person  was 
entered  as  proprietor.     He  might  have 
half-a-dozen  partners;  but  it  was  not 
necessary  to   enter  their  names  in  the 
register.     The  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  J.  Co  wen)  had  remarked  that 
colliery  owners    were    not    reg^tered. 
The  cases  were,  however,  different ;  and 
while  everybody  knew  the  proprietor  of 
a  colliery,  it  was  difficult  with  regard  to 
newspapers  to  discover  who  was   the 
responsible  person.     In  almost  all  cases 
the  printers  and  publishers  of  news- 
papers were  mere  dummies.     He  sub- 
mitted to  the  Attomev  General  whether 
it  would  not  be  possible  to  render  the 
printer  liable  if  he  did  not  give  up  the 
name  of  some  responsible  person    as 
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proprietor.  He  did  not  see  the  necessity 
of  registering  the  names  of  all  the  pro- 
prietors. Some  were  mere  shareholders 
m  a  newspaper,  and  it  wonld  only 
Ratify  an  idle  curiosity  to  put  their 
names  in  the  register.  He  thought  the 
Bill  was  in  the  right  direction,  and  he 
hoped  the  House  would  agree  to  the 
second  reading. 

Thb  attorney  general  (Sir 
Henby  James),  said,  the  Bill  appeared 
to  him  to  be  a  very  useful  measure,  and 
he  hoped  it  would  not  only  be  read 
a  second  time,  but  that  an  opportu- 
nity would  be  afforded  for  reading  it  a 
third  time.  The  House  would  remember 
that  newspaper  proprietors  had  formerly 
serious  cause  for  complaint  in  being 
held  liable  for  criminal  proceedings 
where  they  had  not  personally  erred, 
and  that  this  state  of  things  produced 
considerable  discussion  some  years  ago 
in  relation  to  the  liability  of  news- 
paper proprietors.  But  some  few  years 
ago,  in  a  case  that  was  heard  before 
the  late  Lord  Chief  Justice,  the  opi- 
nion was  strongly  expressed  by  tne 
Court  that  Lord  Campbell's  Act  would 
protect  from  criminal  proceedings  those 
who  had  intrusted  editorial  duties  to 
others  and  had  not  been  deficient  in  any 
want  of  care  themselves.  This  Bill  did 
not  deal  with  that  point,  because  it  was 
felt  by  the  Committee  which  considered 
the  matter  last  year  that  the  law  already 
existinc^  afforded  sufficient  protection. 
The  BiU  was  the  result  of  the  delibera- 
tions of  a  Select  Committee  of  last  Ses- 
sion, on  which  it  could  not  be  said  that 
those  interested  in  newspapers  Ijad  any- 
thing like  a  preponderating  influence, 
but  in  which  the  general  public  were 
well  represented.  One  or  two  objections 
had  been  made  to  the  Bill.  It  had  been 
said  that  there  ought  to  be  greater  clear- 
ness in  the  definition  of  what  a  public 
meeting  was.  As  to  that  objection,  he 
would  only  observe  that  those  who  made 
it  should  be  good  enough  to  define  what 
was  a  public  meeting.  Directly  you  de- 
fined what  was  a  public  meeting  you 
excluded  all  other  meetings  from  the 
operation  of  the  Bill.  He  thought  it 
was  much  safer  to  leaye  a  judicial  tri- 
bunal to  define  the  term  "public  meet- 
ing." Prima  facie^  he  should  say  if 
reporters  were  admitted  in  order  to  re- 
port, the  meeting  would  be  regarded  as 
f public.  The  hon.  Member  for  Rye 
Mr.  Inderwick)  said  under  this  Bill 


a  few  persons  might  meet  together, 
and  by  means  of  private  scandal  ruin 
the  character  of  any  man.  But  no 
editor  would  have  flie  protection  of 
this  Bill  in  such  a  case  as  that,  for 
the  editor  must  show  that  the  publica- 
tion was  for  the  public  benefit,  and  that 
it  was  not  a  mere  private  slander.  The 
objection  to  Clause  8  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  had  urged — namely,  that  the  re- 
quirement of  a  fiat  from  the  Attorney 
General  before  proceedings  for  libel 
could  be  commenced  would  have  the 
effect  of  giving  too  much  power  to  the 
Executive  Government,  was  an  objection 
which  he  would  meet  by  stating  that  the 
principle  was  one  which  had  been  much 
extended  of  late  years.  He  had  al- 
ways g^yen  notice  to  persons  accused 
to  say  what  they  had  to  say  before  he 
issued  his  fiat ;  but  he  woula  suggest  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
that  the  2nd  clause  should  be  so  altered 
in  Committee  that  a  fiat  should  not  be 
issued  afi^ainst  editors  of  newspapers  until 
they  had  had  an  opportunity  of  making 
a  statement  before  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral. As  to  the  question  of  registration, 
he  thought  that  registration  was,  on  the 
whole,  beneficial  to  the  public,  while  he 
did  not  think  it  was  injurious  to  editors 
of  newspapers.  That,  however,  was  a 
matter  to  bd  discussed  in  Committee, 
and  he  would  now  content  himself  by 
asking  the  House  to  allow  Uie  Bill  to  be 
read  a  second  time. 

CLERICAL  DISABILITIES  ACT  REPEAL 

BILL.— [Bill  117.] 

(5ir  Gabriel  Ooldmy,  Mr.  Thorold  Rogen.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Sib  GABEIEL  GOLDNEY,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
observed  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  ^et  rid  of  a  statute  called  Home 
Tooke's  Act,  which  was  passed  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  rid  of  a  man  whose 
political  opinions  were  obnoxious.  The 
Act  excluded  clergymen  from  sitting  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  Mr.  Home 
Tooke  was  returned  for  Old  Sarum  at  a 
time  when  political  feeling  was  very 
strong.  He  (Sir  Gabriel  Goldney)  did 
not  know  the  reason  why  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  sitting 
below  him  and  others  objeotea  to  clergy- 
men sitting  in  the  House  of  Oommons, 
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It  was  formerly  held  that  clergymen  sit- 
ting in  Convocation  were  not  privileged 
to  sit  in  the  House  of  C'Ommons,  because 
they  claimed  the  right  of  taxing  them- 
selves through  Convocation,  instead  of 
through  the  House  of  Commons,  and  it 
was  felt  that  they  ought  not  to  have  a 
double  voice ;  but  in  1846  the  powers  of 
Convocation  were  abolished.  Clergymen 
were  now  eligible  for  all  civil  offices  and 
functions,  and  why  should  they  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  House  of  Commons? 
Why  should  they  be  ostracized  from  all 
political  feeling  and  action  ?  They  per- 
formed all  the  ordinary  duties  of  citizens, 
and  became  Guardians  of  the  poor.  It 
might  be  said  that  it  was  inconsistent  to 
be  in  the  pulpit  one  day  and  in  the 
House  the  next ;  but  this  applied  with 
equal  force  to  officers  in  the  Army  and 
Navy.  It  might  be  said  that  they  ought 
not  to  be  in  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
performing  their  duties  as  officers,  and 
looking  after  their  men.  Nonconformist 
ministers  also  could  sit  in  the  House 
without  any  objection  being  taken  on 
the  ground  that  political  life  was  incon- 
sistent with  clerical  functions.  The  his- 
tory of  the  disabilities  of  the  clergy  was 
remarkable.  For  instance,  at  one  time 
clergymen  were  excluded  from  hunting, 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  inconsistent 
with  their  duties ;  but  a  statute  was 
passed  which  declared  that  it  was  neces- 
sary they  should  have  that  excellent 
exercise  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on 
their  duties  more  ethciently,  and  it  was 
one  of  the  prerogatives  of  the  Crown 
that  when  a  Bishop  died  his  pack  of 
hounds  should  go  to  the  Crown,  or  that 
in  lieu  thereof  compensation  should  be 
naid.  In  the  performance  of  secular 
duties  clergymen  were  admirable  ex- 
amples to  the  rest  of  the  community. 
Nearly  a  third  of  the  Bills  in  the  Journals 
of  the  House  dealt  with  subjects — such 
as  Augmentation  of  Benefices,  Burial 
Fees,  Church  Patronage,  Ecclesiastical 
Endowments,  Marriage  Law  Amendment 
Act,  Poor  Removal — in  the  discussion 
of  which  clergymen  would  be  able  to 
take  part  and  give  to  the  House  the 
advantage  of  their  knowledge  and  expe- 
rience. He  thought  Parliament  ought 
to  abolish  an  Act  that  was  passed  for 
the  purpose  of  excluding  a  man  whose 
political  opinions  were  adverse  to  the 
Minister  of  the  day.  Being  unable  to 
exclude  him  individually,  they  excluded 
the  whole  body  of  clergymen.  He  spoke 

Sir  Gabriel  Goldneg 


as  a  Churchman,  and  as  one  who  did  all 
he  could  for  the  Church  ;  and  he  asked 
the  House  to  say  that  the  clergy  should 
not  be  treated  as  a  different  social  order 
from  the  rest  of  the  community.  He 
was  quite  satisfied  it  would  be  benefi- 
cial to  the  Church  if  some  clergymen 
were  to  come  within  an  arena  like  the 
House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond 
time.*' — (Sir  Gabriel  Goldney,) 

Mr.  BEBESFORD  HOPE,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that 
day  six  months,  congratulated  his  hon. 
Friend  on  the  array  of  authorities  he 
had  pressed  into  his  service.  Even  the 
venerable  **  Brother  Bragge,"  of  political 
poetry,  had  made  his  appearance ;  and 
he  presumed  that  Brother  Bragge  and 
Brother  Hiley  were  kept  in  reserve.  The 
present  state  of  matters  was  that  clergy- 
men, whether  with  or  without  a  cure  of 
souls,  could  not  sit  and  vote  in  the  House, 
and  his  hon.  Friend  wished  to  alter  that 
state  of  things.  On  previous  occasions  his 
hon.  Friend  promoted  a  Bill  to  allow 
clergymen  who  had  not  a  cure  of  souls  to 
sit  and  vote  in  the  House.  He  (Mr.Beres- 
ford  Hope)  thought  there  were  sufficient 
reasons  even  against  that  measure,  and 
he  had  the  satisfaction  of  carrying  the 
House  with  him.  There  were  already 
plenty  of  elements  of  disturbance  in  the 
House,  plenty  of  heart-burnings,  plenty 
of  faction — he  was  not  accusing  one  side 
or  the  other,  but  only  that  human  nature, 
of  which  they  were  all  sharers — plenty  of 
misunderstanding,  plenty  of  class  griev- 
ances, plenty  of  everything  which  dis- 
tempered debate  and  paralyzed  wise 
counsels.  Was  it  desirable,  then,  to 
introduce  fresh  elements  of  discord  by 
bringing  in  what  he  must  as  a  Church- 
man, a  Christian,  and  a  citizen  say 
would  be  a  most  pestilent  specimen  of 
the  genus  citizen — namely,  the  political 
parson  who  would  use  his  jpartizanship 
lor  his  political  advantage  r  He  might 
either  be  a  rich  rector,  with  aspirations, 
or  a  discontented  curate,  with  a  griev- 
ance. In  either  case,  he  had  his  pulpit 
to  preach  in,  his  school  to  lecture  m,  his 
parish  vestry,  his  meetings  for  mothers, 
for  fathers,  and  for  uncles,  and  did  they 
want  to  introduce  that  man  into  Parlia- 
ment also  ?  Did  they  want  to  have  the 
scandal  of  a  man  being  able  to  spend 
his  Sunday  mornings  and  ereningt  in 
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preaching  liis  political  speeches  from 
the  pulpit,  and  upon  weekdays  inflict 
his  tedious  sermons  on  the  House? 
Did  they  want  such  a  man  to  be  able 
from  the  rising  of  the  sun  until  4  o'clock 
to  be  able  to  canvass  in  his  cassock,  and 
then  come  down  to  the  House  and  be 
addressed  as  the  hon.  and  rev.  Member 
for  So-and-so  ?  He  should  regard  the 
introduction  of  *' political  parsons"  to 
the  House  as  a  fresh  scandal  to  good 
order  and  religion  and  piety.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  g^ven  a  list  of  a  dozen  Bills 
which  he  thought  ought  to  be  canvassed 
and  traversed  by  clerical  Members.  He 
(Mr.  Beresford  Hope)  prophesied,  how- 
ever, that  if  clergymen  were  admitted 
in  sufficient  numbers  and  of  sufficient 
variety  of  clerical  opinions  to  influence 
a  debate,  the  non-clerical  Members  of 
the  House  would  rise  in  revolt  against 
them.  In  order  to  attain  his  hon. 
Friend's  Utopia,  half-a-dozen  High, 
half-a-dozen  Low,  and  half-a-dozen 
Broad  Church  clergymen  would  have  to 
be  secured.  It  was  urged  that  it  was 
hard  that  there  should  be  no  clergy- 
men in  that  House,  seeing  that  there 
were  Bishops  in  the  House  of  Lords ; 
but  it  should  be  remembered  that  a 
clergyman  would  enter  the  House  of 
Commons  after  a  contested  election 
and  with  constituents  at  his  back.  The 
election  of  a  Bishop,  on  the  other  hand, 
was  a  ceremony  which  might  be  very 
abhorrent  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Qloucester  (Mr.  Monk),  but  it  had  not 
much  effect  on  his  position  in  the  House 
of  Lords  afterwards,  and  he  had  no  con- 
stituents. The  Bench  of  Bishops  in  the 
other  House  might  be  a  valuable  part 
of  the  Constitution  or  it  might  not. 
That  was  not  the  question  before  the 
House  now,  but  it  depended  on  totally 
different  considerations ;  and  to  attempt 
to  darken  counsel  and  mix  up  that 
matter  with  the  present  discussion  was 
only  to  show  how  trivial  and  imaginary 
was  the  grievance  alleged  in  the  case 
and  how  weak  was  the  ground  for  the 
Bill.  In  conclusion,  he  trusted  that  the 
House,  considering  the  present  state  of 
Public  Business,  would  not  encourage 
even  so  respectable  a  Member  as  his 
hon.  Friend  to  air  his  crotchet  at 
the  expense  of  the  national  time ;  but 
that  the  House,  which  had  already,  be- 
fore gettiag  into  Committee  upon  the 
one  single  Bill  of  importance,  taken 
^00  divisions  during  this  Session,  would, 


if  necessary,  have  its' 201st  division  that 
morning  for  the  purpose  of  relieving 
itself  from  the  present  annoyance  for 
the  rest  of  the  Session.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  **now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "upon 
this  day  six  months." — {Mr.  Beresford 
Hope,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Me.  THOROLD  ROGEES,  in  sup- 
porting  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
said,  he  would  not  attempt  to  follow  the 
heated  rhetoric  and  habitual  prophecies 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down.  He  could  not,  however, 
share  in  the  apprehensions  entertained 
by  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the 
dangers  that  were  likely  to  arise  from 
the  possible  introduction  of  a  clergyman 
into  the  House  if  a  constituency  could  be 
found  to  return  him.  He  thought,  more- 
over, that  if  any  clergyman  were  to  resort 
to  the  objectionable  means  to  acquire  a 
seat  in  that  House  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  so  graphically  described, 
the  constituency  would  know  how  to 
deal  with  him  and  would  emphatically 
reject  him.  He  maintained,  further,  that 
Home  Tooke's  Act,  which  it  was  now 
proposed  to  repeal,  was  entirely  uncon- 
stitutional, having  been  directed,  not 
only  against  an  individual,  but  against 
the  privileges  of  a  class  without  the 
smallest  justification.  All  persons  who 
were,  liable  to  be  taxed  for  their  lay  pos- 
sessions were  in  justice  and  on  consti' 
tutional  grounds  eligible  to  be  returned 
to  Parliament  if  they  were  untainted  by 
crime  and  subject  to  no  legal  disqualifi- 
cation. This  was  the  result  of  the  ar- 
rangement made  between  Clarendon  and 
Archbishop  Sheldon  in  1655,  as  was 
proved  by  the  cases  cited  in  Bragge's 
Report  of  1 80 1 ,  for  all  th  e  cases  in  which 
clergymen,  having  spiritual  fees,  had 
been  elected  and  were  disqualified  by 
vote  of  the  House  occured  before  1655, 
and  all  cases,  notably  those  of  Gordon 
and  Rush  worth,  in  which  their  seats 
were  unchallenged,  occurred  after  that 
date.  Home  Tooke  himself  had  stood 
twice  for  Westminster  before  he  was 
elected  for  Old  Sariim,  and  no  one 
thought  of  saying  that  votes  given  tQ 
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him  were  thrown  awi^y.  The  dergy  had 
ceased  to  be  represented,  for  purposes 
of  taxation,  in  Convocation,  and,  there- 
fore, they  got  votes  for  the  House  of 
Commons  and  were  eligible  for  seats 
there.  Mr.  Home  Tooke  had  been  a 
clergyman.  He  had  abandoned  his 
living  at  an  early  period,  and  he  took 
a  very  active  part  in  politics.  He  was 
a  very  considerable  politician,  as  well 
as  a  very  considerable  scholar,  and 
also  a  great  advocate  of  constitutional 
progress  and  reform.  The  passing  of 
the  Act  ag^ainst  him  was  a  scandal, 
being  dictated  by  antipathy  to  a  single 
individual.  It  was  intended  that  the 
Act  should  be  confined  to  the  clergy  of 
the  Church  of  £ngland,  or  rather  to  the 
united  Church  of  England  and  Ireland ; 
and  the  question  might  well  be  raised 
whether  tne  united  Qiurch  of  England 
and  Ireland,  having  now  ceased  to  exist 
as  it  did  before  the  Irish  Church  was 
disestablished,  any  person  could  really 
be  brought  imder  tne  penalties  of  the 
statute.  That,  however,  he  said  only  by 
the  way.  The  Scotch  Presbyterian  mi- 
nister was  somewhat  differently  placed 
from  the  Anglican  clergyman,  not  being 
a  minister  when  he  left  his  benefice.  He 
held,  however,  that  a  clergyman  was  not 
a  clergyman  in  the  eye  of  the  law  or 
within  the  range  of  spiritual  authority 
unless  actually  in  possession  of  a  cure  of 
eouls.  After  Catholic  Emancipation  was 
conceded  the  same  disabilities  as  attached 
to  the  Anglican  clerey  were  extended  to 
Boman  Catholic  pnests,  and  he  would 
not  have  the  least  objection  to  see  a 
provision  inserted  in  the  present  Bill 
statine  that  if  an  Irish  constituency 
elected  a  Boman  Catholic  clergyman  to 
that  House  their  choice  of  such  a  Be- 
presentative  should  be  respected.  The 
passage  of  Home  Tooke's  Act  was  an 
invasion  of  the  rights  of  a  section  of  the 
oommunity,  and  he  hoped  to  see  the  day 
very  speedily  arrive  when  it  would  be 

repealed.  

Colonel  MAkINS  said,  he  did  not 
desire  to  enter  into  anv  historical  dis- 
cussion of  Home  Tooke  s  case.  It  was 
enough  to  say  that  the  Preamble  of  the 
Act  which  it  was  now  sought  to  repeal 
declared  that  it  was  passed  to  remove 
doubts  which  existed  as  to  the  eligi- 
bility of  persons  in  Holv  Orders  to  sit  in 
that  House.  They  had  nothing  to  do 
now  with  the  motives  which  mignt  have 
induced  men  to  vote  for  or  against  that 

Mr.  TlwroU  Rofm 


Act ;  they  had  only  to  consider  that  the 
Preamble  expressed  the  mind  of  Parlia- 
ment in  passing  it.     Persons  who  found 
that  they  had  made  a  mistake  in  enter- 
ing the  Church  had  already  been  relieved 
by  the  Act  of  1870 ;  and  the  present 
Bill  was  intended  to  carry  that  Act  a 
step  further  in  a  direction  which  he  did 
not  think  would  be  indorsed  bv  the  opi- 
nion of  the  House.     The  Bill  was  de- 
signed to  admit  beneficed  clergymen  as 
well  as  unbeneficed  to  the  House,  and  if 
it  passed  they  might  have  Dean  Stanler 
sitting  in  the  House  both  as  Dean  of  and 
Member  for  Westminster.     The  Canon 
Law  and  the  Common  Law  were  brought 
into  accord  by  Home  Tooke's  Act ;  but 
by  passing  the  present  Bill  the  discord 
between  me  two  systems  of  law  would  be 
restored.    There  was,  he  maintained,  no 
necessity  for  the  change,  inasmuch  as 
clergymen  were  now  represented  in  their 
lay  capacity  by  their  focal  Bepresenta- 
tives,  and  in  their  clerical  capacity  in 
Convocation,  and  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
This  Bill  was  principally  promoted,  as 
was  well  known,  in  the  interest  of  an 
individual.     He  objected  to  that.     He 
objected  to  the  alteration  of  the  Oath  to 
please  an  individual,  and  he  opposed 
that  Bill  on  the  ground  that  it  was  in- 
tended to  meet  the  scruples  of  an  indi- 
vidual or  of  a  few  individuals.      The 
only  argument  that  he   could   see  in 
favour  of  the  Bill  was  that  if  thev  were 
to  have  the  Member  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) 
who  had  taken  up  so  much  of  the  time 
of  the  House  introduced,  it  might  be 
desirable  to  have  a  countervailing  ele- 
ment in  the  presence  of  some  of  the 
clergy.    They  might,  if  this  Bill  were 

Eassed,  have  the  hon.  and  rev.  Augustus 
mith,  M.P.,  advertised  to  preach  in 
some  Northampton  church  on  the  text 
''  Fear  God  and  honour  the  King.''  He 
must  oppose  the  second  reading,  seeing 
there  had  been  no  Petitions  or  meetings 
in  favour  of  this  measure. 

Mb.  HINDE  PALMEB  said,  he  was 
as  anxious  as  any  Member  to  open  the 
portals  of  the  House  to  every  man  whom 
a  constituency  might  think  it  right  to 
return,  without  imposing  on  him  any 
religious  disabilities ;  but  he  was  sorzy 
that  it  should  have  been  thought  neces- 
sary by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
who  had  just  spoken  to  impart  into  the 
present  discussion  any  reference  to  the 
unpleasant  scenes  which  the  House  had 
witnessed  with  regard  to  the  hon,  Mem* 
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ber  for  Northampton.  At  the  same 
time,  he  could  not  see  his  way  to  support 
the  Bill,  which  would  admit  into  the 
House  clergymen  having  the  cure  of 
souls.  That  would  be  a  very  incon- 
gruous state  of  things.  They  might 
have  a  clei^yman  using  his  pulpit  as  a 
rostrum  on  Sundays  to  preach  an  elec- 
tion address.  That  would  be  a  scandal. 
He  was  very  much  opposed  to  clerical 
justices  of  the  peace,  and  had  formerly 
introduced  a  Bill  to  disqualify  them, 
and  he  must  oppose  the  present  pro- 
posal. If  clergymen  felt  anxious  to 
enter  the  House,  there  was  an  Act — 
to  which  he  (Mr.  Hinde  Palmer)  was 
a  party — already  in  the  Statute  Book 
of  which  they  could  avail  themselves. 
Holy  Orders  imposed  certain  disabilities 
on  clergymen,  and  unless  they  divested 
themselves  of  their  clerical  character  he 
could  not  agree  to  the  removal  of  those 
diaabilities.  The  Bill  before  the  House 
he  refi^arded  as  unqualified  in  its  nature, 
uncalled  for,  and  one  that  ought  not  to 
receive  the  encouragement  of  Parlia- 
ment.   

Mb.  HTBBERT  said,  the  Clerical  Dis- 
abilities Act  of  1870,  which  he  had  been 
instrumental  in  passing,  had  in  every 
way  successfully  carried  out  the  inten- 
tions of  its  promoters,  and  had  not  only 
enabled  a  uirge  number  of  gentlemen 
to  retire  from  the  Churchi  but  had  ad- 
mitted three  or  four  Members  to  that 
House.  Although  ready  to  vote  for  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill,  he  could  not 
give  it  his  entire  support  unless  clergy- 
men holding  cures  of  souls  or  offices 
under  State  appointment  were  excluded 
from  its  operation.  It  was  said  that 
this  Bill  was  aimed  at  one  person,  and 
the  hon.  Oentleman  opposite  said  he 
should  oppose  it  on  the  same  grounds 
that  he  opposed  the  Oaths  BiD.  But 
the  opposition  to  the  Oaths  Bill  was 
aimed,  not  at  the  admission,  but  the 
exclusion  of  one  person.  If,  however, 
it  had  been  permissible  to  pass  Home 
Tooke's  Act  for  the  purpose  of  excluding 
one  person,  the  House  might  fairly  be 
asked  to  poHs  a  Bill  to  admit  one  per- 
son ;  but  he  supported  the  measure  on 
broader  grounds.  He  desired  to  see  a 
disability  removed.  The  Clerical  Dis- 
abilities Act  required  the  person  taking 
advantage  of  the  relief  it  gave  to  retire 
from  the  Church ;  but  be  wanted  to 
know  whether  they  could  not  go  a  step 
further,  and  provide  that  a  person  in 


Holy  Orders,  if  he  had  ceased  to  hold 
preferment,  should  not  be  required  to 
divest  him  of  his  reverend  character 
before  obtaining  admission  to  that 
House  ?  If  a  clergyman  became  a 
Peer  he  could  enter  the  House  of 
Lords  without  divesting  himself  of  his 
clerical  character,  and  he  saw  no 
reason  why  the  House  of  Commons 
should  not  be  placed  in  the  same 
position  as  the  other  House  in  that 
respect.  Why  should  they  compel  a 
clergyman  to  divest  himself  of  his  black 
coat  before  entering  that  House?  He 
did  not  see  that  the  House  would  have 
suffered  in  any  way  if  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  wark  (Mr.  Thorold  Rogers) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Wateiford 
County  (Mr.  Villiers-Stuart),  who  had 
resigned  Holy  Orders  to  become  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  had  not  been  com- 
pelled to  do  so,  and  had,  if  they  pleased, 
attended  in  their  places  in  clerical  cos- 
tume and  retained  the  title  of  *'  Rev." 
Therefore,  he  saw  no  objection  to  the 
repeal  of  Home  Tooke's  Act,  but  on 
the  conditions  he  had  named  as  to  ex- 
cluding beneficed  clergymen.  So  long 
as  the  Church  of  England  was  con* 
nected  with  the  State,  it  would  not  be 
right  that  clergymen  of  the  Church 
should  be  placed  in  the  same  position  as 
ministersofotherDenominations.  When- 
ever the  Church  was  separated  from  the 
State — and  he  hoped  that  time  might 
be  far  distant — then'  they  might  agree 
to  place  clergymen  of  the  Ohurcn  in 
exactly  the  same  position  as  those  of 
other  Denominations. 

SiE  JOHN  MO^VBRAY  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert) 
said  that  the  Act  of  1870  had  workea 
exceedingly  well.  Why,  then,  alter  it  ? 
This  Bill  proposed  the  repeal  pure  and 
simple  of  Home  Tooke's  Act.  But  a  Bill 
without  reservations  or  restrictions  or  li- 
mitations would  onlv  bring  the  law  back 
to  the  state  of  confusion  which  existed 
before  Home  Tooke's  Act  was  passed. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Southwark,  who 
always  addressed  the  House  with  per- 
fect confidence,  laid  down  as  a  fact 
about  which  there  was  no  doubt  that, 
whatever  the  law,  clerg3rmen  had  sat  in 
the  House.  If  there  was  no  doubt 
about  the  question,  how  was  it  there 
had  been  so  many  inquiries  before 
Select  Committees  f  Home  Tooke's  Act 
was  not  passed  in  a  day  or  a  week.  It 
was  the  rc^Hult  of  inquiry,  grave  delibe« 
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ration,  and  animated  debates.  He  found 
it  laid  down  that,  from  the  time  of 
Edward  I.  to  the  year  1800,  neither 
that  House  nor  the  Constitution  of  the 
Eealm  had  ever  recognized  the  right 
of  clergymen  as  such  to  sit  in  Parlia- 
ment. If  clergymen  had  in  fact  sat,  it 
was  because  the  House  had  not  recog- 
nized them  as  such.  But  whenever  the 
House  took  notice  of  the  return  of  clergy- 
men it  declared  the  return  void.  Refer- 
ence had  been  made  to  Hush  worth's 
case ;  but  it  would,  he  thought,  be  found 
that  that  completely  broke  down.  Rush- 
worth  was  ordained  a  deacon  at  21,  and 
only  exercised  his  calling  for  two  months, 
and  the  Committee  which  seated  him 
expressly  distinguished  his  case.  As 
to  the  Bishops  in  the  other  House, 
they  had  been  placed  there  either  by 
statute  enactment  or  in  great  official 
capacities;  therefore,  the  case  of  the 
Bishops  was  no  argument  at  all.  They 
did  not  go  through  contested  popular 
elections ;  they  did  not  sit  for  Maccles- 
field or  Boston,  or  even  so  immaculate 
a  city  as  Oxford.  He  would  remind 
the  Mouse  of  the  words  used  by  Lord 
Temple,  who,  in  1801,  said — 

"  I  oonjure  you  to  paose  well before 

you  allow  priests  to  desert  their  pulpits,  to 
search  for  fame  on  the  benches  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  force  them  to  leave  the  plain 
and  beaten  road  of  religion,  to  wander  in  the 
crooked  and  uneven  paths  of  politics;  and 
finally,  before  you  si^  the  sanctity  of  the 
cleri<^  character  in  the  chicanery  of  private 
prejudiced,  of  party,  and  of  faction." — \^Parl. 
Miit.  xzzv.  1368.] 

He  hoped  the  House  would  reject  the  Bill. 
Mb.  OBEOORY  said,  he  did  not  at- 
tach  much  importance  to  the  argument 
that  clergymen  would  be  damaged  by 
taking  part  in  contested  elections.  What 
they  were  really  dealing  with  was  Home 
Tooke's  Act.  They  could  not  ignore  the 
circumstances  which  led  up  to  that  legis- 
lation ;  on  the  contrary,  he  thought  they 
must  take  them  into  their  present  con- 
sideration. Clergymen  had  sat  in  that 
House  previous  to  Home  Tooke's  Act, 
but  no  objection  was  ever  taken  to  them 
before.  He  asked,  was  this  a  time  for 
continuing  that  disability  ?  He  believed 
there  was  nothing  to  apprehend  from 
the  introduction  of  clergymen  to  that 
House ;  and  as  the  law  at  present  stood, 
it  operated  against  those  who  were  too 
oonscientious  to  relieve  themselves  of 
Holy  Orders,  whilst  it  did  not  prevent 
others  who  availed  themselves  of  recent 

Sir  John  Mowbray 


legislation  for  that  purpose  from  sitting 
in  the  House. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said. 
the  arguments  that  had  been  advanced 
seemed  largely  to  preponderate  in  favour 
of  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ;  but 
he  could  not  support  it  on  the  ground 
adopted  by  some  hon.  Members.  He 
could  not  adopt  the  grounds  advanced 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Southwark  (Mr.  Thorold  Rogers),  or  by 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken. 
They  had  put  it  on  the  ground  that 
clergymen  were  entitled  to  sit  in  that 
House  until  Home  Tooke's  Act  was 
passed.  He  believed  the  opposite  opi- 
nion was  the  true  one,  and  he  had 
looked  carefully  into  the  matter.  He 
believed  that  the  greatest  Parliamentary 
names  were  found  in  favour  of  the  dis- 
tinct and  clear  declaration  that  clergy- 
men were  ineligible  to  sit  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  He  might  mention  the 
names  of  Addington,  Sir  W.  Scott,  Mr. 
Law  (afterwards  Lord  Ellenborough), 
Lord  Eldon,  and  Mr.  Charles  Williams 
Winn;  and  this  weighty  roll  of  dis- 
tinguished lawyers  declared  clearly  on 
this  point.  As  to  the  present  Bill,  it 
woula  be  necessary  that  it  should  be 
altered.  They  could  not  take  it  for 
granted  that  but  for  Home  Tooke's  Act 
clergymen  would  be  entitled  to  a  seat 
in  that  House  if  elected.  The  ground 
on  which  he  would  support,  generally, 
the  second  reading  was  not  because  the 
law  had  been  so  hitherto,  but  because 
he  was  against  the  principle  of  religious 
disabilities  interfering  with  seats  in  that 
House.  That  was  the  principle  on  which 
the  Party  to  which  he  belonged  had 
constantly  acted ;  and  step  by  step,  and 
degree  by  degree,  they  had  removed  all 
the  disabilities  which  existed  by  the 
law  of  Parliament  or  the  Statutes  of  the 
Realm.  He  must  ask,  however,  with 
regard  to  this  Bill,  what  the  promoters 
meant  to  do  with  the  disabilities  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy  ?  Because  it  was 
impossible  to  pass  this  Bill  in  its  present 
form  without  dealing  with  the  9th  sec- 
tion of  the  Emancipation  Act.  Under 
that  Act,  Roman  Catholic  priests  were 
subject  to  certain  penalties  if  they  sat 
in  that  House ;  and  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  admit  one  class  of  priests  and 
exclude  another.  He  thought,  before  the 
Bill  went  further,  this  was  a  point  which 
the  hon.  Member  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
must  very  seriously  consider.   No  doubt, 
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n  old  days  the  Secretaries  of  State  were 
nearly  always  clerg3nnen ;  and  Ambas- 
sadors were  more  often  clergymen  than 
not.  Qardiner  was  the  Minister  of 
Henry  VIII.,  and  the  religious  and 
Becular  elements  were  combined  without 
difficulty.  There  was  another  difficulty, 
which  it  would  be  well  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber took  into  consideration,  and  that 
was  the  question  of  Grown  patronage  as 
it  would  eflfect  clergymen.  Would  a 
clergyman  holding  a  seat  in  the  House, 
accepting  preferment  from  the  Crown, 
be  required  to  vacate  his  seat?  The 
object  of  the  Act  of  Queen  Anne  was 
clear;  and  he  thought  this  question 
would  be  a  thorny  one  for  a  Committee 
to  determine.  A  point  was  raised  as  to 
clergymen  being  engaged  in  corrupt 
practices.  Well,  they  all  hoped  that 
under  the  Bill  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  those  prac- 
tices wotdd  cease  to  exist.  But  there 
was  a  much  more  formidable  danger 
which  threatened  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope) 
and  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Oxford 
(Sir  John  Mowbray),  and  that  was  the 
formidable  rivals  which  this  Bill  would, 
when  carried,  raise  up.  He  should  not  be 
surprised  to  find  his  right  hon.  Friends 
determined  opponents  of  the  Bill,  for  a 
more  formidable  rivalry  he  could  not 
imagine.  It  had  been  advanced  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Hinde 
Palmer)  as  an  argument  against  the  Bill, 
that  it  would  create  a  new  evil  by  tempt- 
ing clergymen  to  turn  their  pulpits  into 
political  rostrums ;  but  he  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  did  not  think  that  that  was  an 
evil  which  would  be  **  created  "  by  this 
measure,  inasmuch  as  they  had  already 
had  some  experience  of  it.  He  did  not 
think,  therefore,  that  that  was  an  argu- 
ment that  they  need  be  afraid  of.  There 
must  be  some  restriction  in  the  Bill  upon 
beneficed  clergymen;  and,  subject  to  the 
considerations  he  had  advanced,  and  on 
the  general  principle  that  religious  dis- 
abilities ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  in- 
terfere with  the  choice  of  constituencies, 
he  would  support  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  WARTON  protested  against  the 
historical  disquisition,  not  of  "  Histori- 
cus,"  but  of  the  learned  Professor  the 
Member  for  Southwark,  and  urged,  as  an 
argument  against  the  Bill  which  had  not 
been  mentioned  by  any  of  the  previous 
speakers,  that  the  Church  was  one  of  the 


Estates  of  the  Healm,  and  as  such  was 
properly  represented  by  Lords  Spiritual 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and 
that  it  was  unconstitutional  for  the 
Church  to  seek  to  extend  her  rights 
in  that  House.  If  clergymen  were  ad- 
mitted into  the  House  of  Commons,  there 
would  be  a  demand  that  the  Bishops 
should  retire  from  the  House  of  Lords. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  rose 
for  the  purpose  of  referring  to  the  point 
mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  with  re- 
gard to  the  disabilities  of  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergymen.  He  would  have  great 
pleasure  in  supporting  this  Bill  if  it 
went  the  whole  way  in  the  direction  it 
professed  to  take ;  but  it  did  not  go  the 
whole  way.  The  Bill  proposed  to  re- 
move the  present  disability  of  clergy- 
men of  the  Established  Church  to  sit  in 
the  House ;  and  he  contended  that  if  one 
denomination  of  the  clergy  were  to  be 
allowed  to  sit  in  the  House  he  did  not 
see  why  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  of 
Ireland  should  be  excluded.  If  the 
Bill  passed  it  would  keep  out  the  clergy 
of  all  Denominations,  except  those  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  this  at  a  time 
when  the  doors  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons were  being  thrown  open  to  Infidels 
and  Atheists.  He  should  like  to  see  in 
that  House  theBishopsand  Priests  of  Ire- 
land, and  he  believed  they  would  make 
efficient  Representatives  of  the  Irish  peo- 
ple. He  had  no  doubt,  if  the  law  were 
altered,  they  would  see  in  that  House  as 
the  Representative  of  Tipperary,  Arch- 
bishop Croke  with  Mr.  John  Dillon. 
He  should  be  very  glad  to  see  in  that 
House  Dr.  Nulty,  who  was,  perhaps, 
better  acquainted  with  the  Land  Question 
than  any  Member  of  that  House.  He 
should  like  to  see  in  that  House  Canon 
Doyle  and  Father  Sheehy,  because  they 
would  be  a  great  advantage  to  its  de- 
liberations. The  Bill,  if  passed,  would 
exclude  the  Irish  Catholic  and  Protestant 
clergy ;  and  if  it  wore  passed  they  would 
soon  have  a  new  and  a  lively  agita- 
tion in  Ireland,  because  the  Catholic 
and  Protestant  clergy  of  that  country 
would  not  submit  to  lie  under  the  disa- 
bilities which  had  been  removed  from 
the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church  in 
England.  If  the  Bill  were  passed,  the 
Irish  people  would  send  those  clergy- 
men to  the  House  of  Commons  to  fight 
out  their  battle  in  the  same  way  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  doing,  and  then  it 
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would  be  found  that  Parliament  would 
have  to  legislate  upon  the  subject.  If 
the  hoQ.  Member  who  had  brought  in 
this  Sill  would  adopt  the  su^estioD  of 
its  Seconder,  he  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan) 
would  be  glad  to  support  it ;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  other  Irish  Members  would 
be  prepared  to  do  the  same. 

Me.  S.  LEIGHTON  said,  that  the  Act 
of  1870  had  relieved    the   clergy  from 
the  profeBsional  grievance — complaint  of 
which  was  made  by  some   persons  on 
their  behalf,  but  not  by  themselves.   He 
might  refer  to  the  case  of  barristers  and 
officers  o£  the  Army,  to  show  how  incon- 
sistent the  two  functions  of  being  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  and  being  actively 
engaged  in  their  Professions  were  with 
the  proper  discharge  of  their  duties  in 
the  latter  capacity.    The  combination  of 
the  two  functions  exercised  a  demoral- 
izing effect  on  the  Bar  as  a  Profession  ; 
the  same  result  would  be  produced  in 
the  case  of  the   clergy  if  they  sat  in 
that  House,  seeing  the  vast  amount  of 
patronage  which  was  in  the  hands  of 
the  Qovernment.      Suppose  a    number 
of  aspiring  and  able    clergjrmen  con- 
stantly attacking  the  Government,  and 
hon.  Members  could  easily  conceive  how 
great  would  be  the  temptation  to  stop 
their  mouths  by  giving  them  some  eccle- 
siaHtical  preferment.    Suppose  the  Dean 
of  Westminster,  as  had  been  suggested, 
were  in  the   House,  he  might  in  a  little 
time  become  Prime  Minister,  and  then 
recommend  himself  to  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury  and  hold  the  two  Offices 
together,  as  they  had  been  held  toge- 
ther before.     They  would  thus  be  going 
book  to  the  state  of  things  that  existed 
in  the  time  of  Henry  YIII.    It  was  an 
error    to    suppose    that    constituencies 
might  return  whom  they  liked,  and  that 
the  House  was  bound  to  admit  the  per- 
uen  in  that  House 
the  Church,   but 
opinions,  or   the 
tituency  or  of  their 
vhioh  the  Bill  pro- 
not  desired  by  tbe 
d  the  House  would 
md  reading. 
NI)  WOLFF  rose 
Ho  had  to  corn- 
in  which  the  Bill 
It  wa.  religbu. 
inis,  and  ouglit,  he 
jeen  brouglit  in  in 
iQle  House. 
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Sni  GABRIEL  GOLDNET  said,  it 
was  so  introduced. 

Ms.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  was  re- 
minded by  the  present  debate  of  a.  scene 
ouce  enacted  in  the  I^ational  Convention 
of  France,  when  one  Anacharsia  Clootz 
made  his  appearance  there  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  All  Nations.     It  seemed  to 
him  that  if  the  ultra-Liberal  disposition 
to  remove  all  restrictions  were  to  provail, 
aliens,  nowexcluded,wouldbeadmitted  to 
seats  in  that  House,  and  then  Mr.  Speaker 
would  occupy  a  position  analogous    to 
that  of  Anacharsis  Clootz.     If  the    re- 
strictions upon  the  admission  of  Atheists 
were  to  be  removed,  he  should  see  little 
reason  for  maintaining  them  against  the 
clergy.     Until  professed  Atheists  were 
admitted,  he  should  abide  by  the  exclu- 
sion of  the  clergy.    He  asked  tbe  House 
to  consider  for  a  moment  the  probable 
consequences  of  the  measure  it  was  now 
invited  to  assent  to.     It  was  his  belief 
that  the  clergy  were  best  represented  by 
the  Bishops  in  the  House  of  Lords ;  but 
the  authority  of  the  Bishops  was  con- 
tested, and  even   openly  defied,  and  if 
beneficed  clergy  were  admitted  to  that 
House,  their  action  might  further  weaken 
the  authority  and  power  of  the  Bishops. 
He  saw  no  advantage  to  an  Episcopal 
Church  in  counteracting  the  authority 
of  the  Bishops;    and  that  must    result 
from  the  admission  of  the  inferior  clei^y 
to  seats  in  that  House,  for  their  admis- 
sion   would   inevitably    encourge  those 
among  the  clergy  who  were  inclined  to 
rebel  against  theauthorityoftheBishops. 
It  was  upon  the  practicid  ground  that 
the  measure  tended  to  introduce  a  prin- 
ciple of  confusion  into  the  Constitutioa 
of  this  country  that  he  took  objection 
to  it.     Moreover,  the  admission  of  the 
clergy  to  seats  in  that  House  was  not 
demanded  by  any  considerable  section 
of  them.     On  the  contrary,  he  believed 
that  the  wishes  of  the  clergy  pointed  in 
a  distinctly  difierent  direction.     His  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Leighton)  had  stated  that 
many  persons   objected   to  the   clergy 
acting  as  justices  of  the  peace,  and,  no 
doubt,  that  was  the  case  ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  did  not  concur  in  that  ob- 
jection.    The  function  of  a  magistrate 
was  consistent  with  the  Constitution  of 
the  Church  of  England,  which  defined 
herself  to  be  a  congregation  of  faithful 
men,  and  her  clergy  as  citizens.     There 
was,  however,  a  bruad  line  of  distinction 
to  be  drawn  between  the  making  and 
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the  administratioii  of  the  law.  The 
clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  were 
pecmiarly  bound  to  obey  the  law,  and 
ne  (Mr.  Newdegate)  held  that  they  were 
peculiarly  adapted  and  qualified  to  ad- 
minister the  law  as  justices  of  the  peace ; 
and  he  belieyed  that  their  admission 
to  seats  in  that  House  would  be  the  in- 
troduction of  an  element  of  weakness,  or 
he  might  rather  say  an  aggravation  of 
an  element  of  weakness  in  the  Church, 
that  would  be  without  any  countervail- 
ing advantage  to  the  House  itself. 

Me.  W.  fowler  said,  the  real 
question  to  be  decided  was  whether  there 
was  any  good  reason  for  the  exclusion 
of  a  large  body  of  highly  intelligent  men 
from  the  House,  and  he  had  failed  to 
hear  a  single  sound  argument  against 
their  admission.  It  was  a  matter  for 
a  man's  own  conscience  to  settle  whe- 
ther his  duties  as  a  beneficed  clergyman 
were  or  were  not  compatible  with  those 
which  he  would  have  to  discharge  as  a 
Member  of  Parliament.  But  there  were 
many  clergymen  who  were  not  beneficed, 
but  who  objected  to  make  the  declara- 
tion under  the  Act  of  1870  which  they 
must  do  before  they  could  become  Mem- 
bers of  the  House ;  and  why  should 
Parliament  exclude  them?  The  true 
test  of  qualification  was  that  a  Member 
should  be  the  choice  of  a  constituency, 
and  it  was  not  for  the  House  to  say  that 
such  or  such  a  man  should  not  be  elected. 
It  was  absurd  to  suppose  that  a  clergy- 
man could  be  defiled  more  than  any  other 
man  by  having  to  pass  through  the  tur- 
moil of  a  contested  election.  He  was 
glad,  he  might  add,  to  find  that  no 
speaker,  not  even  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate), 
had  opposed  the  Bill  on  the  ground  that 
if  it  were  passed  its  provisions  should 
be  made  to  include  the  Koman  Catholic 
dergy. 

Sir  GABRIEL  GOLDNEY  said,  he 
was  in  error  in  stating  that  the  Bill  had 
been  introduced  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House.  It  had,  however,  been 
brought  in  in  a  perfectly  regular  way, 
in  accordance  with  the  precedent  set 
in  Home  Tooke's  case.  He  would  only 
add  that  if  the  Bill  were  read  a  second 
time  he  should  be  prepared  to  refer  it 
to  a  Select  Committee,  by  whom  the 
various  suggestions  made  for  its  amend- 
ment might  be  considered.  He  should 
also  be  prepared  to  introduce  a  clause 
providing  that  any  clergyman  taking 


advantage  of  the  Bill  should  resign  his 
benefice  or  preferment,  and  sign  a  de- 
claration that  he  would  be  incapacitated 
from  holding  a  benefice  or  preferment 
in  future. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  1 01 ;  Noes 
no  :  Majority  9.— tDiv.  List,  No.  201.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Reading  pti^  o^for  six  months. 

SMALL  DEBTS  (LIMITATION  OF 
ACTIONS)  BILL.— [Bill  78.] 

(Lord  Randolph  Churchill^  Mr,  Arthur  Balfour, 
Sir  Henry  Wolff,  Mr.  Oorst.) 

SECOND    KEABIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL, 
in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  explained  that  its  object 
was  to  diminish  the  evils  of  the  lonff- 
credit  system  which  obtained  so  largely 
in  this  country  by  limiting  the  period 
during  which  debts  under  £100  could  be 
recovered  to  12  months.  Among  the 
upper  and  middle  classes  it  was  a  common 
thing  for  bills  to  run  on  for  three  or  four 
years,  and,  as  the  result,  people  were 
tempted  to  buy  articles  which  they  could 
not  really  afifbrd ;  minors  ran  up  enor- 
mous bills  without  the  knowledge  of 
their  parents  or  guardians,  and  wives 
and  daughters  in  a  similar  way  deceived 
their  husbands  and  fathers;  while  the 
tradesman  charged  an  excess  of  16  or  17 
per  cent,  or  even  more — ^there  was  a 
tailor's  case  not  long  ago  before  the 
Courts  in  which  as  much  as  50  per  cent 
was  charged — ^to  recoup  him  for  the  loss 
he  sustained  by  waiting  so  long  for  his 
money.  He  heard  the  other  day  of  a 
man  owing  as  much  as  £14,000  to  his 
fruiterer.  The  lower  class,  though 
affected  in  a  lesser  degree,  suffered  a 
good  deal  from  the  **  tally  "  system.  On 
the  whole,  therefore,  the  Bill  would,  no 
doubt,  be  of  great  public  advantage. 
Tradesmen,  as  a  rule,  he  believed,  would 
welcome  it,  though  he  was  not  surprised 
to  hear  that  it  had  been  condemned  by 
some  of  the  West  End  tradesmen,  who, 
having  a  wealthy  clientele,  were  in- 
terested in  keeping  up  the  long-credit 
system  with  its  attendant  surcharges, 
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Even  to  West  End  tradesmen,  however, 
it  would  probably  in  the  long  run  prove 
a  boon  by  saving  them  from  the  bad 
debts  which  very  frequently  led  them 
into  bankruptcy.  Under  a  ready-money 
system  the  co-operative  stores,  which 
had  done  so  much  harm  to  tradesmen, 
would  have  no  raison  d^itre,  and  the 
tradesmen  of  the  lower  class  would  reap 
a  direct  and  immediate  benefit  from  the 
Bill  by  receiving  the  ready  money  which 
now  went  exclusively  to  the  publican. 
He  believed  the  working  classes  very 
seldom  paid  for  necessaries  on  the  spot. 
The  long-credit  system  was  peculiarly 
English.  It  was,  at  all  events,  quite 
unknown  in  France  and  America,  the 
principal  commercial  rivals  of  England, 
the  ready-money  system  obtaining  al- 
most entirely  in  those  countries.  Finan- 
cially, English  society  at  the  present 
time  was  in  a  very  unhealthy  state,  and 
the  habit  which  so  many  people  had  of 
living  beyond  their  incomes  was  greatly 
stimmated  by  the  long-credit  system. 
As  minor  evils  of  this  system,  it  would 
be  within  the  knowledge  of  many  hon. 
Members  that  young  men  at  the 
Universities  ran  themselves  head  over 
ears  into  debt,  and  that  people  who  were 
not  careful  with  their  receipts  were  not 
unfrequently  made  to  pay  a  bill  twice  or 
thrice  over.  He  was  aware  that  there 
was  another  Bill  before  the  House  on 
the  same  subject — the  Limitation  of 
Actions  Bill — which  had  come  down 
from  the  Lords  in  the  name  of  Earl 
Cairns.  But  that  Bill  applied  to  all 
debts,  no  matter  of  what  amount,  and 
did  not  limit  credit  to  less  than  three 
years.  He  thought  that  in  the  case  of 
large  commercial  transactions  inter- 
ference of  this  kind  would  produce  great 
embarrassment.  Hence  he  had  re- 
stricted his  own  Bill  to  debts  incurred 
on  account  of  necessaries,  for  which  a 
year's  credit  seemed  ample.  It  would 
be  well,  of  course,  to  allow  some  interval 
to  elapse  before  it  passed  into  law,  so 
that  tradesmen  might  prepare  for  it ; 
but  a  period  of  commercial  depression 
like  the  present  was,  perhaps,  the  most 
favourable  for  securing  the  public  ac- 
ceptance of  its  provisions.  People,  he 
believed,  would  welcome  any  legislation 
which  promised  to  enable  them  to  bring 
their  expenses  within  their  diminished  in- 
comes, and  which  would  place  the  coun- 
try at  large  in  a  sounder  financial  condi- 
tion.   Of  course,  he  did  not  propose  to 
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make  the  Bill  compulsory  ;  it  would 
always  be  open  to  people  to  contract 
themselves  out  of  it.  The  limit  of  six 
years  now  set  to  the  recovery  of  debts 
was  a  purely  arbitrary  one;  and  it 
seemed  to  him  that  12  months,  so  far 
as  sums  under  £100  were  concerned, 
would  be  in  every  way  a  more  con- 
venient one.  The  noble  Lord  condaded 
by  moving  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Zorrf  Randolph  ChurehiU.) 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henuy  James)  said,  no  doubt,  the  sub- 
ject was  an  interesting  and  important 
one.  He  entirely  agreed  with  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  with 
respect  to  the  evils  of  long  credit ;  bat 
the  question  was  whether  the  Bill  which 
he  had  now  introduced  would  have  the 
effect  he  had  in  view.  Under  the  Bill, 
the  tradesman  would  not  be  able  to 
refuse  credit  altogether ;  but  he  would — 
except  in  cases  of  special  debts  exceed* 
ing  £100 — be  able  to  give  credit  for  12 
months,  and  recover  the  amount  within 
that  time.  The  consequence  would  be 
that  although  the  credit  would  be  limited 
from  six  years  to  1 2  months,  they  would 
not  diminish  the  number  of  times  during 
which  credit  was  given.  They  would 
put  a  weapon  into  the  tradesman's 
power  of  being  able  to  give  the  credit, 
and  of  having  the  excuse  to  enforce 
payment  within  12  months.  The  Bill, 
therefore,  would  not  abolish  the  evils  of 
the  credit  system ;  on  the  contrary,  its 
effect  would  be,  in  some  measure,  to  ag- 
gravate them  by  giving  a  kind  of  legisla- 
tive sanction  to  credit  in  the  case  of  the 
smaller  transactions  of  life,  and  by  pro- 
ducing a  crop  of  summonses  at  the  end 
of  every  year.  Besides,  the  foolish 
undergraduates  and  dressy  women,  to 
whom  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  had  referred,  would  be 
tempted  to  raise  their  bills  to  more 
than  £100,  so  as  to  escape  the  limita- 
tion of  credit  proposed  in  the  Bill.  There 
was  a  Bill  before  the  House,  sent  down 
from  the  House  of  Lords,  which  had 
been  introduced  by  Lord  Cairns,  and 
had  received  the  approval  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  reducing  the  limit  for  special 
debts  to  six  years,  and  for  simple  con- 
tract debts  to  three  years.  To  that  Bill, 
which  would  obviate  the  evils  attending 
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tlie  present  Bill,  the  Government  were 
prepared  to  give  their  assent;  and  it 
would  be  perfectly  open  to  the  noble 
Liord  the  Member  for  Woodstock,  when 
that  Bill  came  into  Committee,  to  move 
Amendments  embodying  his  present  pro- 
posals.   

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  saw  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Mr.  Bass)  in 
his  place,  and  he  wished  to  state  publicly 
that  he  had  considerably  changed  his 
opinion  on  the  subject  of  imprisonment 
for  debt  since  they  both  sat  on  the  Select 
Committee  on  that  subject  a  few  years 
ago.  Without  pledging  himself  to  any 
definite  measure,  he  should  like  to  see 
an  alteration  of  the  existing  law,  pro- 
vided that  some  provision  was  inserted 
Sreventing  the  fraudident  contracting  of 
ebts.  He  thanked  the  noble  Lord  for 
having  brought  the  subject  under  the 
notice  of  the  House ;  but,  speaking  for 
the  Friends  with  whom  he  usually  acted, 
he  preferred  the  Bill  of  Earl  Cairns, 
which,  he  thought,  would  secure  the 
advantages  which  the  noble  Lord  desired 
without  the  inconveniences  which  would 
attend  the  present  measure.  He  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  agree  to  the  post- 
ponement of  the  further  discussion  of 
this  measure  until  Earl  Cairns'  Bill  was 
brought  forward  for  consideration. 

Mr.  MARRIOTT  said,  he  had  put  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  that  the  Bill 
should  be  read  on  that  day  six  months, 
and  he  did  not  feel  inclined  to  withdraw 
it  after  what  had  been  said  from  the  two 
Front  Benches.  He  did  full  justice  to 
the  intentions  of  the  noble  Lord,  but 
objected  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
The  chief  argument  against  the  Bill  was 
that  it  was  not  wanted.  The  shop- 
keepers had  made  no  demand  for  the 
measure;  on  the  contrary,  they  were 
opposed  to  it.  If,  as  the  noble  Lord 
contended,  co-operation  had  been  caused 
by  the  high  prices  charged  by  shop- 
keepers, why  not  let  co-operation  bring 
down  the  prices  of  West  End  tradesmen  ? 
The  noble  Lord  had  also  said  that  minors 
and  wives  could  run  up  bills  without  the 
knowledge  of  their  guardians  or  hus- 
bands ;  but,  in  point  of  fact,  the  law 
took  good  care  that  neither  guardians 
nor  husbands  were  charged  too  much. 
No  people  would  be  so  much  affected 
by  this  ^ill  as  the  working  classes.  He 
was  well  aware  that  credit  had  many 
evils,  and  that  it  miffht  be  abused ;  but 
there  were  times  when   it  was  of  the 


greatest  advantage,  and  when  it  pre- 
vented working  men  from  falling  into 
a  state  of  absolute  destitution.  He  did 
not  think  this  measure  was  wanted.  The 
period  of  limitation  was  at  present  six 
years ;  and  even,  as  the  law  now  stood, 
the  Judges  did  not  look  with  favour  on 
any  person  who  pleaded  the  Statute.  In 
conclusion,  he  moved  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  that  day  six  months. 
Mb.  BIGGAR  seconded  the  Motion. 
There  were,  he  said,  several  objections 
to  the  Bill,  and  the  chief  one  was  that 
it  did  not  apply  to  either  Ireland  or 
Scotland.  There  ought  to  be  a  provi- 
sion in  it  to  prevent  Irish  landlords  re- 
covering their  rack  rents  when  a  year  in 
arrear.  As  it  stood,  it  would  be  so  much 
waste  paper.  If,  too,  it  were  framed  in 
such  a  way  as  to  prevent  shopkeepers 
charging  frightful  prices  for  articles  of 
household  use,  it  might  be  of  avail,  and 
should  have  his  support.  Under  all  the 
circumstances  the  measure  was  unworthy 
of  the  consideration  of  the  House,  and 
he  hoped  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott)  would 
be  accepted. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  '*  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr,  Marriott,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word 
*now*  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  BROADHURST  thought  the 
House  was  much  indebted  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  for  in- 
troducing this  question.  It  was  a  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  the  working  classes 
did  not  want  the  Bill.  At  the  annual 
meeting  of  the  Trades*  Unions  Congress, 
which  represented  more  than  1,000,000 
of  our  organized  working  people,  a  de- 
mand had  been  made  for  a  number  of 
years  past  for  a  measure  of  this  kind. 
Credit  such  as  this  Bill  was  designed  to 
limit  was  the  bane  of  the  life  of  the 
working  classes.  It  was  not  natural 
credit,  but  artificial  and  false  credit, 
from  which  they  suffered,  and  from 
which  the  Bill  would  relieve  them.  He 
also  thought  the  noble  Lord  had  rendered 
another  service  in  eliciting  from  the  At- 
torney General  and  the  late  Home  Se- 
cretary their  strong  language  in  support 
of  the  abolition  of  imprisonment  for 
debt. 

Sib  EARDLEY  WILMOT  said,  he 
should  not  have  risen  at  Uiat  late  period 
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of  tlie  debate,  had  it  not  been  for  the  re- 
marks of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  on  the  subject  of  cedit. 
He  had  held  the  office  of  County  Court 
Judge  for  many  years,  during  which  he 
had  had  ample  experience  of  the  habits 
and  necessities  of  the  working  classes ; 
and  he  was  convinced  that  credit  was  a 
great  boon  to  them.  There  were  periods, 
when  from  want  of  employment  and 
from  sickness  in  their  families  and  other 
causes,  they  were  obliged  to  have  credit 
for  food  and  clothing.  At  these  times 
the  tradesman  was  their  best  friend ;  and 
he  must  add,  from  his  own  long  observa- 
tion, that  the  tradesman  was  kind  and 
forbearing  to  the  debtor.  If  the  artizan 
could  not  obtain  credit,  he  would  fre- 
quently have  to  go  to  the  workhouse. 
If  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  were  to 
become  law,  one  of  two  things  must 
happen.  Either  the  tradesman  would 
not  give  credit  at  all,  which  would  leave 
the  working  man  in  great  stress ;  or,  if 
the  credit  were  limited  to  one  year,ihe 
would  prosecute  his  claim  for  the  debt 
long  before  the  expiration  of  the  12 
months — the  time  to  which  the  Bill 
limited  credit  for  small  debts.  As  re- 
garded imprisonment  for  debt,  he  had 
had  many  opportunities,  during  the 
period  he  had  set  as  Judge — nearly  20 
years — of  conferring  with  the  artizan 
on  that  question,  and  he  had  invariably 
found  that  he  did  not  desire  the  short 
imprisonment  now  lawful  to  be  abolished. 
Workmen  frequently  had  neither  goods 
nor  furniture  ;  and  if  the  tradesman 
could  not  put  this  pressure  upon  them 
to  induce  them  to  keep  up  their  pay- 
ments, made  generally  by  instcdments, 
he  would  withhold  credit  from  them 
altogether. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  remarked,  that 
although  he  diflPered  from  the  noble 
Lord  on  many  important  questions,  he 
had  the  highest  opinion  of  his  views  on 
these  smaD,  minor  matters.  He  was 
surprised  to  find,  however,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  TMr. 
Gorst),  whose  name  was  on  the  bacK  of 
the  Bill,  had  written  a  letter  to  a  news- 
paper stating  that  his  name  had  been 
placed  there  without  his  authority,  and 
that  he  was,  in  fact,  opposed  to  the  mea- 
sure. He  saw  opposite  him  three  Mem- 
bers of  the  Fourth  Party,  or  three- 
fourths  of  the  Party,  and  he  hoped  some 
one  of  them  would  explain  this  discre- 
pancy. 

Sir  EardUy  WUmot 


Lord    RANDOLPH    (JHUKUHIfiT, 

said,  he  considered  that  the  discussion 
had  been,  on  the  whole,  satisfactorj,  as 
opinions  had  been  generally  expressed 
in  favour  of  a  considerable  Hmitation  of 
the  period  during  which  debts  should  be 
recoverable.  As  far  as  the  present  Bill 
was  concerned,  he  would  not  trouble  the 
House  to  go  to  a  division.  His  object 
was  to  get  an  expression  of  opinion,  and 
that  object  had  been  attained.  Altar 
what  the  Attorney  Genercd  had  said, 
he  would  ask  the  House  to  allow  the 
Amendment  to  be  negatived,  and  then 
to  have  the  Order  read  and  discharged. 
If  that  were  done,  he  should  be  quite 
satisfied.  He  had  not  seen  the  letter 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere).  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst)  had  drawn  up  the  Bill,  and  it 
was  with  his  consent  that  his  name  had 
been  put  on  the  back  of  it.  If  there  was 
any  explanation  required,  it  should  be 
^ven  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
lor  Chatham. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  he  thought  that 
such  a  change  as  was  proposed  by  the 
Bill  would  tend  to  the  improvement  of 
the  condition  of  the  people. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

SmrMARY   JURISDICTION   (IBELAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  83.] 

{Mr,  Litton y  Mr.  Erringtofty  Mr,  Broadhurtt,) 

SECOND    READINO.       ADJOURNED     DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [6th  April],  *'That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  arising ; 

Dobeiie  further  adjourned  iSl  Wednesday 
26th  May. 


LOCAL   GOVERNMENT   PROVISIONAL  ORDERS 
(BIRMINGHAM,  TAME,  AND  REA,  &0.)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbbbt,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relating  to  the  Birmingham,  Tamo, 
and  Roa  Main  Sewerage  District,  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Districts  of  Cowpen  and  Leigh,  the 
Borough  of  Nottingham,  and  the  Local  Govom- 
ment  District  of  Risca,  ordered  to  he  hrought  in 
hy  Mr.  Hibbbbt  and  Mr.  Dodbon. 

Billj^rcrs^^^^and  read  the  first  time.  [Billl60.] 

House  acyoumed  at  five  minutes 
hefore  Six  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Thursday,  I2th  May,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— -Seconrf  Reading- 
Stolen  Goods  (60) ;  Charitable  Trusts  Acts 
Amendment  (59)  ;  Elementary  Education 
Provisional  Order  Confirmation  ^London)* 
(68) ;  Elementary  Education  Provisional  Or- 
der Confirmation  (Clay  Lane)  •  (69). 

Committee — Report — Inland  Revenue  Buildings  * 
(73). 

Report — Municipal  Franchise  (Scotland)  *  (5b). 

FRANCE  AND  TUNIS— THE  FRENCH 
IN  VASION.— QUESTION. 

Eabl  DE  la  WAER  asked  the  8e- 
cretaiy  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
"Whether  he  had  any  objection  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the  des- 
patch of  Lord  Lyons  containing  an  assur- 
ance that^  the  object  of  the  French  in- 
Tasion  of  Tunis  was  not  the  occupation 
or  annexation  of  any  part  of  the  territory 
of  the  Eegency ;  also,  whether  the  noble 
Earl  was  able  to  confirm  the  statement 
which  had  been  made  in  the  newspapers, 
that  the  French  troops  were  within  17 
miles  of  the  city  of  Tunis  ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
have  reason  to  think  that  the  French 
troops  are  very  near  Tunis.  I  propose 
in  the  course  of  next  week  to  lay  Papers 
on  the  Table  of  your  Lordships'  House 
relating  to  this  matter. 

STOLEN  GOODS  BILL.— (No.  60.) 

{The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

SECOND  BEADIKO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  that  as  he  desired  to 
remove  considerable  misapprehension  on 
the  subject,  he  would  say  something 
both  as  to  the  reasons  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  measure  and  the  provisions 
which  it  contained.  It  was  a  Bill  to 
increase  the  powers  now  possessed  by 
the  police  authorities  with  regard  to  the 
recovery  of  stolen  goods,  and  to  make 
other  provisions  calculated  to  discourage 
the  receiving  of  such  goods,  and  to  faci- 
litate their  recovery.  He  thoue^ht  that 
everybody  would  admit  that  this  was 
desirable.    It  had  frequently  occurred 


that  very  valuable  property  which  had 
been  taken  by  robbery  had  never  been 
traced,   a  fact  which  showed  that  the 
law  in  its  present  state  was  less  effica- 
cious in  assisting  in  the  discovery  of 
stolen  property  and  throwing  difficul- 
ties   in    the    way  of    thieves    than    it 
should  be.    The  police  authorities  of  the 
Metropolis  having  communicated  with 
those  in  various  parts  of  the  country 
elicited  a  unanimous  opinion  that  fur- 
ther legislation  was  necessary,  and  that 
such  a  Bill  as  that  before  their  Lord- 
ships would  give  increased  facilities  for 
checking  the  evils  complained  of.    He 
was  told  that  at  present  there  was  no 
real  check   on  the  receivers  of  stolen 
goods,   and  no  actual  facility  for  the 
recovery    of    goods    which    had    been 
stolen.     For  that  state  of  things  he  did 
not  throw  blame  on  anybody,  but  it  was 
necessary  to  find  a  remedy.     A  very 
respectable  trade,  the  pawnbrokers,  were, 
it  appeared,    greatly   alarmed   at  this 
Bill,  as  if  it  were  directed  against  them- 
selves.    When  its  provisions  were  care- 
fully looked  into  it  would  be  found  that, 
though  some  amendments  mi^ht  be  de- 
sirable, there  was  no   ground  for  that 
alarm.    The  first  set  of  provisions  were 
perfectly  general ;  the  second  applied  to 
second-nand  dealers;  and  the  third  to 
second-hand  dealers  and  pawnbrokers. 
The  pawnbrokers  as  a  body  were  a  highly 
respectable  body  of  men ;  but,  of  course, 
in  so  numerous  a  class  there  must  be  some 
persons    less    scrupulous    than  others, 
while  some  who  were  scrupulous  might 
unwittingly  receive  articles  which  had 
been  stolen.    He  had  seen  it  stated  in  a 
printed  circular  which  professed  to  give 
reasons   why   the   Bill   should  not   be 
passed,  that  its  provisions  were  based 
on  the  idea  that  pawnbrokers  and  re- 
ceivers of  stolen  goods  were  identical. 
That  was  an  error  into  which  certainly 
neither  he  nor  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  fallen.  No  one  could  be  more  sensible 
than  he  was  of  the  high  character  of  the 
pawnbrokers  generally,  and  of  the  high 
standing  of  many  of  them,  and  nothing 
could  be  further  from  his  intention  than 
to  throw  any  slur  upon  them.     It  was, 
however,   certain    that  even  the  most 
upright  pawnbrokers  might  sometimes 
take  in  pledge   articles  that  had  been 
dishonestly    obtained,    without   know- 
ing that  they  had  been  so  obtained ;  and 
that  all  pawnbrokers  should  be  exempted 
from  the  operation  of  the  Bill  was  a 
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Buggestion  which  they  themselves  could 
not  expect  to  see  realized.  He  had  had 
great  satisfaction  in  receiving  a  deputa- 
tion, who  very  ably  represented  them. 
That  deputation  had  made  many  sug- 
gestions; and,  as  lie  was  not  desirous 
of  unnecessarily  harassing  the  trade, 
he  proposed,  if  their  Lordships  were 
pleased  to  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time,  to  pass  it  through  Committee  pro 
formdf  for  the  purpose  of  having  it  re- 
printed with  some  Amendments,  founded 
on  those  suggestions,  which  he  was 
filling  at  once  to  introduce,  and  after- 
wards to  have  it  re-committed  to  a 
Select  Committee,  which  would  have 
power  to  take  evidence,  so  that  every 
opportunity  might  be  given  to  those 
who  were  interested  to  show  how  they 
would  be  affected  by  it.  The  main  altera- 
tion made  in  the  existing  law  by  the  first 
part  of  the  Bill  was  in  respect  to  search 
for  stolen  goods.  At  present  it  was  ne- 
cessary, in  order  to  obtain  a  search-war- 
rant, that  a  police -constable  should  state 
on  oath  reasons  for  believing  that  articles 
stolen  were  in  the  place  proposed  to  be 
searched,  and  should  specify  what  those 
articles  were;  and  the  magistrates  did  not 
like  to  grant  such  a  warrant  without 
proof  of  a  primd  facie  case,  which  it 
was  often  impossible  to  establish  before 
search.  The  3rd  clause  of  the  Bill  would 
enable  a  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction 
to  grant  a  special  warrant  on  the  oath 
of  an  officer  of  the  police,  being  an  inspec- 
tor, or  an  officer  of  equal  or  superior  rank 
to  an  inspector,  that  he  had  received  in- 
formation, from  which  he  believed  that 
stolen  articles — without  specifying  them 
in  detail — were  in  a  particular  place. 
On  the  authority  of  this  warrant  the 
officer  could  search,  and  on  discovery  of 
the  property  and  on  proof  that  the  per- 
son in  possession  of  it  bad  reasonable 
grounds  for  believing  it  to  have  been 
stolen,  and  had,  nevertheless,  made  no 
communication  to  the  police,  penalties 
would  be  inflicted.  Li  this  respect  the 
Bill  did  not  go  beyond  the  provisions 
of  some  local  Acts  already  passed — the 
Glasgow  Police  Act,  for  instance.  The 
provisions  of  the  4th  and  5th  clauses 
rendered  it  penal  to  deface  or  alter  goods 
purchased  or  received  by  a  person  who 
might  have  some  reason  to  suppose  that 
they  had  been  stolen.  Gold  and  silver 
articles  were  not  to  be  melted  down 
within  three  days  of  the  time  of  pur- 
chase.     The  8th  and  9th   clauses  nad 
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reference  to  the  assistance  in  recovery 
of  stolen  articles  to  be  given  by  pa.'WTi- 
brokers  and   second-hand  dealers,    and 
to  the  duty  of  those  classes  of  traders 
to   answer  the  inquiries  of  constables. 
By    the    Pawnbrokers*    Act    of    1872, 
pawnbrokers  were  under  an  obligation 
to  keep  books,  with  particulars   of  the 
pledges  received  by  them.      This  Sill 
extended  that  obligation  to  second-hand 
dealers  in  precious  metals.     They  were 
also  empowered  by  the  Act  of  1872    to 
hand  over  to  the  custody  of  the  police  any 
person  whom  they  suspected  of  offering 
stolen  goods  for  sale  or  in  pawn ;  bnt 
that  Act  contained  no  indemnity  to  them 
in  case  the    person    suspected    should 
prove  to  be  innocent.     It  was  proposed 
by  this  Bill  to  give  such  an  indemnity, 
and  the  1 1  th  clause  gave  compensation 
to  pawnbrokers  and  others  for  loss  of 
time,  and  the  expense   they  might  be 
put  to  in  giving  information.     Second- 
hand  dealers  were  to  be  required  to  take 
out  a  licence,  which,  in  the  first  instance, 
was  to  be  obtained  on  the  certificate  of  a 
justice ;  and  by  Clause  14  it  was  enacted 
that  no  second-hand  dealer  should  par- 
chase   an  article   from  a  child    mider 
12  years  old,  or  from  a  person  appear- 
ing to  be  intoxicated,   or  employ  any 
person  under  the  age  of  16  to  receive 
goods.     Similar  provisions  to  these  were 
already  in  force  as  to  pawnbrokers.    By 
Clause  15  it  was  provided  that  where 
a    pawnbroker    was    convicted    of    an 
offence    punishable    under   the   Pawn- 
brokers' Act  of  1872,  or  this  Act,  and 
had  previously  been   convicted   of  the 
same  or  any  other  offence  under  either 
Act,   or  where    a    seoond-hand   dealer 
was  convicted  of  an  offence  under  this 
Act,  and  had  previously  been  convicted  of 
the  same  or  any  other  offence,  the  Court 
before  whom   he  was  convicted  might 
direct  his  licence  or  certificate  to  be  en- 
dorsed with  a  record  of  the  conviction, 
and  if  any  conviction  had  been  endorsed 
against  him  within  five  years  previously 
might  direct  his  licence  or  certificate  to 
be  forfeited.  It  had  been  represented  to 
him  that,  as  that  clause  stood,  it  was  too 
severe,  as  the  previous  conviction  under 
the  Pawnbrokers'  Act  might  be  for  non- 
compliance   with   regulations  in   some 
matters  of  detail  not  seriously  affecting 
the  public.     He  therefore  proposed  to 
amend  it  by  providing  that  the  former 
penalty  must  nave  been  over  £5,  which 
would    exclude  penalties  for  any  but 
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serious  and  repeated  offences.  There 
were  three  other  clauses  of  great  im- 
portance, which  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing were  those  which  chiefly  alarmed 
the  pawnbrokers.  It  was  proposed 
in  the  Bill  that  afler  any  conviction, 
either  under  the  Pawnbrokers'  Act,  or 
this  Act,  or  the  Public  Stores  Act,  a 
Court  might  direct  the  person  convicted 
to  be  registered,  the  effect  of  which  would 
be  to  put  him  under  certain  specified  re- 
strictions, and  the  commission  of  any  fur- 
ther offence  would  entail  further  restric- 
tions. It  had  been  represented  that 
some  of  those  restrictions  were  of  a  kind 
which,  if  applied  to  pawnbrokers,  would 
make  it  impossible  for  them  to  carry  on 
their  business.  He  thought,  on  consi- 
sideration,  that  the  objects  of  these 
clauses  would  be  sufficiently  attained, 
without  extending  them  to  pawnbrokers : 
he  intended,  therefore,  to  limit  them  so 
as  not  to  include  pawnbrokers.  There 
was  also  a  provision  as  to  the  liabi- 
lity of  agents  and  servants  of  pawn- 
brokers and  second-hand  dealers,  which 
be  thought  would  be  found  useful.  By 
Clause  22  an  appeal  to  Quarter  Ses- 
sions was  given  where  a  fine  exceed- 
ing £5  was  imposed;  and  Clause  23 
provided  that  a  conviction  for  any  offence 
under  this  Act  should  not  after  five  years 
be  receivable  in  evidence  against  the  per- 
son so  convicted.  He  would  only  add, 
in  conclusion,  that  the  Bill  was  conceived 
entirely  in  the  public  interest,  to  facili- 
tate the  recovery  of  stolen  property ;  and, 
looking  to  the  fact  that  its  provisions 
would  be  examined  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, he  trusted  their  Lordships  would 
now  give  it  a  second  reading. 

ifov0d,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2v" 
^{Ths  Lord  Chanesllor.) 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
that  the  Bill  his  noble    and    learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack  had  introduced 
might  be  accurately  described  as  being 
of   the    same    class    as    another    Bill 
which  he  would  bring  forward  shortly 
— namely,  as  an  effort  on  behalf  of  a 
Department  of  the  Government  to  in- 
crease its  powers,  and  consequently  to 
diminish,    in   a   corresponding    degree, 
the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  other 
subjects   of   Her  Majesty.     Everybody 
knew  that  Departments  of  the  State  often 
conceived  it  to  be  for  the  interest  of  the 
public  that  their  powers  should  be  in- 
orsMed;    but  it  was  their  Lordships' 


duty  to  watch  vigilantly  proposals  of 
this  kind,  and  to  see  that  they  were  not 
adopted  without  careful  inquiry.  The 
public  necessity  of  this  Bill  rested  al- 
most entirely  on  the  evidence  of  the 
police  authorities.  He  had  great  respect 
for  the  police  as  a  body ;  but  a  Bill  to 
give  the  police  so  much  more  power  re- 
quired some  other  testimony  of  its  ne- 
cessity. This  Bill  had  given  great 
alarm  to  that  very  respectable  body  of 
traders,  the  pawnbrokers ;  but  he  was 
glad  to  find  from  the  observations  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  that  the  re- 
presentations of  that  body  had  had  some 
effect  with  him.  If  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  proposed  to  push  the  Bill 
through  the  House  in  its  present  form, 
he  should  have  felt  it  his  duty  to  say 
that  their  Lordships  ought  to  examine 
the  evidence  in  its  favour  with  great 
care ;  but  as  it  had  passed  from  the 
hands  of  the  Criminal  Investigation  De- 
partment— where  he  supposed  it  origi- 
nated— to  his  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
who  was  willing  that  it  should  be  con- 
sidered by  a  Select  Committee,  he  need 
not  detain  their  Lordships  further  than 
to  express  his  opinion  that  the  wisest 
course  would  be  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thmr$day  next. 

CHAKITABLE  TEUST8  ACTS  AMEND- 

MENT  BILL.-(No.  69.) 

( Th$  Lord  Chmnalhr,) 

SBCOIO)  READIKO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

TnE  LORD  CHANCELLOE,  in  mov- 
ing that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,  said,  he  was  aware  that  the  Bill 
was  objected  to  by  many  excellent  per- 
sons who  thought  that  it  might  have 
a  tendency  to  injure  certain  charities, 
and  particularly  to  encroach  upon  chari- 
ties supported  by  voluntary  contributions ; 
but,  in  his  opinion,  the  alarm  which  had 
been  created  was  not  justified  by  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill.  At  all  events,  he 
should  be  sorry  to  be  responsible  for 
any  measure  which  could  iujure  any  of 
those  excellent  institutions  which  were 
petitioning  against  this  Bill.  It  was 
never  intended  to  affect  that  portion  of 
their  funds  which  was  derived  from 
voluntary    subtoriptions.       The     only 
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ground  for  any  apprehension  on  that 
score  was  a  provision  adopted  from  a  Bill 
introduced  byhis  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Earl  Cairns)  in  1878,  that  permanent 
investments  of  savings  from  subscriptions 
should;  after  the  lapse  of  a  certain  num- 
ber of  years,  be  regarded  in  the  same 
light  as  original  endowments.  He  was 
willing  to  modify  that  clause,  if  neces- 
sary, by  extending  the  time,  and  also  to 
provide  that  it  should  not  apply  to  a  re- 
served fund  set  apart  to  meet  future  de- 
ficiencies of  income.  He  disclaimed  all 
•  intention  of  injuring  these  charities.  It 
had  been  said  that  ever  since  the  passing 
of  the  Act  of  1853  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners had  been  seeking  to  increase 
their  power  and  extend  their  operations. 
No  doubt  they  had  always  endeavoured 
to  extend  their  operations  within  proper 
limits;  but  no  one  ought  to  blame  them  for 
that,  because  if  such  a  body  as  the  Cha- 
rity Commissioners  was  to  exist  at  all  it 
must  be  their  duty  to  exercise  their 
functions  in  all  cases  in  which  they 
found  charities  improperly  or  unwisely 
administered,  and  to  seek  from  Parlia- 
ment the  removal  of  all  impediments  to 
their  efficiency.  Without  question,  the 
operation  of  the  Act  of  1 852  had  been 
most  beneficial.  The  manner  in  which 
the  Charity  Commissioners  had  dis- 
charged their  duties  entitled  them  to 
public  confidence.  The  Commission  had 
Deen  in  existence  for  28  years,  and  out  of 
7,100  orders  which  they  had  made  only 
six  had  been  appealed  from,  and  out  of 
those  six  appeals  only  two  had  been  suc- 
cessful. That  showed  the  vcdue  of  their 
labours.  The  present  Bill  proposed,  in 
several  respects,  to  extend  their  powers, 
but  not,  he  thought,  in  any  way  which 
the  experience  of  the  past  did  not 
justify.  It  contained  26  clauses,  of 
which  16  were  taken  from  the  Bill  of 
1878,  introduced  by  the  late  Govern- 
m^ent.  The  most  important  of  the  pro- 
posals not  taken  from  the  Bill  of  1 878 
were,  to  enable  charity  funds  to  be 
vested  in  the  official  trustees,  without  in 
any  way  interfering  with  their  adminis- 
tration, by  the  authority  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, though  no  application  might  be 
made  to  them  for  that  purpose ;  to  enable 
the  Commisssioners  to  settle  schemes 
for  the  better  administration  of  chari- 
ties, according  to  existing  trusts,  subject 
to  an  appeal  to  the  High  Court  of  J  us- 
tice,  though  the  trustees  of  the  charities 
might  not   themselves    desire  it,   and 
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though  the  income  might  exceed  £50 
a-year ;  to  enable  the  provisions  of  Act* 
of  Parliament — he  proposed  to  limit  this 
to  Private  Acts— to  be  altered  by  siu^ 
schemes  ;  to  enable  the  Commissioners, 
when  it  appeared  by  the  accomits  of 
charities  rendered  to  them  that  monies 
had  been  misapplied,  to  order  payment 
of  such  monies,  subject  to  an  appeal  to 
the  Court ;  and  to  place  the  appointment 
of  new  trustees  of  charities  by  oo-opt»- 
tion  under  such  regulations  as  would 
secure  the  appointment  of  fit  persons, 
and  prevent  unnecessary  expense  to 
the  cnarities.  He  should  be  willing^  to 
exempt  incorporated  charities,  such  as 
the  great  hospitals,  and  others  like  them, 
from  those  provisions  which  seemed  to 
have  excited  their  alarm,  and  which 
were  really  intended  for  cases  of  a  Terj 
different  kind.  The  objects  of  the  Bin 
had  been  very  much  misimderstood  in 
certain  quarters ;  and  he  thought  that, 
when  this  misunderstanding  was  re- 
moved, on  a  fair  consideration  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  it  would  be  ap- 
proved by  the  country. 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— {27ie  Lord  Chancellor,) 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  given 
a  faithful  account  of  the  Bill ;  but  by  a 
dexterous  distribution  of  light  and  shaide, 
in  touching  on  its  various  provisions,  he 
had  withdrawn  from  the  view  of  their 
Lordships  the  enormous  change  it  made 
in  the  position  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners towards  the  various  charities  of 
the  country.     Their  Lordships  must  re- 
member what  were  the  original  func- 
tions  of    the    Charity   Commissioners. 
The  function  of  the  Commissioners  was, 
with  the  consent  of  the  trustees,  to  deal 
with  charities  all  over  the  country,  modi- 
fying provisions  which  had  come  down 
from  remote  times  and  were  no  longer 
suitable  to  the   circumstances    of  the 
localities.     Absolute  power  was  subse- 
quently given  to  them  to   deal   with 
charities  of  a  lower  value  than  £50  a- 
year.     For  that  there  was  a  great  deal 
to  be  said,  because  it  could  not  bo  ex- 
pected that  charities  of  an  insignificant 
vfidue  would  receive  the  same  attention 
as  larger  ones  at  the  hands  of  trustees. 
But  what  was  proposed  now  was  to  take 
all  the  charities  of  the  country,  from  the 
largest  hospital  to  the  smallest  village 
foundation,  and  hand  them  over  abso- 
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lately  to  the  direction  of  the  Charity 
Oommiasioners.  When  he  said  direction, 
he  did  not  mean  that  their  daily  ad- 
ministration would  be  in  the  hands  of 
the  Charity  Commissioners ;  but  if  this 
Bill  passed,  the  Charity  Commissioners 
would  haye  the  power  of  re-writing  the 
will  of  the  founder,  and  not  only  that, 
but  of  re- writing  the  Statutes  made  since 
in  respect  of  those  charities,  and  even 
the  schemes  which  had  been  sanctioned 
by  the  High  Court  of  Chancery.  It 
came  to  this — that  whereas  before  they 
required  that  the  trustees  and  the  Charity 
Commissioners  should  concur,  they  now 
set  the  trustees  aside  and  gave,  general 
and  absolute  power  to  the  Commissioners. 
He  was  not  arg^ng  in  favour  of  what 
was  called  the  "  dead  hand,"  or  of  an 
absolute  unalterability  of  the  provisions 
of  a  trust,  for  he  was  well  aware  that  as 
time  went  on  the  alteration  of  circum- 
stances was  such  that  trusts  must  fre- 
quently need  modification;  but  he  argued 
against  the  assertion  that  the  Charity 
Commission  were  so  very  superior  to 
the  trustees  of  the  great  charities  that 
it  was  right  to  dethrone  the  trustees  and 
set  up  the  Charity  Commission  in  their 
place.  While  entirely  agreeing  that  the 
Charity  Commissioners  had  done  good 
service,  and  disbelieving  that  they  would 
make  any  misuse  of  powers  placed  in 
their  hands,  they  could  not,  on  the 
ground  that  the  present  members  were 
excellent  men,  justify  giving  them  such 
vast  powers.  It  was  impossible  not  to 
see  that  the  effect  of  this  great  change 
would  be  to  diminish  everywhere  the 
local  supervision  of  the  charitable  trusts, 
and  sweep  them  all  under  the  direction  of 
one  central  body — a  central  body  which 
would  be  appointed  by  the  Minister  of  the 
day ;  and  the  persons  who  eo joyed  the 
benefits  of  these  trusts  and  those  who 
took  an  interest  in  them  would  see  with 
alarm  the  result  that  the  private  and 
independent  exercise  of  tnese  trusts 
would  disappear,  and  the  vast  revenues 
of  the  charities  would  be  more  and 
more  administered  in  obedience  to  the 
behests  of  the  central  authority.  There 
were  clauses  in  this  Bill  for  providing 
new  schemes,  which  would  have  a  very 
considerable  effect.  The  trustees  of  all 
oharities,  however  large,  respectable,  or 
important,  must  in  future  have  their 
names  sent  up  to  the  Charity  Commis- 
■ion  to  be  approved.  Diatingnished 
gentlemaoi  who  devoted  a  great  deal  of 


their  time  and  attention  to  these  chari- 
ties, might  very  well  decline  to  have 
their  names  sent  up  to  the  Charity  Com- 
mission, who,  like  other  mortals,  might 
cast  a  slur  upon  candidates  by  object- 
ing to  the  names  sent  up.  If  it  were 
not  sufficient  to  be  elected  by  those  who 
were  entitled  to  elect  them,  such  gentle- 
men would,  of  course,  retire.  That 
would  be  the  very  general  feeling ;  and 
g^eat  discouragement  to  the  elected 
trustees  would  be  the  result.  Again, 
some  of  the  charities  had  a  laree  pro- 
perty in  land ;  but  under  this  BiU  in  the 
smallest  reference  to  a  Court  of  Law, 
for  getting  the  rent,  perhaps,  of  a  3«.  M, 
cottage,  it  would  be  necessary  for  the 
Charity  Commission  to  institute  a  suit ; 
and  where  injunctions  were  required, 
for  instance,  to  prevent  the  value  of 
house  property  being  destroyed  by  build- 
ing in  front  of  it,  it  would  be  necessary 
to  go  to  the  Charity  Commission  to  allow 
immediate  reference  to  be  made,  lest 
delay  should  make  the  process  use- 
less. He  thought  the  Bill  would  pro- 
duce  alarm  and  disgust  among  a  large 
number  of  those  who  took  pleasure 
in  the  administration  of  these  trusts; 
and  he  believed  that  those  who  now 
conferred  a  great  public  benefit  by 
much  self  -  denying  sacrifice  of  time 
and  labour  would  withdraw  from  their 
independent  administration  when  they 
found  it  transferred  to  the  management 
of  a  Central  Board  in  London.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  might 
have  every  confidence  in  the  excellent 
intentions  of  the  Charity  Commissioners, 
and  he  did  not  wish  to  doubt  their  ^ood 
intentions ;  but  he  could  not  help  calling 
attention  to  one  recommendation  in  their 
last  Report,  which  showed  the  kind  of 
spirit  by  which  they  were  actuated. 
They  recommended  that  a  number  of 
inspectors  should  be  appointed,  and  they 
added  that  it  would  be  a  matter  for  con- 
sideration whether  it  would  not  be  ad* 
vantageous  that  they  should  be  ex-offieio 
ffovemors  of  the  educational  endowments 
in  the  district.  The  result  of  this  pro- 
posal would  be  that  the  officers  of  the 
Commission  would  have  votes,  and 
might  be  supreme  in  the*  government  of 
those  educational  charities.  He  did  not 
wish  to  say  a  word  disrespectful  to  the 
Charity  Commissioners;  but  with  all 
their  burning  desire  to  do  good,  and  their 
seeminff  oonndenoe  that  they  alone  could 
do  gooa,  they  still  required  the  greatest 
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vigilance  to  be  exercised  towards  them 
on  the  part  of  their  Lordships'  House. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  the  2^th 
instant, 

IRISH  LAND    BILL,    1870. 

MOTION    FOR  A   PAPER. 

Movedf  for  a  print  of  the  Irish  Land  Bill, 
1870,  as  read  a  first  time  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
showinp^  by  difference  of  print  or  ink,  or  by 
both  methods,  the  amendments  made  in  the  Bill 
as  returned  to  the  Commons,  and  xrhat  after- 
wards became  of  such  amendments,  i.^.,  whether 
ap*eed  to  or  disagreed  to  or  further  amended. — 
{The  Earl  Cairns.) 

Earl  SPENCER  said,  he  thought 
such  a  Return  rather  unusual ;  hut  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
oflPer  any  opposition  to  it.  But  there 
might  be  some  difficulty  in  carrying  it 
out.  He  desired  to  know  if  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  wished  to  have  a  fac- 
simile  of  the  Bill,  so  as  to  show  its  com- 
plete history,  or  whether  he  only  wished 
the  Bill  to  be  shown  with  the  Amend- 
ments after  it  left  the  Commons  and  was 
presented  to  their  Lordships'  House,  and 
the  state  in  which  it  left  on  its  return  to 
the  other  House  ?  He  hoped  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  would  allow  the  words 
to  be  added — **  or  otherwise." 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  all  he  wanted 
■was  a  print  of  the  Bill  as  it  was  intro- 
duced in  that  House,  and  as  it  was  after- 
wards when  sent  back  to  the  Commons. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Ordered  to  be  laid  before  the  House. 


House  adjourned  at  half  past  Six 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  half 

past  Ten  o*dock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  I2th  May,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Select  CoimrrTEE— Extraordi- 
nary Tithe,  nominated;  House  of  Commons 
(Accommodation),  nominated. 

Public  Bihi^  —  Ordered —Ft nt  Reading -^V\qx 
and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  • 
[161]  ;  I^ocal  Government  Provisional  Orders 
fCottiDgham,&c.)*n62]:  Local  Govemmont 
(Ireland^  Provisional  Orders  (Bandon,  &c)  • 
[163] ;  ParliamenUry  Registration  •  [166]. 

Tirtt  Reading  —  Local  Courts  of  BankruDtcv 
(Ireland)  •  [164].  ^^ 

Th0  Marqum  of  SaKshury 


Second  Reading—lanid.  Law  (Ireland)  TlSST 

[Sixth  Nig ht^^debate  further  adjourned.       ^ 
Committee — Petty  Sessions  Clerks   (Irelsuid)  * 

[41]-H.P.  ^^ 

QUESTIONS. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— NATAIr-SIB   OWEN 

LANYON. 

Mr.  EYLANDS  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Coloniee,  Whe- 
ther Sir  Owen  Lanyon  is  still  retained 
in  the  service  of  the  Crown  in  Sonth 
Africa ;  and,  in  that  case,  what  are  the 
duties  which  he  now  performs  ? 

Mb.  GEANT  DUFF:  Sir  Owen 
Lanyon  is  on  his  way  to  Europe  on  leaye 
of  absence.  We  believe  him  to  be  at 
this  moment  at  Newcastle,  in  Natal, 
ready  to  reply  to  any  questions  which 
the  Commission  may  think  fit  to  addreoe 
to  him. 

ARMY  (AUXILLA.RY  FORCES) -REVIEW 
OF  SCOTTISH  VOLUNTEERS  BY  THE 
QUEEN. 

Mb.  FEASER  mackintosh  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther a  Eeview  of  Scottish  Volunteers 
will  be  held  by  Her  Majesty  at  Edin- 
burgh this  year;  and,  if  so,  on  what 
date? 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  beg  to  state  that  Her 
Majesty  authorizes  me  to  inform  the 
House  that  she  hopes  to  hold  a  Eeview 
of  the  Scottish  Volunteers  in  the  Queen's 
Park,  at  Edinburgh,  on  some  day  be- 
tween the  20th  and  31st  of  August. 


VACCINATION  ACTS— VACCINATION 
IN  WORKHOUSES. 
Mb.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther it  be  the  fact  that  Dr.  Stevens,  one 
of  the  Inspectors  appointed  by  the  De- 
partment at  the  Board  of  Guardians  for 
St.  Saviour's  Southwark,  recently  sug- 
gested that  in  future  all  children  bom 
in  the  workhouse  should  be  vaccinated 
before  they  were  allowed  to  leave,  how- 
ever young  they  might  be,  and,  in  an- 
swer to  questions,  was  clearly  of  opinion 
that  the  Guardians  had  the  power  to  en- 
force this,  even  without  the  consent  of 
the  mother  upon  admission.      It  was 
pointed  out  to  him  that,  in  the  opinion 
of  some  medical  men,  this  would  be  in- 
jurious to  the  mother,  by  causing  much 
mental  anxiety,  and  that  fatal  oases  of 
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this  kind  had  been  known ;  but  he  re- 
plied that  it  would  cause  the  mother  still 
gpreater  anxiety  were  the  child  to  have 
email  pox ;  and,  whether  such  a  course 
of  proceeding  is  justifiable  by  any,  and 
what,  law  ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will 
not  at  once  express  disapproval  of  it  ? 

MR.DODSON:  I  find  that  Dr.  Stevens 
did  suggest  that  children  born  in  the 
workhouse  should  be  yaccinated  before 
leaving ;  and  that,  subject  to  the  opinion 
of  the  medical  officer  in  any  particular 
case,  this  should  be  done  on  the  sixth 
day  after  birth.  Dr.  Stevens  did  not  ex- 
press any  opinion  of  his  own  as  to  whe- 
ther the  Guardians  could  enforce  this 
without  the  consent  of  the  mother ;  but 
he  did  refer  to  an  opinion  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board  to  the  effect  that  they  could. 
This  opinion  seems  to  have  been  given 
80  far  back  as  1848. 

Mb.  nOPWOOD  asked  whether  the 
order  was  a  legal  one  ? 

Mr.  DODSON  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  asks  my  opinion  on  a  point  of 
law.  My  own  opinion  is  that  vaccina- 
tion cannot  be  enforced  in  the  circum- 
stances if  the  mother  objects. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— RE- PUBLICATION 
OF  THE  **  FREIHEIT." 

Mr.  BELLINGHAM  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  it  is  a  fact  that,  imder  the 
auspices  of  the  Social  Democratic  Club, 
the  ''Freiheit"  has  reappeared  as  an 
English  instead  of  a  Oerman  newspaper; 
whether  Herr  Most's  famous  article  on 
the  Assassination  of  the  Tsar,  for  which  he 
has  been  prosecuted  by  the  Government, 
has  been  reprinted  in  Euglish  under  the 
title  of  Kegina  r.  Most ;  whether  the 
paper  states  that  the  publication  is  in- 
tended as  an  answer  to  the  attempt  to 
suppress  "  our  German  contemporary ; " 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment intend  to  take  any  steps  in  the 
matter? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  I  be- 
lieve that  there  is  such  a  paper  as  that 
alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion, and  that  an  English  translation  of 
the  article  referred  to  did  appear  in  that 
paper.  The  article  professes  to  appear 
m  the  form  of  a  report  of  the  proceed- 
ing^  in  the  Bow  Street  Police  Court. 
In  answer  to  the  last  Question,  I  have 
to  say  that  I  do  not  think  it  desirable  to 
take  any  steps  in  this  matter — at  all 
events,  until  after  the  trial  of  Most. 


CROWN  AGENTS  FOR  THE  COLONIES— 
MEMORANDUM  OF  SIR  PENROSE 
JULYAN. 

Me.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If  there 
is  in  the  Colonial  Office  a  Memorandum 
which  Sir  Penrose  Julyan,whileone  of  the 
Crown  Agents  for  the  Colonies,  addressed 
to  Sir  Michael  Hicks^Beach,  explaining 
the  position  of  the  Office ;  if  Copies  of 
that  Memorandum  were  sent  to  the  Co- 
lonies ;  and,  if  there  is  any  objection  to 
lay  it  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mb.  grant  DUFF:  We  cannot 
give  this  particular  document,  which  is 
of  a  purely  confidential  character,  pre- 
pared by  the  orders  of  the  late  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  his  own  information ; 
but,  as  the  subject  seems  to  excite  some 
interest,  I  will  presently  lay  on  the  Table 
Papers  which  will  explain  the  duties  and 
status  of  these  officers  more  fully  than 
can  be  done  by  answers  in  this  House. 

ACCIDENTS  IN  MINES- REPORT  OF 
THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Seore- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  there  be  any  prospect  of  the  Royal 
Commission  which  was  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  prevention  of  accidents 
in  mines  several  years  ag^  making  a 
Report  this  year  before  the  close  of  the 
Session  ;  ana,  whether  he  is  aware  that 
a  similar  Commission  was  appointed 
some  time  ago  in  Belgium,  and  that  the 
Belgian  Commission  reported  in  one 
year  and  six  months  from  date  of  its 
appointment  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  had  a  letter  from  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission,  who  said 
that  before  the  end  of  the  Session  he 
would  present  a  preliminary  Report, 
along  with  a  valuable  body  of  evideuce. 
The  Secretary  gave  as  a  reason  why  the 
proceedings  of  the  scientific  inquiry  had 
been  so  much  prolonged  that  it  had  been 
necessary  to  repeat  the  experiments  on 
the  safety  lamps  and  coal  dust  in  va- 
rious districts.  With  reference  to  the 
Belgian  Commission,  it  only  indicated 
the  inquiry,  and  suggested  the  employ- 
ment of  a  permanent  Commission. 

NATIONAL    EDUCATION    (IRELAND)— 
TEACHERS  OF  MODEL  SCHOOLS. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If,  on  thQ 
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oompulflorj  retirement  of  the  extern 
teacners  attached  to  the  various  model 
schools  in  Ireland  on  the  31st  of  March 
last,  the  Commissioners  of  Education 
recommended  teachers  having  a  length- 
ened period  of  service  (ten  years  and 
over)  to  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  for  a 
gratuity  or  superannuation  allowance, 
and  if  such  gratuity  or  allowance  has 
been  made  to  the  extern  teachers  or  to 
any  of  them ;  and,  if  not,  whether  the 
Treasury  would  take  the  case  of  this  re- 
spectable and  deserving  body  of  teachers 
into  consideration  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Extern  teachers  are  persons  employed 
for  five  to  seven  hours  a-week  in  teach- 
ing singing  or  drawing  at  model  schools. 
At  the  beginning  of  1881  there  were 
14  of  them ;  but  the  services  of  12  of 
these  have  been  dispensed  with  after 
four  months'  notice  had  been  given. 
Four  of  these  had  taught  in  the  manner 
I  have  described  upwards  of  10  years, 
as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member,  and  were 
recommended  by  the  Commissioners  of 
National  Education  for  a  grant  of  public 
money.  It  is  impossible  to  grant  them 
pensions,  as  this  cannot  be  done  even 
for  regular  model  school  teachers,  who, 
I  may  remind  the  House,  are  not  civil 
servants.  It  did  not  appear  to  the  Trea- 
sury that  the  occasional  character  of 
their  employment  would  warrant   the 

frant  of  a  gratuity  from  public  funds, 
hey  received  ample  notice  that  their 
eervices  would  no  longer  be  required. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1881— ARMS  LICENCES. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  In  the  absence  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  I  wish  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  If  he  will  state 
whether  the  Government  approve  the 
refusal  of  arms  licences  in  Ireland  on 
the  ground  that  the  applicants  are  Land 
Leaguers? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  According  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Arms  Act,  the  issue 
of  licences  for  arms  is  left  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  magistrates,  who  issue 
or  refuse  them  in  the  exercise  of  their 
discretion  in  the  several  cases  which 
oome  before  them,  aotinff  on  their  own 
responsibility  without  interference  on 
the  part  of  the  Government.  I  must, 
therefore,  decline  to  lay  down  any  gene- 
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ral  rule  for  their  guidance.  Each  case 
must  stand  on  its  own  individual  merits. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  whether  any  in- 
structions  had  been  given  by  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  subject  ?    

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  None,  so  far  aa 
I  know. 

PRISONS  (ENGLAND)  ACT— FIRST- 
CLASS  MISDEMEANANTS. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther Colonel  Valentine  Baker,  when  im- 
prisoned for  twelve  months,  was  treated 
as  a  first-class  misdemeanant,  and  whe- 
ther as  such  he  was  not  allowed  to  read 
any  newspapers,  English,  Irish,  CJolonial, 
or  Foreign,  illustrated  or  otherwise,  that 
he  chose  to  pay  for ;  whether  English  pri- 
soners who  are  merely  suspected  of  crime 
are  while  awaiting  trial  only  allowed 
to  provide  themselves  with  London  dailj 
newspapers  and  a  paper  from  their  own 
locality  f  and,  whether  in  case  the  London 
weekly  newspapers,  or  the  ''  Newcastle 
Chronicle,"  the  *'  Ghraphic,"  or  the  '*  11- 
lustrated  London  News,"  were  sent  to 
such  prisoners  hy  their  friends,  these 
papers  would  he  stopped  hy  the  prison 
officials  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUKT:  The 
case  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers 
occurred  before  the  prisons  passed  under 
the  control  of  the  Government ;  and, 
therefore,  I  cannot  state  what  course  was 
taken  by  the  local  authorities  in  that 
case.  With  regard  to  the  treatment  of 
English  prisoners  before  trial,  the  qaes- 
tion  as  to  what  newspapers  shall  be  sup- 
plied to  them  lies  within  the  discretion 
of  the  Visiting  Committee.  What  view 
the  Visiting  Committee  may  take  of  Tk$ 
NeweoitU  Chr<muU  and  of  the  other 
newspapers  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers,  I  am,  of  course,  quite  unable  to 
state. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— PETITIONS  OP 

RIGHT. 

Mb.  J.  R.  YORKE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether,  in  the  case  of  a  Petition  of 
Bight  by  an  individual  seeking  to  re- 
strain   an   interference,   or  threatened 
interference,  by  the  War  Department, 
or  anv  other  Department  of  the  State, 
with  bis  private  property,  it  is  the  prac- 
tioe  that  a  "fiat"  should  issue  forth- 
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with,  or  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment assume  to  themselves  the  discretion 
of  advising  Her  Majesty  to  delay  or 
withhold  the  **  fiat,"  at  the  risk  of  a 
differing  or  negation  of  justice  to  the 
subject,  within  the  meaning  of  Magna 
Charta? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET,  in 
reply,  said,  there  had  been  no  departure 
from  Magna  Charta  in  the  cases  referred 
to.  The  same  rule  was  observed  that 
bad  been  observed  for  centuries.  The 
Govemnfent  had  no  right  arbitrarily  to 
refuse  a  Petition  of  Eight.  A  case  for 
a  Petition  of  Eight  first  went  before  the 
Secretary  of  State,  who  referred  it  to 
the  Attorney  Genercd  for  his  advice. 
The  question  whether  it  should  be 
granted  or  not  was  referred  to  the  At- 
torney General ;  and  every  care  was 
taken  not  to  deprive  an  applicant  of  an 
opportunity  of  enforcing  any  right  he 
might  have  to  redress.  There  were, 
however,  some  rights  which  could  not 
be  enforced. 

BULGARIA  (POLITICAL  AFFAIRS)— 

PROCLAMATION  OF  PRINCE 

ALEXANDER. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  If  he  has  any  informa- 
tion in  regard  to  the  political  crisis  in 
Bulgaria,  and  the  rumoured  intention  of 
Prince  Alexander  to  resign  ? 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in 
the  public  prints,  that  at  Sofia  the  Prince 
of  Bulgaria  has  violently  subverted  the 
Constitution  duly  established  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Powers  under  the  Treaty 
of  Berlin,  and  attempted  to  usurp  com- 
plete authority ;  if  so,  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  yet  taken  any 
action  in  the  matter ;  and,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Consul  General  at  Sofia  will 
hold  any  diplomatic  intercourse  with  the 
usurper,  beyond  warning  him  of  the 
personal  responsibility  which  he  incurs  ? 

Sib  CBLiELES  W.  DILKE :  I  greatly 
regret  to  say  that  the  statements  which 
have  appeared  in  the  newspapers  are 
true.  Her  Majesty's  Agent  at  Sofia  has 
telegraphed  that  the  Proclamation  of 
the  Prince  of  Bulgaria  states  that  for 
two  years  he  has  endeavoured  to  govern 
in  -accordance  with  the  Constitution, 
but  that  he  finds  that  the  country  is  in 
A  state  of  disorder ;  that  he  will  convoke 


a  great  National  Assembly,  and  that  he 
will  submit  to  it  the  conditions  upon 
which  he  will  consent  to  remain.  Should 
these  conditions  not  be  accepted,  he  says 
that  he  will  abdicate.  General  Ehrenroth 
has  been  appointed  Minister,  and  the 
elections  to  the  Assembly  are  to  take 
place  in  July. 

FRANCE-NEW  TREATY  OF  COMMERCE 
(NEGOTIATIONS). 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Gt)vemment  have 
received  any  Memorials  or  Besolutions 
from  Chambers  of  Commerce  deprecating 
the  renewal  of  the  French  Treaty  of 
Commerce  on  unfavourable  conditions ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  lay  them 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Memo- 
rials and  Besolutions  have  been  re- 
ceived from  Chambers  of  Commerce,  ex- 
pressing various  opinions  with  regard  to 
the  renewal  of  the  French  Treaty  of 
Commerce,  and  they  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table  in  due  course  with  the  rest  of  the 
Papers  relating  to  this  subject.  I  have 
to-day  laid  on  the  Table  some  important 
Correspondence  with  the  French  Am- 
bassador and  Lord  Lyons  respecting  the 
promulgation  of  the  General  Tariff. 

FRANCE-  THE  NEW  FRENCH  GENERAL 
TARIFF— THE  COBDEN  TREATY. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House,  a  Return  showing  the  difference 
between  the  duties  prescribed  by  the 
so-called  Cobden  Treaty  with  France 
and  the  Conventional  Tariff  on  the  im- 
portation of  British  Goods  which  is  now 
m  force,  as  the  result  of  the  most  fa- 
vQured  nation  clauses  of  the  existing 
Commercial  Treaty  ? 

Mr.  chamberlain,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Returns  would  have  to  be  prepared 
by  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  move  for  them 
he  might  have  them  as  unopposed. 
Perhaps,  at  the  same  time,  he  might 
reply  to  a  Question  on  the  same  subject, 
of  which  Notice  had  been  given  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr. 
Birley).  The  hon.  Member  was  aware 
that  the  General  Tariff  was  promulgated 
on  the  8th  instant,  and  on  the  10th  in- 
stant ft  comparative  Eeturu  won  f^vX  to 
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the  printer ;  but  he  stated  that  the  proof 
would  not  be  ready  for  eight  or  ten 
days. 

RAILWAYS— METROPOLITAN  DISTRICT 
RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Mb.  FIRTK  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  the  Metropolitan  District  Hail- 
way  Company  decline  to  issue  Parlia- 
mentary tickets  by  more  than  two  trains 
each  day ;  whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that 
the  third-class  fare  between  certain  sta- 
tions on  the  line  is  double  the  Parlia- 
mentary rate ;  and,  whether  the  action 
of  the  Railway  Company  is  legally  justi- 
fiable ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  is  pre- 
pared to  take  measures  to  secure  the 
interests  and  rights  of  the  travelling 
poor? 

Mb.  chamberlain,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  informed  that  the  statements 

fenerally  in  the  Question  of  his  hon. 
'riend  were  correct.  He  was  also  in- 
formed that  the  fares  now  charged  by 
the  Company  were  not  in  excess  of  the 
maximum  rates  allowed  by  the  Act  of 
Parliament.  The  Regulation  of  Rail- 
ways Act,  1844,  provided  that  the  Com- 
pany should  run  each  day  one  train  each 
way  for  the  carrying  of  third-class  pas- 
sengers, and  that  not  more  than  a  penny 
per  mile  should  be  charged.  Under  these 
circumstances,  it  did  not  seem  that  the 
Company  exceeded  their  powers ;  and 
the  ^ard  of  Trade,  therefore,  had  no 
right  to  interfere. 

LAW   OF   LIBEL  —  THE   BOSTON 
ELECTION. 

Mb.  HENEAOE  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
General,  Whether  he  has  come  to  any 
determination  as  to  what  steps  should 
be  taken  in  reference  to  the  articles  in 
the  ''Boston  Independent"  newspaper, 
imputing  to  the  Attorney  General  that 
the  prosecutions  instituted,  b  v  him  against 
certain  persons  in  connection  with  the 
late  Eleolion  at  Boston  were  dictated  by 
motives  other  than  a  sense  of  public 
duty? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fabbbb  Hebsohell),  in  reply,  said,  the 
imputations  cast  upon  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General, 
in  reference  to  the  motives  which  ac- 
tuated him  in  instituting  certain  criminal 
proceedings,  were  of  a  serious  character, 
and  it  was  a  matter  of  great  public  im- 1 
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portanoe.  He  had  had,  therefore,  se* 
riously  to  consider  whether  he  should 
apply  for  a  criminal  information  against 
those  who  published  these  articles.  But 
while  the  matter  was  under  considera- 
tion, the  proprietor  of  the  newspaper  in 
question  unreservedly  withdrew  all  im- 
putations against  the  Attorney  General, 
and  expressed  his  belief  that  the  At- 
torney Genercd  was  actuated  only  by  a 
sense  of  public  duty.  The  proprietor  of 
the  newspaper  had  also  written  to  the 
Attorney  General,  making  an  ample 
apology.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
matter  might  be  allowed  to  drop.  But 
the  question  whether  the  prosecutions 
which  had  been  instituted  should  be 
tried  in  a  locality  where  the  jury  would 
not  be  influenced  by  these  newspaper 
articles  still  remained  for  consideration. 


ARMY  RR-ORGANIZATION— THE  COM- 
MITTEE  AND  THE  NEW  SCHEME. 

Mb.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  "War,  Whether,  in  consideration 
of  the  length  of  time  during  which  many 
officers  in  the  Army  have  been  kept  in 
uncertainty  as  to  their  fate  under  the 
re-organization  scheme,  he  will  urge  on 
the  Committees  which  are  sitting  at  the 
War  Office  for  the  purpose  of  settling 
the, details  of  that  scheme  the  advisa- 
bility of  speedily  reporting  thereon  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  assure  him  that 
we  are  making  satisfactory  progress  with 
the  details  of  the  changes  due  to  the 
Genercd  Plan  of  Re-organization  which 
I  have  explained  to  the  House.  The 
Committee  are  sitting  from  day  to  day, 
and  a  great  many  questions  have  been 
settled  by  the  Commander-in-Chief  and 
myself;  and  I  fully  hope  to  complete 
and  publish  the  decisions  which  have  to 
be  made  in  a  reasonable  time,  before  the 
1st  of  July. 

CONTAGIOIIS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACT— FOOT-AND-MOUTH  DISEASE- 
OUTBREAK  AT  DUKINFIELD. 

Mb.  WILBRAHAM  EGERTON 
asked  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  fresh  outbreak  of  foot  and  mouth 
disease  which  occurred  on  the  25th 
ultimo  at  Dukinfield,  and  which  has 
been  traced  to  an  Irish  cow  reoentlv 
imported,  and  purchased  on  the   Idtb 
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April  from  a  drover  at  Ashton  under 
Lyne ;  and,  whether  the  vessels  which 
bring  cattle  from  Ireland  are  thoroughly 
disinfected  and  cleansed  after  each 
voyage  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  The  outbreak  of 
foot-and-mouth  disease  which  occurred 
at  Dukinfield  on  the  25th  ultimo  may 
have  been  traced  to  an  animal  of  Irish 
origin ;  but  we  have  no  doubt  whatever 
that  the  disease  was  contracted  after 
landing  in  England.  There  has  not 
been  a  single  case  of  the  disease  reported 
in  Ireland  since  October,  1879.  And 
although  we  are  constantly  receiving 
complaints  that  Irish  cattle  convey  the 
disease,  we  are  able  in  every  instance  to 
trace  that  the  animals  have  been  some 
time  in  England  before  developing  it. 
Stringent  regulations  have  been  issued 
by  the  Privy  Council,  both  in  England 
and  Ireland,  respecting  the  cleansing 
and  disinfection  of  vessels  carrying 
animals,  and  whenever  they  are  found 
to  be  infringed  the  owners  of  the  vessel 
are  prosecuted.  We  have  one  such  pro- 
secution pending  now.  We  are  con- 
stantly hearing  it  stated  that  Irish  cattle 
bring  over  disease;  whereas  the  fact 
really  is  that  Irish  cattle  contract  disease 
after  their  arrival  in  this  country. 

FRANCE  AND  TUNIS— THE  TURKISH 

FLEET. 

'  Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  lay  upon  the  Table  Copies  of 
the  Despatches  from  Lord  Lyons  re- 
specting the  assurances  given  by  the 
French  Government  that  the  French 
forces  will  be  withdrawn  from  Tunis  so 
soon  as  the  Kroumir  question  is  disposed 
of;  and,  whether  he  will  also  lay  upon 
the  Table  Copies  of  the  Correspondence 
with  the  Governments  of  Italy,  Turkey, 
or  any  other  power  concerning  the  action 
of  France  in  Tunis ;  and,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  received 
from  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at  Con- 
stantinople any  Eeport  as  to  the  com- 
munications made  to  the  Forte  by  the 
French  Ambassador  on  the  subject  of 
the  departure  of  Turkish  ironclads  for 
Tunisian  waters ;  and,  whether  he  can 
state  in  detail  the  contents  of  such  com- 
munications, and  lay  Mr.  Goschen's  Ee- 
port upon  the  Table  ? 

SiH  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  Papers 
Qn  the  subject  are  being  prepared,  and 


it  is  hoped  they  will  be  ready  for  pre- 
sentation to  Parliament  in  the  course 
of  the  ensuing  week.  No  Eeport  has 
been  received  from  Mr.  Goschen  as  to 
what  has  passed  between  the  French 
and  Ottoman  Governments  with  refer- 
ence to  the  departure  of  Turkish  iron- 
clads for  Tunisian  waters  beyond  the 
mention  of  the  fact  that  a  Note  respect- 
ing it  had  been  presented  by  the  Porte ; 
but  we  have  since  received  from  the 
Porte  a  copy  of  the  French  Note,  which, 
indeed,  appeari^  in  a  Paris  journal  of 
to-day. 

PROTECTION    OF    PERSON  AND   PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
MR   DILLON,  M.P. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M*CAETHY  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
he  is  prepared  to  afford  any  facilities  for 
the  early  discussion  of  the  Motion  on 
the  Arrest  of  Mr.  Dillon,  M.P.,  and  the 
conduct  of  the  Irish  Executive  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  cannot  see  the 
cogency  of  the  hon.  Member's  request, 
seeing  that  he  withdrew  the  Motion  im- 
mediately before  Tuesday  last,  when  it 
was  almost  certain  he  could  have 
brought  it  on.  [**0h,  oh!"]  There 
were  no  other  Motions  in  the  way  which 
threatened  to  lead  to  any  lengthened 
discussion;  instead  of  which  a  discus- 
sion of  several  hours'  duration  was 
raised  on  the  Motion  for  adjournment. 
Still,  I  should  be  glad  to  meet  the  views 
of  the  hon.  Member  if  it  were  in  my 
power ;  but  if  he  means  to  ask  whether 
I  will  set  aside  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Bill  to  make  way  for  it,  then  my  answer 
must  be  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  asked 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  a  Morning  Sitting  for  the  discus- 
sion of  Mr.  Dillon's  arrest? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Nothing  but  a 
strong  public  necessity  would  induce  me 
to  ask  the  House  for  a  Morning  Sitting 
at  this  period  of  the  year.  The  hon. 
Member  withdrew  his  Motion,  and 
therefore  I  think  we  can  hardly  say 
there  is  that  strong  sense  of  public 
necessity. 

RELIGIOUS    DISABILITIES  — LEGISLA- 
TION. 

Mr.  BELLINGHAM  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  view 
of  the  general  principle  of  absolute  re- 
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Kgious  toleration  in  the  GFovemment  of 
this  Country,  he  is  prepared  to  advocate 
the  abolition  of  all  remaining  religious 
checks  at  present  existing  siich  as  those 
which  prevent  a  Lord  Chancellor  or 
Sovereign  of  Great  Britain  being  a 
Catholic,  and  thus  to  endanger  the  Pro- 
testant succession  as  established  by 
Law  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir;  the 
Government  have  no  intention  of  advo- 
cating anything  of  the  kind. 

TREA.TY  OF  BERLIN— ARMENIA. 

Mr.  BEYCE  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true,  as  reported  in  the  news- 
papers on  May  9th,  that  the  Turkish 
Government  is  disarming  the  Christian 
population  of  Armenia,  while  permitting 
the  nomad  Kurds  to  retain  their  arms ; 
and,  whether,  if  the  statement  is  true, 
the  British  Ambassador  will  be  in- 
structed to  point  out  to  the  Porte  the 
danger  of  such  a.  step,  as  putting  the 
peaceable  inhabitante  of  the  country 
even  more  completely  than  they  now  are 
at  the  mercy  of  the  robber  tribes  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  A  Re- 
port from  Van,  dated  March  15,  states 
that  the  authorities  were  taking  certain 
measures  in  view  of  disaffection  among 
the  Armenians.  The  Armenian  CouncU 
had  been  requested  to  send  in  a  state- 
ment of  all  Societies  existing  among  the 
Armenians,  with  their  objects;  and  a 
Club  which  had  been  started  a  few 
months  previously  had  been  closed  on 
account  of  speeches  made  there..  No 
mention  is  made  of  disarming  the  Chris- 
tian population.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will,  however,  ask  whether 
there  is  any  foundation  for  this  Re- 
port. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH— SMALL-POX  (ME. 
TROPOUS)  HOSPITALS. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board,  If 
he  is  aware  that  the  Smallpox  Hospi- 
tals of  the  Metropolitan  Asylums  Board 
are  full,  and  that  persons  suffering  from 
smallpox  are  now  lying  in  lodging- 
houses  in  crowded  neighbourhoods,  to 
the  great  danger  of  the  other  inhabit- 
ants; and,  whether  he  will  state  what 
steps  he  proposes  to  take  to  provide 
the  Asylums  Board  with  the  necessary 
powers  to  deal  with  the  epidemic,  and 

iff.  BMingham 


with  sufficient  authority  to  carry  out 
'*  The  Metropolitan  Poor  Act,  1867  ?" 

Mr.  DODSON  :  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  the  small-pox  hospitals  are  fiiU,  or 
nearly  so;  but  I  have  no  information 
that  persons  suffering  from  small-pox 
are  now  lying  in  lodging-houses,  al- 
though I  fear  such  may  probably  be  the 
case.  I  had  hoped  that  supplementary 
provision  would  have  been  made  by  the 
Guardians  and  the  Yestries  and  District 
Boards,  and  this,  to  some  extent,  has 
been  done ;  but  I  regpret  to  say  that  in 
other  cases  where  exertions  have  been 
made  to  provide  accommodation  these 
exertions  have  been  paralyzed  by  actual 
or  threatened  legal  proceedings.  At  the 
same  time,  it  is  satisfactory  to  be  able 
to  state  that  the  Metropolitan  Asylum 
Managers  are  exerting  themselves  to  the 
utmost  to  provide  temporary  accommo* 
dation  on  their  property  at  Darenth  for 
300  or  400  convalescent  patients,  and 
this  will  afford  considerable  relief  to  the 
present  hospitals.  I  may  add  that  the 
Local  Government  Board  is  in  communi- 
cation with  them  respecting  further  im- 
mediate provision. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE— THE  COUNT-OUT  ON 

TUESDAY. 

Colonel  ALEXANDEE  rose  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Why 
the  House  was  allowed  to  be  Adjourned 
on  the  Motion  of  the  Hon.  Member  for 
the  city  of  Cork  on  Tuesday  the  10th 
instant  before  9  p.m.,  when  a  Kesolution 
affecting  the  interests  of  the  Police  of 
Great  Britain,  for  the  third  time  during 
the  present  Session,  occupied  the  first 
place  on  the  Notice  j?aper  r  He  might, 
in  putting  that  Question,  state  that  he 
never  left  the  House  during  the  whole 
evening,  not  even  venturing  as  far  as 
the  tea-room.  When,  however,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
rose  to  address  the  House  on  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  adjournment,  he  went  to  the 
Bar  to  get  some  refreshment,  which  was 
absolutely  necessary,  and  in  the  short 
interval  of  three  minutes  he  found  that 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  had 
consented  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  adjournment  of  the  House, 
although  it  was  known  that  an  import- 
ant Motion  was  going  to  be  brought 
forward.  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  do  something  to  protect  the  rlghU 
of  private  Members.    The  ballot  for  a 
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place  on  tlie  Order  Book  was  rapidly 
becoming  a  complete  farce. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not  know, 
Sir,  whether  I  am  to  reply  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member ;  but, 
so  far  as  the  question  is  concerned,  I  will 
reply  to  it  as  well  as  I  can.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  asks  why  the 
House  was  allowed  to  be  adjourned  ? 
Well,  I  believe  the  House  was  allowed 
to  be  adjourned  because  no  Member 
chose  to  challenge  the  adjournment. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER :  The  Solici- 
tor General  for  L*eland  was  present,  and 
did  not  challenge  it  on  the  part  of  the 
Government. 

Mb.   GLADSTONE  :    The  hon.  and 

gallant  Gentleman  says  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  consented  to  the  ad- 
journment on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment. I  understand  that  statement  is 
wholly  erroneous.  He  had  no  power, 
and  he  had  no  right  to  do  so ;  and  it 
would  be  very  unusual  indeed  for  a 
Member  of  the  Government  to  rise  in 
the  course  of  a  discussion,  knowing  that 
there  were  a  number  of  Motions  by  pri- 
vate Members  on  the  Paper,  and  to  state 
that  the  Government  consented  to  an  ad- 
joiimment;  and  I  know  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  is  under  an  entirelv 
erroneous  impression  as  to  what  took 
place.  I  understand  there  were  plenty 
of  Members  about  the  House  to  chal- 
lenge the  adjournment  had  a  decision 
been  taken 

Colonel  ALEXANDER :  The  Solici- 
tor General  for  Ireland  did  not  challenge 
the  adjournment. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  It  was  no  more 
the  duty  of  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  to  challenge  the  division  than 
any  other  Member.  •  I  am  very  sorry 
that  private  Members  who  had  Notices 
on  the  Paper  did  not  enter  into  a  com- 
bination with  the  hon.  and  mllant  Gen- 
tleman, who  seems  to  have  done  his  duty 
verv  fully  to  prevent  the  calamity  that 
took  dIacc 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  that  in  consequence  of  the  reply  of 
the  right  hon  Gentleman,  he  thought  it 
absolutely  necessary  to  make  a  few  re- 
marks. He  would,  therefore,  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  in  order  to 
obtain  from  the  Government  a  fuller 
explanation.  He  was  perfectly  certain 
that,  whatever  might  be  thought  by  the 
official  and  the  ex -official  Members  of 
the  House,  private  Members  would  not 


tolerate  the  manner  in  which  they  were 
treated  on  Tuesday  night,  and  the  way  in 
which  the  Prime  Minister  had  just  treated 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  His  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  had  obtained  the 
first  place  on  the  Paper  for  his  Motion 
on  two  former  occasions.  On  both  these 
occasions  he  gave  way  to  the  Govern- 
ment. Then  a  third  time,  by  extra- 
ordinary good  fortune,  he  obtained  the 
first  place,  whereupon  the  Government 
requited  him  for  having  given  way  by 
deliberately  allowing  the  House  to  be 
adjourned,  in  order  to  avoid  discussion 
of  a  subject  that  was  very  interesting  to 
a  large  number  of  county  Members. 
These  Members  were  prepared  to  discuss 
it;  but  the  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment ostentatiously  quitted  the  Treasury 
Bench,  leaving  the  unfortunate  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  without  instructions. 
Who  would  deny  that  that  was  not  a 
deliberately  planned  thing?  The  Go- 
vernment were,  no  doubt,  very  much  put 
out  at  not  getting  the  Morning  Sitting, 
and  were  determined  to  show  private 
Members  that  they  were  not  gaining 
anything  by  this  refusal.  It  was  per- 
fectly evident  that  the  Government  did 
not  care  one  single  rush  for  private 
Members  so  long  as  they  got  their  mea- 
sures through.  He  moved  that  the 
House  do  now  adjourn. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  Does  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber second  the  Motion  ? 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF :  I 
will.  Sir. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Lord  Randolph  Churchill.) 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  made  charges 
against  the  Government  which  were 
characterized  by  his  well-known  courtesy 
and  accuracy.  The  noble  Lord  said  the 
Government  desired  to  prevent  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
being  discussed.  All  he  could  say  was 
that  he  himself  and  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  (Mr.  Courtney)  were 
there  all  the  evening,  and  extremely 
anxious  to  discuss  that  Motion.  About 
half-past  8  o'clock,  when  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber  made  a  Motion  to  count  out  the 
IlousOf  ho  came  in  himself  to  aid  in 
making  a  House.  Ho  did  not  observe 
prosout  that  large  number  of  county 
Members  who  had  been  described  as 
deeply  interested  in  the  Motion.     He 
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did  not  observe  a  single  Member — be 
was  not  even  conscious  of  the  presence 
of  the  noble  Lord,  who  was  so  keen  to 
protect  the  rights  of  private  Members. 
With  the  assistance  of  several  Members 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  he  was  happy  to 
say  that  a  quorum  was  found,  and  the 
House  was  not  then  counted  out.  He 
afterwards  went  out,  like  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  for  refreshment,  and 
Was  sitting  in  the  dining-room,  when  he 
heard,  to  his  surprise,  the  announce- 
ment that  the  Speaker  was  going  home. 
He  inquired  of  a  Member  of  the  Irish 
Party  what  had  happened,  and  was  in- 
formed very  good  humouredly  that  that 
Party  had  achieved  a  glorious  victory 
over  the  Government.  That  was  the 
simple  history  of  that  diabolical  con- 
spiracy, on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  against  the  rights  of  pri- 
vate Members,  for  which  the  noble  Lord 
so  severely  but  unjustly  blamed  them. 
All  he  could  say  was  that  the  Members 
of  the  Government  were  extremely 
anxious  to  have  the  discussion  brought 
on.  There  was  nothing  so  disagreeable 
as  to  have  on  one's  hands  a  speech 
which  it  was  impossible  to  deliver. 
That  had  been  his  case  on  the  three 
occasions  in  question ;  and  he  should  be 
extremely  glad  were  he  able  to  think 
that  this  speech  was  a  thing  of  the 
past,  instead  of  a  thing  of  the  future. 
If  private  Members  valued  their  rights 
80  much,  the  Government  were  entitled 
to  expect  some  assistance  from  them; 
and  it  seemed  very  unjust  for  private 
Members,  who  had  gone  away  them- 
selves, to  come  down  and  accuse  the 
Government  of  not  upholding  those 
rights. 

Mr.  GORST  thought  it  rather  curious 
that,  if  the  Government  were  so  per- 
fectly innocent,  they  should  have  now 
put  up  the  Home  Secretary,  who  was 
not  in  the  House  at  the  time  of  the 
**  count  out,"  instead  of  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  who  was.  What 
they  complained  of  was  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  representing 
the  Government,  assented  to  the  ad- 
journment. The  minority  had  no  chance 
against  the  will  of  the  Government  in 
favour  of  an  adjournment  of  the  House; 
but  what  hon.  Members  wanted  to  know 
was  whether  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  did  consent  to  the  adjournment; 
if  so,  by  whose  authority  and  for  what 
purpose  ? 

Sir  William  Rarcauri 


The    SOLICITOR    GENERAL 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
that  as  his  name  had  been  so  prominently 
brought  forward,  he  might  be  allowed 
a  few  words  of  explanation,  especially  as 
the  hon.   and  learned   Gentleman    the 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  who 
was  not  himself  present  to  see  what 
occurred,  did  not  choose  to  take  the  ex- 
planation that  had  been  accurately  given 
in  his  absence  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
He  had  never  assented  to  the  adjourn- 
ment.    [Mr.   Gorst  :  I  never  said  any- 
thing of  the  kind.]     He  was  speaking 
within  the  hearing  and  recollection  of 
the  House.     He  (the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland)  was,  in  this  instance,  very 
much   in   the  position  of  the   "needy 
knife-grinder,"  who  exclaimed,  **  Story! 
God  bless  you,  I  have  none  to  tell,  Sir." 
He  would    state    precisely  what  hap- 
pened.    He  was  also  taking    refresh- 
ment, and  did  not  know  of  anything 
which  exhausted  nature  so  much  as  lis- 
tening to  some  of  the  debates  in  that 
House.     Hearing  the  bell  ring,  he  im- 
mediately followed  the  Home  Secretary 
and  assisted  in  making  a  quorum,  and 
he  did  not  leave  the  House  irouL  that 
time  except  for  a  moment.      He  was 
not  a  party  to  this  conspiracy  which 
was  alleged  to  have  existed,  and  which 
was,  in  fact,  as  mythical  as  the  know- 
ledge of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham.     He  listened  respectfully, 
as  he  always  endeavoured  to  listen,  to 
the  arguments  addressed  to  the  House 
by  the  Members  sitting  below  the  Gang- 
way.    He  was  in  the  House  when  the 
hon.    Member    for    Dungarvan     (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  concluded  his  speech,  and 
he  heard  the  remarks  next  made  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bridport 
(Mr.  Warton).   When  the  Question  was 
put  for  the  adjournment,  he  said  '*No;" 
but  he  did  not  challenge  a  division,  for 
he  took  it  for  granted  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel  Alexander) 
would  have  been  present,  or  would  have 
had  somebody  present  to  represent  him, 
to  challenge  a  vote.     Finding,  however, 
that  no  one — not   even  the  hon.   and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport,  whom  he 
looked  upon   as  the  champion   of  the 
cause — challenged  the  division,  he  did 
not  think  it  his  duty  to  do   so.     The 
House  was  then  adjourned,  and  he  left, 
as  the  other  Members  did. 

Question  pat,  and  negatived. 
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SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL  — 
THE  BRITISH  GARRISONS. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
under  the  terms  of  the  armistice  con- 
cluded in  March  last  there  exists  any 
?ower  of  supplying  the  garrisons  in  the 
'ransvaal  with  material  of  war ;  and,  if 
not,  what  steps  it  is  proposed  to  take  to 
remedy  so  serious  an  omission  in  view  of 
the  critical  state  of  pending  negotia- 
tions, and  the  probability  of  a  native 
uprising  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  In  answer  to  the 
Question  of  the  noble  Lord,  I  have  to 
say  that  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  entered  into 
an  engagement  not  to  send  ammunition 
into  tne  Transvaal ;  but  the  information 
in  his  possession,  and  transmitted  to  us, 
is  that  the  garrisons  in  the  Transvaal 
are  amply  supplied  with  ammunition. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  As  to  the  course 
of  Business  to-night,  the  Government 
will  offer  no  opposition  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate  on  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Bill  at  such  an  hour  as  the 
House  may  think  fit ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  should  desire  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  the  debate 
on  the  Bill  has  been  unusually  pro- 
longed. ['*  No ! '']  Well,  it  has  gone 
on  an  unusual  length  of  time.  I  do  not 
say  it  is  without  precedent ;  but  if  it  is 
further  adjourned  Monday  next  will  be 
the  seventh  night  of  its  extension,  and  I 
wish  to  express  a  hope  that  the  debate 
will,  at  any  rate,  dose  on  Monday. 

ALKALI,  kc.  WORKS  REGULATION  BILL 
—CEMENT  WORKS. 

Mb.  W.  FOWLER  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
no  means  of  a  practicable  character  exist 
for  consuming  carbonic  acid  gas,  he  is 
prepared  to  insert  words  into  Clause  8 
of  the  Alkali,  &c.  Works  Regulation 
Bill,  exempting  cement  works  from  the 
operation  of  the  Bill,  so  far  as  relates  to 
the  emisflion  of  this  gas ;  and,  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
in  its  present  form  will  have  the  effect  of 
dosing  cement  works ;  and,  if  he  is  pro- 
pared,  before  the  Bill  is  proceeded  with, 
to  explain  in  detail  in  the  Bill  what  are 


the  other  gases  emitted  by  cement  works, 
and  what  minimum  emission  of  each  of 
those  gases  the  Government  is  prepared 
to  allow,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
it  is  impossible  wholly  to  prevent  these 
emissions  ? 

Mb.  DODSON:  I  am  not  prepared 
to  exempt  cement  works  from  the  Bill ; 
for  although  no  practical  means  may  at 
present  exist  for  consuming  carbonic 
acid  gas,  I  have  no  doubt  that,  in  many 
instances,  arrangements  are  capable  of 
being  made  for  regulating  its  emission 
so  as  to  render  it  much  less  objection- 
able than  at  present.  As  the  Bill  simply 
requires  the  adoption  of  practicable  and 
available  precautions  it  is  impossible  to 
suppose  that  it  will  have  the  effect  of 
closing  cement  works,  although  I  have 
no  doubt  it  will  lead  to  a  considerable 
abatement  of  the  present  nuisance — a 
nuisance  which,  in  the  words  of  the 
Hoyal  Commission,  is  substantial,  and 
which  may  be  mitigated,  if  not  avoided 
altogether.  I  cannot  undertake  to  ex- 
plain in  detail  in  the  Bill  what  are  the 
other  gases  emitted  by  cement  works, 
and  what  is  the  minimum  emission  the 
Government  is  prepared  to  allow,  as  this 
would  be  to  place  these  works  on  a  dif- 
ferent footing  from  many  others  named 
in  the  Bill,  and,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
alkali  works,  a  test  could  only  be  pre- 
scribed after  the  experience  acquired  by 
careful  inspection. 

PARLIAMENTARY  OATHS  (MR.  BRAD- 

LAUGH). 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  When  it  is  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to 
invite  the  House  to  proceed  with  the 
Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Parliamentary 
Oaths  ?  He  explained  that  he  put  the 
Question  because  he  found  that  the  ad- 
journed debate  stood  on  the  Order  Book 
the  last  Order  for  Tuesday  next. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  :  I  think  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  is  perfectly 
justi6ed  by  the  facts ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  hope  he  will  agree  with  me  that, 
as  the  subject  is  likely  to  be  raised  to- 
morrow by  the  Motion  of  mv  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle,  1  should 

Eostpone  my  answer  until  that  Motion 
as  been  disposed  of. 
SiE  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE :  I 
rise  to  put  two  Questions  to  you,  Sir.    I 
wish  to  ask  you  whether  it  is  competent 
for  a  Member  of  this  House  to  move 
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that  a  Eesolution,  formally  submitted  to 
the  judgment  of  the  House,  put  from  the 
Chair,  adopted  by  a  majority  of  the 
Members  present  and  voting,  and  re- 
corded on  the  Journals  of  the  House  re- 
peatedly acted  upon  by  the  House,  and 
still  unrescinded,  is  an  illegal  Motion  ? 
And,  secondly,  Sir,  I  wish  to  ask  you 
"whether,  if  such  a  Motion  is  in  Order, 
it  can  be  regarded  as  a  Motion  entitled 
to  precedence,  bearing  in  mind  that  more 
than  a  fortnight  has  elapsed  since  the 
passing  of  the  Eesolution  referred  to ; 
and,  if  so,  upon  what  ground  precedence 
would  be  given  to  it  ? 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  wish  further 
to  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  it  is  not  com- 
petent for  any  hon.  Member,  on  any 
day  he  may  think  fit,  to  raise  a  question 
of  Privilege  as  to  the  arbitrary  and 
illegal  exclusion  of  an  hon.  Member 
duly  returned  by  a  constituency  to  this 
House  before  he  has  taken  the  necessary 
steps  to  brine  himself  within  the  full 
jurisdiction  of  the  House? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Exception  has  been 
taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  to  the  word 
"illegal,"  used  in  the  proposed  Resolu- 
tion of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Carlisle.  I  must  admit  that  there  is 
some  force  in  that  objection.  I  have 
understood  the  expression  '*  illegal "  to 
be  intended  by  the  hon.  Baronet  as  in- 
dicating the  rescinding  of  the  Resolution 
of  the  26th  April,  1881 ;  but  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  I  think  the  hon.  Baronet 
would,  have  been  better  advised  if  he 
had  proposed,  according  to  the  usual 
Parliamentary  practice,  to  move  that 
the  Resolution  of  the  House  be  rescinded. 
In  regard  to  the  other  point  raised  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to  say 
that  if  the  hon.  Baronet  had  thought  fit 
yesterday  to  make  a  Motion  on  the 
letter  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  having  been 
read,  and  if  that  Motion  had  been  in 
regular  form,  he  would  have  been  en- 
titled to  proceed  with  that  Motion  as  a 
question  of  Privilege ;  and  I  cannot 
tiiink  that  he  has  forfeited  his  claim  to 
have  that  question  considered  as  a  mat- 
ter of  Privilege  by  reason  of  his  having, 
for  the  convenience  of  the  House,  post- 
poned it  until  a  future  day.  I  think  the 
answer  I  have  given  already  sufficiently 
answers  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
Ifishy  Sir,  to  ask  if  I  am  right  in  infer- 

8ir  Stafford  NorthcoU 


ring  from  your  answer  to  my  seoond 
Question  that  you  regard  the  Motion  as  a 
question  of  Privilege,  and  not  as  a  ques- 
tion of  Order  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  think  it  is  a  ques- 
tion of  Privilege,  and  not  a  question  of 
Order. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  do  not  think  hon.  Members  have  at 
all  gathered  whether  the  terms  of  the 
Motion  are  in  Order,  because  I  would 
submit,  before  you  give  a  final  decision 
on  the  subject,  when  several  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  suspended,  one  after  the  other, 
before  the  Easter  Recess,  it  was  proposed 
by  some  other  hon.  Members  to  call  in 
question  the  action  of  the  House  as 
illegal  and  arbitrary ;  and  you  ruled 
that  any  calling  in  question  the  action 
of  the  House  would  be  a  breach  of 
Order,  which  you  would  be  obliged  to 
meet  with  very  severe  penalties.  There- 
fore, I  would  like  to  ask  you  to  decide 
clearly  whether  the  hon.  Baronet's  Mo- 
tion is  in  Order ;  and,  if  so,  how  it  differs 
£rom  the  Motion  which  the  Lrish  Mem- 
bers were  anxious  to  make  with  respect 
to  the  suspension  of  a  large  number  of 
that  body,  and  which  Motion  was  pro- 
nounced to  be  a  gross  breach  of  Order? 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  have  already  stated 
that  the  expression  ''illegal"  in  the 
Resolution  of  the  hon.  Baronet  is  open 
to  exception,  and  I  should  advise  the 
hon.  Baronet  that  that  expression  should 
be  withdrawn ;  and  also  upon  this  ground, 
that  it  bears  the  construction — it  may 
bear  it,  although  I  have  not  put  that 
construction  upon  it  myself — that  an  ex- 
pression of  that  kind  is  scarcely  respect* 
ful  to  the  House,  and  reflects  upon  a 
Resolution  which  this  House  has  abready 
passed. 

Mb.  WARTON  :  I  wish  to  ask,  Sir, 
whether,  in  the  event  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
refusing  to  withdraw  the  word  "  illegal," 
you  would  refuse  to  allow  the  Motion  to 
be  put  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  not  prepared 
to  answer  that  Question  until  I  see  the 
Resolution  in  its  revised  form. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF :  May 
I  ask  whether,  to-morrow,  it  will  be 
competent  for  any  hon.  Member,  on  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  to  move 
that  it  is  not  a  question  of  Privilege  ? 

Mb.  DILLWItN  :  I  would  further  ask 
whether  it  will  not  be  competent  for  any 
hon.  Member  to  move  that  it  is  a  ques* 
tion  of  Privilege  with  respect  to  the  il- 
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legal  exclusion  of  a  Member  from  this 
House  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  wait  to  see 
what  Motion  may  be  made  before  I  give 
an  opinion  upon  any  Motion  which  may 
be  taken  in  this  matter.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say  now,  upon  a  hypothetical 
question,  what  course  it  would  be  right 
to  taKe 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF:  I 
should  like  to  ask  whether,  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  brings  forward 
his  Motion  to-morrow,  before  he  rises 
or  after  he  submits  his  Motion,  it  will 
be  competent  for  any  Member  to  move 
as  a  question  of  Order,  or  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  that  Motion,  that  it  is  not  a 
question  of  Privilege  ? 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  :  May  I  further 
ask  you,  Sir,  whether,  if  the  subject  of 
the  Notice  given  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Carlisle  is  brought  for- 
ward in  this  House  as  a  question  of  Pri- 
vilege, it  will  not,  and  ought  not,  to 
take  precedence  of  all  other  Business  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  have  already  stated 
that  I  consider  that  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle, 
when  put  in  the  proper  form,  would  be 
brought  forward  certainly  as  a  question 
of  Privilege;  and  if  an  Amendment 
were  moved  to  the  effect  that  it  was  not 
a  question  of  Privilege,  that  would  be, 
in  effect,  to  challenge  the  ruling  of  the 
Chair. 

MR..G0R8T:  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that,  when  the  hon.  Baronet  makes  the 
Motion  with  which  the  House  is  not  yet 
acquainted,  if  that  Motion  should  raise 
substantially  the  same  question  as  that 
on  which  the  House  has  already  ex- 
pressed its  judgment,  I  shall  ask  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  whether  it  is  competent 
for  an  hon.  Member  to  bring  forward, 
in  the  same  Session,  the  same  question 
on  which  it  has  already  expressed  an 
opinion  ? 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)   BILL- 
URGENCY. 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  a  Question  of 
which  he  had  given  him  private  Notice, 
Whether,  considering  that  the  Govern- 
ment demanded  and  obtained  Urgency 
for  the  passage  of  two  Bills  which  they 
declarea  to  be  necessary  for  the  main- 
tenance of  order  in  Ireland,  and  that  it 
was  equally  necessary  that  the  Land 
Law  (treland)  Bill  should  be  paased  for 


the  permanent  pacification  of  that  country, 
he  would  propose  that  the  discussion  of 
that  Bill  should  be  carried  on  de  die  in 
diem  until  such  time  as  it  should  be 
nassed  ? 

Mb.  macartney  desired  to  know, 
before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answered 
the  Question  which  had  just  been  put, 
whether,  if  those  who  wished  to  address 
the  House  should  not  have  had  an  op- 

Sortunity  of  doing  so  before  the  end  of 
[onday's  debate,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  use  his  large  majority  to 
bring  the  debate  to  a  conclusion  that 
evening? 

Mb.  PARNELL  wished  to  know,  whe- 
ther it  would  be  necessary  to  obtain 
urgency  in  order  to  canr  on  the  debate 
de  die  in  diem.  Two-thirds  of  the  House, 
or  a  majority  of  two  to  one,  were  re- 
quired to  obtain  urgency.  Could  not 
the  course  which  had  been  followed 
earlier  that  Session  on  the  Coercion 
Bills  be  followed,  and  the  days  of  pri- 
vate Members  be  g^ven  up  to  the  discus- 
sion till  the  Bill  was  passed  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  With  regard  to 
the  closing  of  the  debate  on  Monday,  it 
would  be  extremely  disagreeable  to  my 
taste  and  desire  that  any  Gentleman 
should  be  precluded  from  aiadressing  the 
House  in  the  present  stage  of  the  Bill ; 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  we  work  under 
veiy  severe  conditions  as  to  time,  and 
under  very  severe  conditions  indeed  as 
to  public  interests  of  a  character  affect- 
ing the  whole  of  the  people  of  Lreland ; 
and,  although  I  may  be  very  sorry  to 
press  anything  of  a  restrictive  nature 
against  Members,  yet  I  even  hope  that 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  will,  if  possible, 
submit  to  a  sacrifice  rather  than  allow 
us  to  ^o  on,  in  the  face  of  the  very  great 
necessity  for  this  Bill,  for  the  sake  of  all 
parties  in  Ireland,  with  a  debate  extend- 
ing over  many  weeks  on  a  stage  of  the 
Bill  in  which,  after  all,  we  can  make  no 
progress  towards  a  final  adjustment  of 
its  terms.  Hon.  Members  will,  I  trust, 
continue  the  debate  longer  than  usual 
to-night ;  but  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  recede 
from  what  I  have  presumed  to  say  with 
regard  to  the  closing  of  the  debate  on 
Monday.  As  to  the  Question  put  to  me, 
I  am  not  sure  that  I  follow  with  perfect 
deamess  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) ; 
but  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  very  im- 

rrtant  at  the  present  moment,  because 
may  saji  in  answer  to  him  and  in 
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answer  to  the  hon.  Member  behind  me 
(Mr.  Thorold  Rogers),  it  would  be  more 
convenient  to  wait  until  the  House  has 
disposed  of  the  second  reading  before 
considering  any  course  which  it  may  be 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  propose 
to  expedite  the  progress  of  the  Bill. 
All  I  can  say  is  that  there  is  no  recession 
from  the  pledge  I  have  given  that  no 
Government  Business  will  be  allowed  to 
interfere  with  it,  except  Business  of  abso- 
lute necessity.  A  matter  of  absolute  ne- 
cessity would  be  the  disposal  of  the  Tax- 
ing Bill  in  Committee;  but  I  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  that  will  occupy 
any  great  length  of  time.  That  is  the 
only  exception.  I  will  be  able  to  answer 
the  questions  after  the  Bill  has  been 
read  a  second  time  and  the  Bill  has 
arrived  at  the  stage  of  Committee. 

Colonel  MAKINS  asked  whether, 
in  view  of  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  just  said,  it  was  likely  that  the 
House  would  rise  for  Whitsuntide ;  and, 
if  so,  when  it  would  rise,  and  for  what 
length  of  time  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  thought  it  was 
rather  soon  to  ask  that  Question.  He 
would  consider  the  matter. 

Mr.  MACFAELANE  asked  if  it  would 
not  facilitate  the  division  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  on  Monday  if  a  Sitting 
took  place  on  Saturday  ? 

^  Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister whether,  if  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle  were  altered  to  omit 
the  word  *' illegal,'*  the  Motion,  as 
amended,  would  receive  the  support  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  should 
follow  the  wise  example  set  by  the  Chair, 
and  wait  until  the  words  of  the  Motion 
were  before  him  before  giving  a  reply. 
With  regard  to  a  Saturday  Sitting,  he 
looked  upon  the  adoption  of  such  a 
course  as  a  very  strong  measure,  and  he 
would  rather  postpone  raising  that  ques- 
tion for  the  present.  He  did  not  think 
it  was  a  satisfactory  method  to  follow,  as 
it  was  very  difficult  to  secure  the  at- 
tendance of  Members. 

Mr.  J.  COWEN  said,  that,  as  far 
as  he  could  learn,  there  were  certainly 
40  Members  anxious  to  address  the 
House  on  the  Bill.  There  had  been  two 
Agricultural  Commissions  sitting  on  this 
Irish  question,  and  several  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  those  Commissions  were  Mem- 
bers of  this  House.  They  had  visited 
Ireland,  and  engaged  in  an  elaborate  in- 
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quiry,  and  as  yet  not  one  of  those  hon* 
Members  had  had  an  opportunitj  of 
speaking.*  The  Question  he  rose  to  put 
was,  Whether  it  would  not  be  possible 
for  the  Speaker  and  the  Kepresentativee 
of  the  different  Parties  in  the  House  to 
make  an  informal  ballot  of  the  names  of 
the  hon.  Members  who  wished  to  ad- 
dress the  House  ?  If  such  an  arrange- 
ment could  be  come  to,  it  would  greatly 
contribute  to  the  convenience  of  Mem- 
bers ;  and  he  wished  to  know  if  it  would 
be  in  accordance  with  the  Rules  of  the 
House  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  am  always  most 
anxious  to  promote  the  convenience  of 
Members  of  this  House;  but  the  hon. 
Member  is  imposing  a  task  upon  me 
which  is  beyond  my  powers. 

ORDER    OF   TEE  BAY. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BHiL.— [Bill  135.] 
{Mr,  Gladstone,  Mr,  For$Ur,  Mr,  Bright,  Mr, 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland,    Mr,  SoliHUr 

General  for  Ireland^ 

begokd  reading.     adjourned  debate. 
[sixth  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [25th  April],  '*That  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  this  House,  while  willing  to  consider  any  just 
measure,  founded  upon  sound  principles,  that 
will  benefit  tenants  of  land  in  Ireland,  is  of 
opinion  that  the  leading  provisions  of  the  Land 
l^w  (Ireland)  Bill  are  in  the  main  economi- 
cally unsound,  unjust,  and  impolitic," — {Ijord 
Eleho,) 

— instead  thereof. 


Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  returned, 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  that  he  should  make 
his  remarks  as  brief  as  possible,  for  the 
Bill  had  now  been  debated  for  seven 
nights;  and,  so  far  as  he  could  judge, 
very  little  impression  had  been  made 
upon  its  principle.  Many  of  the  speeches 
that  had  been  made  were  directed  rather 
to  the  details  of  the  Bill,  and  might 
have  been  more  appropriately  made  in 
Committee.     When  the  Bill  waa  intro- 
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dnoed,  be  took  the  liberty  of  expressing 
a  general  approval  of  it,  and  as  soon 
as  he  possibly  could  he  most  care- 
fully read  it ;  in  fact,  he  read  it  twice, 
and  he  was  aimost  ashamed  to  tell  the 
House  that  be  understood  it — at  least, 
he  thought  he  did.  But  when  he  heard 
the  speech  of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dublin  Univer- 
sity (Mr.  Gibson),  he  must  say  that  his 
mind  was  quite  upset  on  the  question. 
However,  he  got  right  again  in  about 
five  minutes,  and  when  he  came  to  look 
at  the  Bill  again  he  did  not  feel  at  all 
disturbed.  To  his  mind  that  Bill,  dealing 
with  a  great  and  most  complicated  subject, 
affecting  interests  so  varied  and  so  impor- 
tant, was  a  gpreat  Bill,  and  he  believed  as 
easily  understood  as  any  Bill  that  had 
ever  been  introduced  on  a  great  subject. 
He  should  occupy  the  House  as  briefly  as 
possible  in  suggesting  a  few  points  in 
which  he  thought  the  Bill  might  be  im- 
proved. Of  course,  in  proposing  Amend- 
ments, be  recognized  the  necessity  of 
keeping  strictly  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  for  it  would  be  most  unreasonable 
to  seek  to  alter  its  entire  structure  or 
change  its  principle.  Therefore,  any 
suggestion  he  might  make  to  amend  or 
improve  the  Bill  would,  he  believed,  be 
entirely  within  its  principle,  and  would 
tend  to  the  simplification  and  better 
working  of  the  measure.  The  first  part 
of  the  Bill  contained  the  rules  for  regu- 
lating the  relationship  between  the  land- 
lord and  tenant;  and  as  the  most  im- 
portant question  in  that  part  of  the  Bill 
was  the  question  of  rent,  he  should  first 
of  all  refer  to  that.  His  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Gibson)  was  very 
much  puzzled  indeed,  as  he  said,  as  to 
this  part;  but  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  happened 
one  evening  to  go  to  Belfast,  and  he 
met  there  a  conference  of  hard-headed 
Northerners,  and  underwent  two  hours' 
cross-examination  on  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill;  and  he  thought  he  was  able  to 
understand  those  clauses  dealing  with  a 
fair  rent.  He  thought  also  that  the 
tenant  farmers  of  the  North  understood 
them  too,  though  he  did  not  say  they 
entirely  approved  of  them.  He  did  not 
forget  that  it  was  one  of  the  most  intricate 
and  difficult  parts  of  the  subject;  and,  in 
his  mind,  it  would  be  quite  impossible  to 
arrive  at  any  scientific  way  of  adjusting 
rent  betweon  landlord  and  tenant  in  Ire- 
land. In  that  opinion  Judge  Longfield, 
one  of  the  most  experienced  men  in 
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Ireland  on  this  question,  and  other 
eminent  men  concurred.  Indeed,  the 
former  expressed  his  opinion,  before  the 
Commission,  that  there  was  no  use 
in  laying  down  rules  for  the  regula- 
tion of  rent  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant; and  the  only  way  in  which  it 
could  be  properly  done  was  by  get- 
ting competent  valuators,  and  letting 
them  go  to  the  holdings  and  exercise 
their  own  common  sense  on  the  subject. 
The  clause  dealing  with  fair  rents  was  one 
which  he  thought  was  easily  enough 
understood.  It  was  explained  very  fully 
by  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law). 
The  valuator  should  go  to  the  holding 
and  take  the  holding  as  it  stood.  Of 
course,  if  they  adopted  an  economic  mode 
of  fixing  rent,  they  must  consider  several 
circumstances;  they  must  consider  the 
average  of  the  prices,  say,  for  seven 
years,  of  the  crops  principally  grown  on 
the  holding;  they  must  consider  the 
position  and  circumstances  of  the  hold- 
ing ;  and  they  must  consider  the  cost  of 
production.  But  there  was  another 
element  which  it  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary to  consider  in  fixing  a  fair  rent, 
and  that  was  the  natural  quality  of  the 
soil.  He  maintained  that  it  would  ab- 
solutely be  impossible  for  a  valuator 
going  to  99  holdings  out  of  100  to  see 
what  was  the  natural  quality  of  the  soil. 
It  would,  therefore,  be  very  hard  for 
any  valuator  to  fix  the  rent  by  the  eco- 
nomic method,  or  to  arrive  at  a  fair  rent 
by  any  other  mode  than  that  suggested. 
He  must  have  regard  to  the  holding, 
and  give  expression  to  the  interest  that 
the  tenant  had  in  Ulster  and  in  other 
parts  of  Ireland  under  the  Act  of  1870. 
He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin,  would  he  suggest  that  a  valua- 
tor going  on  his  land  was  not  to  regard 
the  interest  of  the  tenant?  Was  he  not 
bound,  as  the  very  first  thing,  and  as  a 
matter  of  duty,  to  find  out  what  was 
the  interest  the  tenant  had  in  his  hold- 
ing? Of  course,  ho  was  not  to  calcu- 
late that  in  such  a  way  as  to  absorb  the 
interest  of  the  landlord,  or  the  rent  of 
the  landlord.  No  valuator  that  ever 
went,  or  was  ever  likely  to  go  on  land  in 
Ireland,  would  adopt  such  a  course.  In 
fact,  if  such  a  course  as  that  were  adopted, 
in  many  parts  of  Ireland  it  would  make 
the  rent  nothing  at  all.  Any  Judge  that 
went  on  a  holding,  and  commenced  to 
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fix  rent  in  that  way,  tlie  yery  next  thing 
that  ought  to  be  done  wim  that  man 
would  be  to  bring  him  into  a  lunatio 
asylum.    He  believed  that  that  was  not 
the  meaning  of  the  clause,  or  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  in  introducing 
the  clause,  that   the   tenant's  interest 
should  be  calculated  in  that  way ;  but 
he  believed  it  would  be  possible  to 
amend  the  wording  of  the  clause  so  as 
to  remove  all  possibility  of  misunder- 
standing.   The  GK)vemment  had  only 
one  object  in  dealing  with  the  subject, 
and  that  was  to  do  right  between  class 
and  class,  and  to  do  right  between  man 
and  man.    It  would  not  be  very  good 
policy  for  any  Government  or  any  Party 
m  that  House  to  act  on  the  principle  of 
what  they  considered  would  benefit  their 
own  class.    If  thev  did  that,  they  would 
find  that  it  would  injure  their  own  dass 
in  the  long  run.    It  was  very  curious 
that  before  he  lefl;  Oork  for  Belfast  he 
had  a  long  conference  on  this  clause 
with  a  lancQord,  and  that  landlord  said 
if  this  clause  were  allowed  to  stand  in 
the  Bill,  it  would  destroy  the  rent  of  the 
landlord ;  and  when  he  went  to  Belfast, 
some  of  the  tenants  said  if  this  clause 
were  allowed  to  stand  in  the  Bill  it 
would  destroy  their  tenant  right;  but 
the  tenants  of  the  North   of  Ireland 
especially  did  not  like  to  have  any  re- 
valuation.   They  had  made  the  entire 
improvement  on  their  farms,  and  they 
did  not  like  the  idea  of  a  valuator  going 
among  them  every  15  years  and  putting 
on  a  value  on  the  improvements  they 
had  made  themselves.    Therefore,  the 
tenants  in  the  North  of  Ireland  did  not 
wish  that  the  clause  should  stand  as  it 
was,  but  that  there  should  be   some 
words  introduced  enressing  the  mean* 
ing  of  the  Bill  that  their  improvements, 
their  work  done,  or  their  outlay  made 
on  the  land,  should  in  no  way  be  valued 
against  them  in  fixing  the  rent.    He  be- 
lieved such  words  could  be  introduced 
into  the  BilL    There  was  another  ques- 
tion which  had  cropped  up,  and  which 
he  was  quite  sure  had  frightened  the 
landlords  very  much,  and  that  was  as  to 
whether  this  clause  would  tend  to  re- 
duction of  rent    generally  in  Ireland. 
He  must  say  that  on  a  great  many  well- 
managed  estates  in  L^land  there  was 
noiliing  like  exorbitant  rents;  but  he 
believed  that  unreasonable  rises  of  rent 
were  not  confined  to  the  smaller  estates. 

J&-.  Shaw 


Owners  that  were  largely  enoomberod, 
whether  purchasers  in  the  LandedEetstes 
Court  or  hereditary  owners,  had  a  won- 
derftil  tendency  to  increase  their  rents, 
especially  in  the  West  and  South  of  Ire- 
land. [''Hear,  hear ! "]  Hon.  GtendemeQ 
might  say  that  rent  was  but  a  amaii 
matter.    It  was  anything  but  a  small 
matter.   He  knew  himself,  and  they  had 
statements  before  the  Oommission  of  tills 
kind — that  within  30  years  the  rent  on 
an  estate  had  been  raised  from  £600 
a-year  to  £1,500  a-year.    The  meaning 
of  that  was  that  every  man  on  that 
estate,  who,  at  the  beginning,  30  3rear8 
ago,  paid  £2,  was  paying  £6  now.  Was 
not  that  a  serious  tiling  for  a  poor  man? 
Did  it  not  mean  the  deprivation  of  the 
comforts,  and,  in  some  cases,  of  the  very 
necessaries  of  life  ?  Not  long  ago  he  had 
met  a  man  whose  position  was  slightiy 
worse  than  it  was  30  years  ago.     The 
man  accounted  for  the  fact  by  saying 
that  on  his  father's  death  his  rent  was 
increased  by  £10  a-year.    This  addition 
had  prevented  him  from  ever  knowing 
prosperity.    There  was  another  question 
he  wished  to  refer  to  in  passing,  and 
that  was  the  question  of  arrears.     It 
was  a  very  important  question,  and  one 
that  had  not  been  dealt  with  in  the  BilL 
He  confessed,  at  once,  that  it  was  a  most 
difficult  question,  and  most  important 
not  only  for  the  tenants,  but  also  for  the 
landlords ;  because  they  oould  not  hide 
from  themselves   that,    in  the  greater 
part  of  Ireland,  arrears  to  a  very  large 
extent  existed.     The  people  in  those 
districts  were  poor,   and  the  question 
arose,  What  was  to  be  done  with  them  ? 
In  the  question  of  arrears,  he  eliminated 
altogether  the  numerous  cases  where 
people  having  the  means  had  not  paid 
their  rents,  but,  taking  advantage  of  the 
times,  had  kept  their  money  in  their 
pockets.    He  would  also  eliminate  tiiose 
who  were  not  so  very  knowing,  but  who 
were  influenced  by  a  sentiment — and,  he 
believed,  a  very  natural  sentiment—of 
loyalty  to  their  class,  and  who  said  to 
themselves  that  they   were  fighting  a 
very  great  fight — that  they  ooiUd  not 
break  the  rules,  but  that  they  must  work 
loyally  with  their  dass ;  and,  at  the  end, 
he  would  take  away  the  oases  of  poor 
people  that  no  amount  of  indulg^ioe  or 
help  that  that  House  oould  ffive  them 
could  possibly  enable  them  to  jceep  their 
holdings,  so  burdened  were  they  witii 
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debts  and  arrears ;  bat  there  were  within 
that  oircle  a  very  large  number  of  cases 
— such  cases  came  before  the  Commis- 
sion and  himself  privatelj — in  the  South 
and  West  of  Ireland.  There,  diiring 
bad  jears,  poor  people  who  had  been 
compelled  graduallj  to  lessen  their  stock 
and  to  retrench  their  expenses  of  living, 
who  had  endeavoured  to  pay  their  way 
honestly,  and  who  now  were  as  honestly 
in  debt  to  their  landlords  as  any  people 
were,  he  believed  those  were  the  class 
that  ought  to  be  relieved  out  of  their 
difficulty.  Many  of  them  had  been 
paying  exorbitant  rents,  and  would 
nave  struggled  to  pay  their  rents,  but 
for  the  baa  times.  He  thought  the 
House  ought  to  pass  a  Besolution  ask- 
ing the  Ut>vemment  to  instruct  the 
Oounty  Oourt  Judges  in  every  case  of 
that  kind  to  postpone  ejectments  until 
such  a  time  as  the  Court  about  to  be 
constituted  under  the  Bill  could  look 
into  the  case  and  afford  some  relief. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  House 
would  give  such  instructions  to  the 
Oounty  Court  Judges ;  but  he  knew  that 
it  was  not  an  unusual  thing  for  County 
Oourt  Judges  to  postpone  payment 
of  ordinary  debts.  It  might  be  said 
that  it  was  against  the  laws  of  poli- 
tical economy  to  allow  County  Court 
Judges,  or  any  Court,  to  interfere  with 
debt  due;  but  they  did  it  every  day. 
If  an  exorbitant  rate  of  interest  was 
charged  by  a  private  money  lender,  or 
butt^  merchant,  nothing  was  more 
common  than  for  a  County  Court  Judge 
to  say  it  was  quite  unreasonable,  and 
that  he  would  not  allow  it.  There  was, 
therefore,  no  difficulty  in  their  way  in 
saying  that  they  would  not  allow  pay- 
ment of  the  rent  that  was  exorbitant  or 
excessive.  There  were  one  or  two  other 
points  in  the  Bill  which  he  thought 
might  be  judiciously  amended.  He 
knew  that  there  had  not  been,  in  the 
entire  evidence  taken  by  the  Gommis- 
■ion,  any  difference  of  opinion  almost  as 
to  the  incompetency  of  a  County  Court 
Judge,  sitting  alone,  to  decide  on  ques- 
tions of  this  kind.  A  suggestion  had 
been  made  which  he  thought  might  well 
be  followed.  It  was  that  two  Assistant 
Commissioners  should  be  associated  with 
the  Oounty  Court  Judges  as  members  of 
the  Court  when  questions  under  the  Act 
were  to  be  ducided.  He  was  not  at  all  in 
Davour  of  abolishing  the  Court  as  a  Court 
ofBeoord.  He  womd  retain  as  Chairman 


the  Judge  who  was  accustomed  to  hear 
and  weigh  evidence;  but  he  thought 
it  would  be  essential  that  questions  of 
valuation  should  not  be  left  entirely  to  a 
lawyer,  who  had  no  experience  whatever 
of  it.  There  was  another  question  that 
was  of  very  great  importance,  which  was 
the  question  of  leasenolders.  It  had  been 
recommended  by  the  Commission  that 
leases  made  since  1870,  where  there  was 
any  proof  of  their  having  been  forced  on 
the  tenant,  should  be  re-opened,  and  with 
that  suggestion  he  entirely  concurred. 
There  was  this  difference,  of  course,  that 
if  they  opened  leases  in  one  direction 
they  must  open  them  in  the  other — if  they 
allowed  the  tenant  to  come  in  and  say 
he  claimed  the  leases  should  be  opened, 
he  did  not  see  how  they  could  deny  the 
landlord  the  same  right.  So  the  ques- 
tion arose,  whether  on  the  whole  it 
would  not  be  worse,  rather  than  better, 
for  the  tenant  if  they  opened  leases.  He 
thought  himself  there  were  very  few 
cases  where  leases  containing  unreason- 
able conditions  had  been  forced  on 
tenants  since  1870;  but  he  knew  there 
were  quite  enough  to  make  it  worthy 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  If  they 
looked  into  it,  they  would  find  it  would 
not  be  any  such  great  disruption  of  the 
question  of  leases  as  most  people  ima- 
g^ed.  Therefore,  when  there  was  this 
grievance  pressing  on  the  people,  he 
thought  it  would  not  be  reasonable  to 
ask  that  it  should  have  some  considera- 
tion. There  was  another  question  of 
leases.  So  far  as  he  understood  the  pro- 
posals contained  in  the  Bill,  the  present 
leaseholders  would  not,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  become  present  tenants  at  the 
expiration  of  their  leases.  He  supposed 
that  to  mean  that  the  lease  must  run 
out,  and  that  the  tenant  at  the  end  of 
the  lease  must  become  a  '  *  future  tenant." 
Now,  he  thought  that,  in  many  cases, 
that  would  not  be  unreasonable — that 
was,  on  large  estates,  where  the  tenants 
held  the  position  very  much  of  English 
and  Scotch  tenants,  where  they  had 
taken  their  holdings  with  all  the  ma- 
chinery of  the  farm  ready  for  them — 
where  they  had  taken  their  holdings, 
being  mostly  intelligent  men,  on  con- 
ditions which  they  understood  and  agreed 
to.  In  their  cases  he  did  not  see  why  at 
the  end  of  their  term  they  should  not 
surrender  their  holdings,  as  was  usual  in 
England,  if  the  landlord  reauirod  them 
to  do  so.    A  lease  in  Ireland  meant 
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almost  nothing,  in  99  cases  out  of  100, 
but  a  fixing  of  the  rent  for  31  years ; 
and  no  landlord  expected,  and  no  tenant 
ever  thought,  that  the  condition  in  the 
lease  providing  that  at  the  end  of  the 
lease  the  holding  should  be  g^ven  up  to 
the  landlord  would  ever  be  enforced. 
The  holding  was  as  much  a  perpetual 
holding  as  any  other  with  a  perpetual 
right  of  renewal.    Now,  his  impression 
was  that  it  would  be  a  very  unjust 
thing  to  tenants  on  many  estates,  where 
they  had  taken  leases  a&  a  matter  of 
form,   that   they  should    be    excluded 
from  the  very  best  part  of  this  Bill,  be- 
cause they  were  accommodating  enough 
to  take  a  lease,  probably  because  that 
lease  put  £4  or  £5  in  the  pocket  of  an 
attorney  or  agent,  or  because  they  took 
a  lease  to  oblige  the  landlord ;   while 
their  neighbours  on  the  same  estate, 
who  had  refused  to  take  leases — and  he 
had  known  cases  of  this  kind — were  to 
come  in  for  all  the  advantages  of  the 
Bill.    He    thought    this  was  a    point 
which  was  well  worthy  the  attention  of 
the  Government.      There  were    many 
other  points  of  a  minor  character  in  the 
sub-clauses  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  at  all  his  part  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  witn  them 
now.    They  would  come  up  more  natu- 
rally in  Committee,  when  the  Bill  had 
reached  that  stage.    Now,   as  to  the 
purchase  clauses.     They  were  by  many 
looked  on  as  the  most  important  part  of 
the  Bill ;  and  he  looked  on  them  him- 
self as  clauses  of  exceeding  importance, 
and  all  the  more  necessary  to  be  simple 
and  easily  worked.    The  Commissioners 
that  were  about  to  be  appointed  would 
have  immense  power — that  was,  if  they 
were  allowed  really  to  work  the  Bill. 
They  all  knew  that  Bills  and  Acts  of 
Parliament  were  very  good  things,  pro- 
vided they  were  carried  out  properly ; 
and  he  believed  this  Act,  if  the  Com- 
missioners had  not  discretion  and  power 
to  carry  out  its  provisions,   would  be 
just  as  ineffectual  as  many  other  Acts  of 
jParliament   were    in    Ireland.      Some 
landlords,   he  believed,   thought    they 
ought  to  have  the  option  of  selling  t^eir 
estates,  in  case  they  did  not  come  under 
the  tenancy  clauses  of  the  Bill.    He  did 
not  at  all  agree  with  that.    He  believed 
that  would  put  the  landlords  in  a  position 
they  had  no  right  to  be  in,  and  put  the 
Oovemment  in  a  position  they  ought 
not  to  consent  to  be  placed  in.    What  I 
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would  be  the  effect  of  it  ?    They  would 
have  at  once  a  rush  of  all  the  landlords 
of  Ireland  on  the  Government.     The 
Government  would  be  bound  to  bay, 
independently  of  whether  the  tenants 
were  willing  to  buy  or  not,  and  this 
would  be  the  consequence— that  over, 
perhaps,  half  of  Ireland    they    would 
have  for  the  next  SO,   40,  or  50  years 
the    Government    of    the    country    in 
the  position  of  landlord  to  all  the  ten- 
ants in  the  country.     He  did  not  think 
they  could  have  a  more  objectionable 
state  of  things.    Now,  in  the  Bill  as  it 
stood  there  was  no  difficulty,  he  thought, 
for  any  landlord  who  wished  to  effect  a 
sale,  either  to  communicate  with  the 
tenant,  or  to  negotiate  through  the  Com- 
missioners ;   for  he  presimied  that  the 
landlords  would  be  authorized  through 
the  Commissioners  or  the  sub-Commis- 
sioners to  negotiate  with  the  tenants  or 
leaseholders.    It  would  be  essential  that 
the  Commissioners  and  Assistant  Com- 
missioners should  not  be  men  merely 
sitting  in  Dublin,  but  men  knowing  the 
country,  and  men  in  whom  the  landlords 
as  well  as  the  tenants  would  have  some 
confidence.     Then,  when  the  landlord 
was  willing  to  sell,  they  would  be  able 
to  negotiate  between  the  parties  as  to 
the  terms  of  sale.     In  that  way  he  be- 
lieved that  every  landlord  in  Ireland 
who  wished  to  sell,  if  he  was  willing  to 
sell  at  a  fair  price,  would  be  able  to 
sell  under  the  Bill ;  but  there  was  this 
defect  that  he  thought  the  Gt>vernment 
would  do  well  to  look  at — the  Commis- 
sioners would  have  power  to  purchase 
and  power  to  sell,  but  no  power  to  re- 
claim any  land  on  the  estate.     They 
might,   perhaps,   in  Munster  or   Con- 
naught  buy  a  large  estate,  where  half  or 
two-thirds  of  the  tenants  were  anxious 
to  purchase,  and  there  might  be  left  in 
their  hands  an  immense  tract  of  land, 
with  tenants  scattered  over  it,  on  which 
an  outlay  of  £2,000  or  £3,000  would  be 
of  immense  benefit  to  the  tenants;  in 
fact,  by  making  some  outlay  upon  it, 
they  brought  it  into  a  position  when 
tenants  would  be  most  anxious  to  get 
it ;  whereas,  if  they  left  it  where  it  was, 
in  a  half  reclaimed  state,  they  would  find 
it  very  hard  indeed  to  get  tenants  to 
purchase.     He  thought  they  ought  to 
give  the  Commissioners  some  powers  in 
estates  of  this  kind  to  lay  out  money  on 
improvements  and  reclamation.   In  fact, 
the  clauses  referring  to  reclamation  were 
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to  his  mind  very  defective.  He  did  not 
believe  in  Companies  being  empowered  to 
carry  out  these  reclamations.  They  were 
very  backward  in  Ireland  in  the  way  of 
commercial  enterprize.  They  were  very 
slow  in  forming  Companies ;  and  if  this 
was  carried  out  at  all,  they  would  have 
Companies  consisting  of  English  or  Scotch 
jobbers  going  over  to  work  out  some 
scheme  of  their  own.  At  all  events, 
there  would  be  a  great  deal  of  public 
money  put  into  it  in  one  way  or  another, 
and  very  little  ever  got  out  of  it.  He 
believed  the  reclamation  of  waste  lands 
should  be  intrusted  to  the  Commissioners 
as  part  of  their  duty,  and  he  believed  it 
would  be  best  carried  out  if  it  was  car- 
ried out  by  the  tenants  themselves.  He 
had  seen  in  the  South,  as  well  as  in  the 
North  of  Ireland,  wonderful  reclama- 
tions which  had  been  carried  out  by 
tenants  in  the  last  20  or  SO  years — 
tracts  of  land — mountain  tracts,  bogs 
that  you  could  not  walk  over — and  on 
that  land  crops  of  wheat  and  barley 
were  growing  now,  and  this  was  all 
done  by  the  tenants  themselves.  There 
would  be  nothing  easier.  He  did  not 
for  a  moment  deny  that  there  might  be 
estates  in  Ireland  where  it  might  be 
possible  to  effect  large  reclamations,  and 
upon  which  this  measure  might  be  made 
useful  for  laying  down  a  large  scheme 
of  reclamations;  but  he  believed  the 
best  reclamation  would  be  that  which 
the  tenant  would  be  able  to  effect,  where 
he  was  working  on  a  spot  he  could  make 
his  own  by  the  employment  of  his  own 
energy.  The  clauses  affecting  emigra- 
tion he  did  not  mean  to  enlarge  upon 
in  detail ;  but  he  did  wish  to  say  he  did 
not  see  the  slig^htest  harm  in  their  pass- 
ing in  the  Bill,  if  the  proposal  was  to 
be  confined  to  grants  which  should  en- 
able whole  families,  and  not  individual 
members  of  them,  to  emig^te  and  re- 
commence life  in  a  new  world.  He 
happened  to  be  a  member  of  a  Com- 
mittee for  the  relief  of  the  distress  in 
Ireland,  and  they  set  apart  a  small  sum 
to  be  distributed  by  the  members  of  the 
Committee  in  helping  emigration.  They 
did  not,  as  a  rule,  give  a  single  6</.  of 
that  money  to  boys  or  girls.  They  did, 
he  believed,  in  every  case,  and  at  least 
in  every  one  that  went  through  his  hands, 
g^ve  help  to  families  to  go  out  altogether 
to  America.  He  had  known  some  most 
interesting  cases,  where  a  poor  woman 
and  her  children  wore  left  at  home  with 


relations,  while  the  father  went — and 
sometimes  the  father  and  mother  went 
— across  the  Atlantic  and  left  their 
children  in  Ireland ;  their  hearts  in 
Ireland  and  their  energies  and  work 
in  America.  He  believed  no  Govern- 
ment, even  if  they  meant  it — which  he 
did  not  think  any  Q-ovemment  ever 
would — could  use  these  clauses  in  a 
way  which  would  be  detrimental  to  the 
people  of  Ireland.  [''Oh,  oh!"]  There 
was  the  parish  priest,  whom  tne  man 
would  consult,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
before  he  took  a  single  step  in  the  mat- 
ter. There  was  public  opinion,  there 
was  the  Press,  and  there  was  that 
House ;  and  did  any  man  in  his  senses 
think  that  any  extensive  system  of  emi- 
gration could  be  carried  on  in  Ireland 
against  the  interests  of  the  people? 
[*«Yes!"  and  "Oh,  oh!"]  At  all 
events,  he  was  not  afraid  to  say  what 
he  thought  on  the  subject ;  and  he 
spoke,  not  from  knowledge  gathered  on 
platforms,  but  from  the  knowledge  he 
had  gathered  from  the  people  them- 
selves in  Castlebar,  Roscommon,  Sligo, 
and  all  around  the  coast.  He  not  only 
met  hundreds  of  the  people  in  the  rooms 
when  the  Committee  examined  them, 
but  he  spent  every  hour  he  could  spare 
in  going  among  the  people.  He  did  not 
wish  them  to  emigrate.  He  believed 
every  man  in  Ireland,  and  a  great  many 
more,  would  have  work  very  soon  in 
Ireland.  He  did  not  believe  the  clauses 
would  be  very  much  used,  no  matter 
how  they  were  framed ;  but  he  believed 
this — there  would  be  many  people  in 
Ireland  who  would  be  glad  to  go  out  of 
the  country,  if  they  saw  their  way  to  go 
in  comfort,  and  settle  down  in  America. 
How  was  it  the  Scotchman  was  every- 
where? The  Scotchman  did  not  bind 
himself  down  on  a  rock  or  a  bog;  he 
never  was  happy  except  when  he  got  away 
from  his  own  countrv.  Was  he  the  less  a 
Scotchman?  Not  a  bit  of  it.  There  were 
fine  examples  of  emigration  from  Ire« 
land  and  of  very  successful  emigration,  at 
that  present  time,  sitting  in  that  House. 
But  he  believed  there  was  plenty  of 
land  in  Ireland,  and  that  migrating  the 
people,  reclaiming  the  land,  and,  as  he 
hoped  most  sincerely,  stirring  up  Indus- 
tries  in  the  country,  would  give  employ- 
ment, and  ample  employment,  to  every- 
one in  the  country.  But  if  families 
wished  to  emigrate,  he  would  much 
rather  that,  instead  of  spending  their 
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own  few  pounds  on  taking  money  from 
the  poor  rates,  they  should  take  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  the 
manner  proposed  in  this  Bill.  As  far 
as  the  money  clauses  of  the  Bill  were 
concerned,  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  either  propose  or  accept  Amend- 
ments which  would  have  the  effect  of 
making  them  more  elastic.  The  other 
night  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  suggested  a  plan,  which,  of 
course,  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  could  not  object 
to,  as  he  happened  to  suggest  it  himself 
when  acting  as  Eoyal  Commissioner, 
and  that  was  that  the  money  neces- 
sary for  assisting  the  tenant  to  buy 
his  holding  should  be  raised  as  a  sepa- 
rate fund  upon  debentures,  the  Church 
Surplus,  or  some  other  fund,  being 
taken  as  a  basis,  as  security.  He,  how- 
ever, very  much  preferred  the  plan  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill ;  because  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  they  could  not  get  any 
separate  Commissioners  to  raise  money 
by  debenture,  and  get  it  in  the  open 
market  within  1  per  cent  of  the  rate  at 
which  the  Government  could  borrow. 
However  good  the  security  they  offered 
might  be,  the  Commissioners  could  not 
borrow  a  sufficient  amount  in  Ireland 
to  enable  them  to  carry  into  opera- 
tion with  effect  the  great  work  pro- 
posed to  be  effected  by  the  purchasing 
clauses  of  the  Bill.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  they  had  barely  enough  money 
to  carry  on  the  business  of  the  country, 
and  if  the  business  grew  very  much 
without  the  wealth  increasing  propor- 
tionately, they  would  have  to  get  money 
elsewhere.  They  would  have  to  come  to 
England  for  money,  and  no  man  in  his 
senses  would  suppose  that  any  Dublin 
Commissioners  could  borrow  money  in 
the  London  market  on  such  security  as 
they  could  offer,  except  at  a  hi^h  rate  of 
interest — that  was  to  say,  under  4  per 
cent,  unless  they  could  give  Government 
security.  But  it  was  in  the  interest  of 
the  poor  man  that  the  money  should  be 
got  as  cheaply  as  possible ;  and,  there- 
fore. Government  security  should  be 
given  for  the  money  borrowed.  Of 
course,  if  they  adopted  the  plan  in  the 
Bill,  and  if  they  found  this  fund  at  any 
time  to  be  increasing  to  an  enormous 
extent,  so  as  to  derange  the  monetary 
affairs  of  the  country,  it  would  always 
be  open  to  any  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  introduce  a  Bill  to  tepa- 
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rate  this  fiind  from  the  general  funds  of 
the  nation.  The  right  non.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Westminster  had  laid 
great  stress  upon  the  danger  to  which 
future  Govemoients  would  be  exposed 
if  the  fund  were  to  be  mixed  up  with 
those  of  the  nation.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  a  Chancellor  of  Uie 
Exchequer  would  find  himself  in  a  posi- 
tion of  great  difficulty  if  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers  were  to  come  to  him  and  say — '*  If 
you  do  not  do  so  and  so,  we  will  not 
support  you ;  but  if  you  do  so  and  bo, 
we  will  support  you."  The  rijght  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  speak  from  ex- 
perience. He  (Mr.  Shaw)  knew  this — 
that  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
at  the  Treasury,  he  happened  to  ^ 
there  concerning  some  reduction  in 
interest ;  and  he  never  met  a  man  who 
could  say  *'  No "  with  better  grace 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Some 
people  said  **  No,"  and  it  was  very  much 
like  a  slap  in  the  face;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  bowed  them  out,  and 
wished  he  could  relieve  them,  but  hereally 
could  not.  Did  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man mean  to  say  there  were  any  Irish 
Members  who,  when  he  was  at  the  Trea- 
sury, offered  any  corrupt  compromise 
with  him?  [Mr.  W.  H.  Smith:  No, 
no !]  No ;  nothing  of  the  kind  ever 
occurred.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  the  first  man  to  spurn  such 
overtures;  and  if  such  audacious  pro- 
posals were  made  to  him  he  would 
lose  much  of  his  sweetness  of  manner 
and  return  a  very  stern  answer  to 
the  suggestion.  The  thing  was  per- 
fectly absurd.  He  (Mr.  Shaw)  be- 
lieved that  payments  required  for  any 
source  made  under  the  ^ill  would  be 
made  by  the  poor  people  of  Ireland  as 
honestly  as  payments  were  made  now 
when  they  owed  money.  [**  Oh,  oh ! "] 
Yes,  as  honestly ;  for  he  could  say,  from 
his  own  experience,  there  were  no  peo- 
ple in  the  world  honester  than  the  Irish 
peasantry.  There  were  no  people  as 
thrifty  and  cheerful ;  and  when  they 
owed  a  debt  as  anxious  to  discharge  it. 
Of  course,  at  the  present  time  they  were 
agitated,  and  they  were  told  that  certain 
things  were  not  debts;  but  let  them 
really  believe  they  owed  a  debt,  and 
they  were  most  anxious  to  meet  it.  He 
did  not  see  they  could  improve  the  Bill 
very  much  in  that  way.  They  would 
be  glad  to  have  all  the  money  the  Ex- 
chequer could  give  them,  and  he  thought 
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it  was  yery  likely  it  would  be  used  with 

great  advantage.  Now»  how  was  die 
ill  met  ?  They  had  two  Amendments 
on  the  Paper.  The  first  one— the 
Amendment  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord 
Elcho) — was  one  of  a  stock  character. 
It  could  be  put  down  against  any  Bill 
ever  brought  in ;  for  it  declared  that  the 
House  was  anxious  to  do  the  beet  it 
could,  but  the  Bill  was  economically  un- 
sound, unjust,  and  impolitic.  There  was 
nothing  orig^al,  nothing  tiiat  touched 
the  BiU  specially,  nothing  but  what  in- 
duced him  to  belieye  that,  subject  to  a 
slight  verbal  alteration,  the  Amendment 
could  not  as  well  have  been  set  down 
against  the  Bankruptcy  Bill  as  against 
this  Bill.  Then,  again,  last  we&  he 
read  an  essay  by  a  Nobleman  who  had 
made  some  sacrifices  for  his  opinions, 
and  who  therefore  deserved  respect. 
The  Nobleman  in  question,  the  Duke  of 
Argyll,  had  said  that  the  bright  spots 
and  comfortable  homesteads  of  L*eland 
had  been  brought  about  by  the  landlords 
of  the  country.  He  (Mr.  Shaw)  could 
well  understand  anyone,  after  reading 
the  essay,  saying — ''  Oh,  the  gentleman 
who  wrote  these  words  knows  nothing  of 
the  subject.  He^nows  it  theoreticflJly, 
and  he  frames  a  scheme  of  Land  Eeform 
for  L-eland,  just  as  an  engineer  in  West- 
minster would  plan  a  railway  from  Cork 
to  Bantry,  without  even  taking  a  mea- 
surement, or  going  over  the  land."  No 
one  who  coud  write  these  sentences 
could  really  know  anything  about  the 
matter.  Who  had  made  the  bright  spots 
of  which  the  Duke  of  Argyll  wrote? 
Who  had  turned  the  country  from  North 
to  South  and  East  to  West  into  a  smiling 
garden  in  many  places  ?  Not  the  owner, 
but  the  tenant  farmer.  He  (Mr.  Shaw) 
would  take  them  to  the  estates  of  Lord 
Downshire,  the  Duke  of  Abercom,  Lord 
Portsmouth,  and  the  Duke  of  Devon- 
shire, and  ask  them  whether  the  outlay 
of  the  tenants  on  those  estates  did  not 
amount  to  the  value  of  the  landlord's  in- 
terest in  the  land.  In  fact,  if  they  came 
to  some  bright  spot,  to  some  comfortable 
homestsad,  they  found  that  in  all  cases, 
except  those  of  landlords  whom  they 
ooula  count  on  their  finger  ends,  the 
spot  had  been  made  bright,  and  the 
homestead  had  beto  made  comfortable, 
by  the  tenant  fanners  of  Ireland.  The 
landlords  themselves  had  the  opinion 
ii  one  time  that  they  had  done  an  im- 


mense deal  in  Ireland.  At  all  events, 
a  Committee  of  landlords  came  before 
the  Commission  in  Dublin,  and  they 
gave  them  a  tabulated  statement  of 
the  outlay  made  during  the  last  40 
years.  That  outlay  amounted  to  some- 
thing like  £8,500,000~a  great  deal  of 
money ;  but  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  a^ed  them 
— '*How  much  of  that  was  borrowed 
from  the  Government,  and  for  which 
the  tenants  paid  interest?  "  One  of  the 
gentlemen  very  honestly  said — *'The 

greater  part."  It  struck  him  (Mr. 
haw)  that  the  money  was  laid  out,  not 
by  the  landlords,  but  by  the  tenants ; 
but,  after  all,  what  did  it  amount  to  ? 
Something  like  £90,000  a-year  for  40 
years.  Even  if  it  were  all  landlords' 
money,  it  would  be  a  mere  nothins^ 
compared  with  the  sums  that  English 
and  Scotch  landlords  spend  in  connec- 
tion with  their  land.  An  attempt  had 
been  made  to  frighten  the  House  by 
saying  the  Bill  laid  down  principles 
which  must  come  into  use  in  England 
and  Scotland.  The  moment  the  land  in 
England  and  Scotland  was  reduced  to 
the  same  condition  as  that  of  Ireland, 
the  sound  and  just  provisions  of  the 
Bill  would  come  to  the  people  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  as  they  had  come — 
late  enough — to  Ireland  ;  but  what  had 
been  the  position  of  English  and  Scotch 
landlords?  He  believed  that  if  they 
took  the  rental  of  England,  it  would 
be  found  that  about  half  of  that  rental 
represented  the  outlay  of  the  landlord 
on  the  land  itself,  for  which  he  got  a 
very  small  return  indeed  in  interest. 
They  had  heard  a  good  deal  of  the 
unfortunate  Irish  tenant,  because  of  his 
land  hunger ;  but  there  was  never  such 
land  hunger  in  Ireland  as  was  shown 
by  the  nch  men  in  England.  The 
moment  men  in  England  got  hold  of 
money,  hunger  for  land  took  possession 
of  them  as  a  disease,  and  even  for  1  or 
2  per  cent  they  put  their  money  in  land. 
The  Irish  tenant  put  his  money  in  land ; 
but  in  his  case  he  got  a  foundation  in 
the  earth;  he  got  a  home  for  himself 
and  family.  The  English  capitalist  had 
invested  in  land  for  the  sake  of  influence. 
If  the  land  in  Ireland  was  managed  on 
the  same  system  as  that  of  England 
by  the  landlords,  instead  of  this  miser- 
able sum  of  £3,600,000,  £200,000,000 
would  have  been  expended  on  the  land. 
If  the  landlords  were  to  come  to  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  and  ask  to  settle 
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their  claims,  he  believed  the  interest  of 
the  tenants  —  he  did    not    mean    any 
sentimental  interest  —  would  be    esti- 
mated at   £120,000,000.      He  did  not 
speak  without  having  looked  into  this 
matter  carefully,  and  the  amount  would 
not  be  less  than  £1*20,000,000.      It  was 
said — '*You  are  in  this  Bill  transferrin^^ 
the  property  of  one  man  to  another." 
They  were  not  doing  anything  of  the 
kind.     For   generations  and   centuries 
they  had  allowed  the  property  to  grow 
up  in  Ireland  in  the  manner  it  had, 
and  they  had  allowed  the  poor  man  to 
put  his  energy  and  money  into  the  pro- 
perty; and  the  result  of  that  labour  they 
had  allowed  the  landlord  by  the  law,  but 
against  all  principle  of  equity,  to  appro- 
priate to  his  own  benefit.     The  conse- 
quence was  that  they  must  now  lay  down 
principles  which  must  define  the  relation 
of  the  labourer  to  the  land,  for  the  Bill 
would  merely  give  the  tenant  what  was 
justly  his  own.     He  did  not  know  how 
the  Bill  would  be  dealt  with  in  Com- 
mittee ;    but  he    supposed   and  hoped 
it  would  be  improved,  and  that,   after 
undergoing  that  process,  it  would  pro- 
ceed to  ** another  place,"  to  be  amended 
there.     But  ther.e  were  adverse  Amend- 
ments ;  and  it  might  also  come  down, 
after  having  passed  through  that  '*  other 
place,"   in   a  form   which  this   House 
could  not  accept  at  tho  end  of  the  Ses- 
sion.    Ho  wished  to  ask  the  Iiish  Mem- 
bers who  sat  in  that  House  what  they 
thought  they   would   do    if    tho  Bill, 
through  the  action  of  Party,  or  through 
a  desire  to  show  off  a  new  Leadership, 
or  to  damage  the  present  Government, 
or  to  annoy  the  Prime  Minister,  or  for 
any  other  reason,  forgetting  the  inte- 
rests of  the  country,   the  Bill  was  so 
damaged  that  the  Irish  Members  could 
not  accept  it?     Why  should  not  the 
Conservatives    try    and  make    that    a 
good  and  workable  Bill?    The    land- 
lords were  involved  in  the  question,  and 
there  was  no  desire  to  hurt  or  injure 
them  ;  and  when  the  Bill  went  into  Com- 
mittee he  was  sure  the  majority  of  the 
Irish  Members  would  be  found  voting 
on  the  side  of  justice.     Some  landlords 
thought  they  would  be  hurt  by  the  Bill. 
Ho  did  not  think  they  would  be.     He 
had  spoken  on  the  subject  of  the  Bill  to 
a  landlord  who  was  at  that  moment 
sitting  under  the  Gallery.     That  land- 
lord had  a  large  estate  which  he  derived 
from  his  ancestors.    He  asked  him  whe- 
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ther  he  thought  the  Bill  would  Htut 
him  ?  The  answer  was  **No."  He  asked 
whether    he    was  going  to   leave  the 
country  when  the  Bill  passed.    In  reply, 
the  landlord  said  he  was  not  going  to  do 
so,  but  would  make  improvements  on 
his  property.     The  Whig  landlords  of 
Ireland  had  more  fear  of  the  Bill  than 
the  Conservative  landlords ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Shaw)  had  heard  more  absurd  nonsense 
talked  about  the  Bill  by  Whig  landlords 
than  by  Conservatives.  The  Whigs  knew 
just    enough  of   political    economy  to 
confuse  them ;  whilst  the  Conservatives 
would  not  be  troubled  with  such  non- 
sense   as    political    economy;    and  he 
thought  they  would  give  less  opposition 
to  the  Bill  than  those  whom  he  termed 
the  Whig  landlords   would.    Many  of 
the  Conservative  landlords  lived  in  Ire- 
land,  and  were  good  landlords ;   and 
when  the   present   agitation   subsided 
they  would  be  as  good  friends  to  the 
tenants  as  they  were  before.    But  if  the 
Bill  did  not  come  down  to  the  House  of 
Commons  from  the  House  of  Lords,  the 
country  would  have  to  respond  to  the 
challenge  made  to  them  by  the  here- 
ditary sense-carriers.    Would  the  House 
of  Commons  be  content  to  let  another  12 
months  pass  without  settling  the  ques- 
tion ?    Would  the  result  of  all  this  be 
that  the  Irish  Members  would  be  sent 
back  to  Ireland  to  take  the  matter  into 
their  own   hands  to  settle.     [**  Hear, 
hear !  "]    He  did  not  mean  in  the  sense 
that  some  people  had  been  settling  it. 
He  thought  that  if  the  landlords  and 
tenants   came  together  and  compared 
notes,  in  nine-tenths  of  Ireland  there 
would  be  no  question  at  all.    But  they 
had  not  come  together.     The  system  of 
land  agency  in  Ireland  was  altogether 
different  from  that  in  England,  for  the 
agents  of  property  in  Ireland  were  men 
who  got  so  much  per  cent  on  the  rent 
paid  by  the  tenants ;  and,  as  a  result  of 
that  system,  landlords  of  Ireland  knew 
very  little  about  their  tenants,  or  the 
state  of  their  farm  or  house.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  a  collision  between 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament  on  this 
subject,  his  opinion  was  that  it  would 
not  be  for  the  interest  of  the  country,  or 
of  any  reform  of  this  kind,  that  it  should 
be  wrung  from  any  particular  class  by 
force.  But  it  would  be  a  miserable  thing 
to  have  it  go  forth  to  the  communi^ 
that  that  class  had  no  considerations  but 
of  selfishness  and  self-interest.    If  anj 
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powerful  class  placed  its  foundation  on 
such  motives  so  surely  was  the  doom  of 
that  class  near.  He  hoped  the  matter 
would  not  be  looked  at  from  a  Party 
point  of  view,  but  from  the  point  of  view 
of  a  great  and  serious  desire  to  settle  tliis 
urgent  Irish  question.  They  needed  a 
g^eat  deal  in  Ireland ;  they  needed  in- 
dustries for  the  people  ;  and  they  needed 
that  their  powers  and  energies  should 
not  be  dissipated  in  anything  but  the 
work  of  the  country,  and  in  the  progress 
of  the  country.  He  believed  it  would 
not  be  the  fault  of  any  Irish  Members  of 
that  House  if  that  was  not  the  result ; 
and  he  hoped  Party  consideration  would 
be  laid  on  one  side,  and  that  this  reform 
would  not  be  shelved  through  Parties 
striking  blows  not  for  justice,  but  for 
self-interest. 

Mb.  MACNAGHTEN:  Sir,  I  envy 
and  admire  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
County  (Mr.  Shaw).  I  envy  his  power 
of  understanding  this  Bill.  I  admire 
the  complacency  with  which  he  re- 
gards it.  I  am  not  so  fortunate — I 
cannot  say  I  understand  the  Bill,  and 
I  do  not  altogether  like  it;  and  then 
I  do  not  like  the  Amendments  at 
all.  I  am  unable  to  vote  either  for  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho), 
or  for  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  North  Leicestershire 
(Lord  John  Manners).  The  two  Amend- 
ments differ  in  tone  and  in  language.  In 
substance  and  in  reality  they  are  much 
the  same.  They  both  mean,  if  they 
mean  anything,  that  the  Bill  is  to  be 
shelved  or  put  by  for  a  time.  They  will 
be  so  understood  in  Ireland  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  the  land.  Sir, 
the  question  cannot  be  dealt  with  in  that 
manner.  It  will  be  nothing  less  than  a 
national  calamity  if  the  House  does  not 
put  aside  all  Party  feeling  and  do  its 
best  to  settle  the  question  as  speedily  as 
possible.  I  cannot,  therefore,  support 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire,  or  any 
Amendment  that  may  tend,  or  even 
have  the  appearance  of  tending,  to 
delay  the  settlement  of  the  question. 
But,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  that  does  not 
entirely  relieve  me  from  difficulty — for 
I  am  not  much  enamoured  of  the  Bill, 
regarding  it  in  relation  to  its  probable 
effect  on  that  part  of  Ireland  with  which 
I  am  connected.  Into  the  wider  and 
more   general  question  as  to  its  effect 


on  the  rest  of  Ireland  and  the  United 
Kingdom  I  do  not  propose  to  enter. 
There  are  many  Members  in  the  House, 
and  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  who 
are  much  more  competent  to  deal  with 
that  question  than  I  am.  If  the  House 
will  bear  with  me  for  a  short  time,  I 
shaU  have  quite  enough  to  do  in  deal- 
ing with  Ulster,  speaking  mainly  from 
my  own  personal  knowledge  of  the 
county  of  Antrim  and  the  relations 
which  exist  there  between  landlord  and 
tenant.  Sir,  as  I  said,  I  am  disappointed 
with  this  Bill.  I  had  hoped  for  a  mea- 
sure plain,  simple,  and  intelligible.  I 
find  a  Bill  complex  and  complicated, 
intricate  and  perplexing  beyond  all  pre- 
cedent— ^beyond  the  precedent  of  1870 — 
confused  and  involved  in  its  arrange- 
ment, ambiguous  and  obscure  in  its 
language,  silent  where  it  ought  to 
have  spoken,  speaking  not  infrequently 
where  silence  would  have  been  better 
and  wiser — in  some  places  unfair  to  the 
tenant,  in  others  unjust  to  the  landlord. 
I  had  hoped  for  a  tribunal  that  would 
have  been  cheap,  expeditious,  and  acces- 
sible to  all,  and  one  that  would  have 
commanded  universal  respect.  I  find 
a  tribunal  which,  in  my  humble  judg- 
ment, will  be  utterly  unable  to  grapple 
with  the  multifarious  business  and  diverse 
interests  that  will  come  under  its  ken — 
that  will  have  to  appoint  deputies  and 
substitutes,  and  journeymen  liable  to  be 
dismissed  at  a  moment's  notice,  with  no 
fixity  of  tenure  for  themselves,  and  no 
security  in  their  occupation ;  and,  above 
all,  a  tribunal  that  leaves  untouched,  as 
the  Court  of  First  Instance,  a  Court 
which  has  been  discredited  throughout 
Ireland,  a  Court  that  has  not  conciliated 
the  good-will  or  secured  the  esteem  of 
the  people  at  large,  or  of  any  class  or 
party  in  Ireland.  But,  for  all  that,  I 
am  constrained  to  vote  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  I  know  that  there 
is  a  pressing  necessity,  and  I  believe 
that  this  Bill,  with  all  its  imperfections, 
is  an  honest  attempt  to  deal  with  that 
necessity.  And,  above  all,  I  rely  on  the 
assurance  of  the  Prime  Minister  that  the 
Government  will  welcome  any  Amend- 
ment, from  whatever  quarter,  that  may 
tend  to  improve  the  Bill.  I  quite  admit 
that,  in  dealing  with  this  question,  the 
Government  have  had  great  difficulties 
to  encounter.  At  the  same  time,  it  must 
be  remembered  that  they  have  some  ad- 
vantages.   They  have  this  advantage, 
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that  everybody  agrees  that  things  can- 
not remain  as  they  are.  They  have 
also  the  advantage  that  there  is  a  very 
general  feeling,  at  least  in  the  North  of 
Ireland,  that  any  measure,  to  be  satis- 
factory and  acceptable,  must  be  based  on 
the  lines  of  what  is  popularly  called 
the  **  three  F's."  Sir,  I  am  not  afraid 
of  the  **  three  F*8.*'  Fair  rents  every- 
body desires,  or  professes  to  desire.  Free 
sale,  sale  absolutely  free  and  unrestricted, 
has  long  been  the  rule  in  Antrim.  And 
as  to  fixity  of  tenure,  we  all  desire  that 
the  utmost  security  should  be  enjoyed  by 
the  occupying  tenants  that  may  be  con- 
sistent with  leaving  the  landlords  some 
interest  in  their  property  and  some  pos- 
sibility and  power  of  improving  it,  and 
that  does  not  reduce  them  to  the  level  of 
mere  rent-chargers — an  idle  burden  of 
the  ground.  Now,  Sir,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  I  will  state  shortly 
what  are  the  demands  of  the  tenants  in 
my  part  of  Ireland — demands  which  are 
admitted  by  the  landlords  to  be  fair  and 
reasonable,  and  which  have  been  con- 
ceded without  legislation,  but  which  both 
parties  desire  to  have  secured  by  legis- 
lation. A  year  ago,  the  demands  of 
the  tenants  were  these.  First,  they  de- 
manded the  abolition  of  all  office  rules. 
The  House  knows  what  office  rules  are. 
They  are  rules  of  particular  estates  limit- 
ing the  price  of  the  tenant  right  to  so 
much  per  acre  or  so  many  years'  pur- 
chase. The  next  demand  was  that 
tenant  right  at  the  end  of  a  lease 
should  be  recognized.  That  is  dealt 
with  by  this  Bill  rather  clumsily,  and 
not  very  generously ;  but  yet,  I  think, 
it  is  sufficiently  secured.  In  the  third 
place,  as  the  House  knows,  at  present  it 
rests  with  the  tenant  to  prove  the  exist- 
ence of  the  Ulster  Custom.  In  some  cases, 
that  has  led  to  inconvenience  and  g^eat 
expense,  and  it  was  thought  that  the  bur- 
den of  proof  should  be  shifted,  and  that, 
considering  the  almost  universality  of  the 
custom,  it  should  rest  with  the  landlord, 
if  he  chose  to  dispute  its  existence,  to 
prove  that  it  did  not  exist,  but  that 
primd  faeie  it  should  be  taken  to  exist 
throughout  Ulster.  A  year  ago,  those 
were,  I  believe,  all  the  demands  which 
the  tenants  in  my  part  of  Ireland  made. 
A  vear  ago,  there  was  ereat  diversity  of 
opinion  as  to  the  expediency  of  appoint- 
ing a  tribunal  to  regulate  rents.  As  a 
nue,  the  landlords  were  more  in  favour 
of  the  proposal  than  the  tenants.     The 
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tenants,  living,  for  the  most  pari,  on 
fairly-rented  estates,   seemed  to  think 
that  if  such  a  tribunal  were  appointed, 
some  part  of  the  odium  or  unpopularity 
which  results  from  an  increase  of  rents 
would  be  shifted  from  the  shoulders  of 
the  landlord  to  the  shoulders  of  the  Qo- 
vemment  or  the  Gbvemment  tribunsL 
However,  in  the  last  year,  opinions  have 
advanced.     Some  few  cases  of  hardship, 
mostly  of  old  date,  have  been  published 
and  re-published,  and  repeated  until  a 
general  feeling  of  uneasiness  has  heen. 
created.    Now,  everybody  is  agreed  that 
there  ought  to  be  a  tribunal  to  regulate 
rents,  and  everybody  is  agreed  that  that 
tribunal  ought  not  to  be  the  Civil  Bill 
Court.    I  wUl  now  consider  how  far  the 
present  Bill  satisfies  the  demands  of  the 
Ulster  tenants.      I  am  not  going  into 
minute  details.     I  will  only  deaf  with 
the  questions  of  free  sale,  fair  rents,  and 
the  constitution  of  the  proposed  tribunal, 
and  the  question  whether  the  landlord 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  set  the  tribunal 
in  motion.     The  question  as  to  the  bur- 
den of  proof  is  not  touched  by  the  Bill. 
In  pursuing  this  inquiry  I  am  at  some 
disadvantage,  for  I  certainly  am  not  in 
the  position  of  my  hon.  Friend  opposite 
(Mr.  Shaw),  who  thoroughly  understands 
the  Bill.     I  frankly  confess  that  there 
is  much  in  the  Bill,  especially  in  relation 
to  the  position  of  the  Ulster  tenant,  which 
I  do  not  understand  at  all.    We  have 
done  our  best,  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
to  imderstand  the  Bill.     The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) 
sought  to  engage  Gentlemen  who  sit  on 
the  Treasury  Bench  in  a  sort  of  compe- 
titive examination.     Three  or  four  of 
those  Gentlemen  have  responded.    But 
I  put  it  to  the  House  whether  any  one 
of  them  has  passed  even  a  qualifying 
examination  ?    The  Prime  Minister  told 
us  the  other  evening  that  the  purely  legal 
aspects  of  the   measure  would  be  ex- 
plained by  one  of  his  Law  Officers.     By 
a  fortunate  accident  or  divine  chance, 
he  did  not  name  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law)  as  the  person  who 
would  give  that  explanation.  Still,  when 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  rose 
to  explain  the  Bill,  I  thought  some  of 
the  fog  and  mystery  would  be  cleared 
away,  and  that  we  would  learn  some* 
thing ;  but  to  my  dismay  and  consterna- 
tion, and,  I  think,  also  to  the  dismay 
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and  consternation  of  the  Honse,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  said 
he  must  decline  to  let  himself  be  en- 
trapped into  any  discussion  in  regard  to 
the  particular  expressions  in  the  Bill. 
Why,  the  particular  expressions  in  the 
Bill  are  the  very  things  that  we  want  to 
have  explained.  How  can  we  understand 
the  Bill  unless  we  understand  the  par- 
ticular expressions  in  it?  I  am  tho- 
roughly puzzled  by  the  Bill.  I  would 
gladly  resort  to  any  expedient — I  would 
go  to  any  quarter  to  obtain  information. 
The  House  knows  that  in  one  of  those 
weekly  publications  which  elevate  the 
tone  of  society,  a  series  of  prize  puzzles 
appears,  which,  I  think,  are  called 
"  Hard  Cases."  A  gentleman,  usually 
designated  by  the  first  letter  in  the 
alphabet,  is  supposed  to  be  in  a  posi- 
tion of  some  difficulty,  as  either  land- 
lord or  tenant  may  be  under  this  Bill, 
and  he  is  supposed  to  have  three  or 
four  courses  open  to  him,  as  the  landlord 
and  the  tenant  under  this  Bill  may  have. 
And  the  question  proposed  for  solution 
is,  what  should  **A"  do?  Now,  I 
should  like  to  see  the  knotty  points  of 
the  Bill  broken  up  into  hard  cases.  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  would 
afford  any  facilities  to  the  Government. 
If  the  competition  were  limited  to  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  it  would  be  very 
interesting ;  and  the  Government,  who 
seem  to  be  at  a  great  loss  for  answers, 
might  adopt  the  answers  that  pleased 
the  generality  of  the  House.  Of  course, 
they  would  bar  obvious  answers.  No 
one  would  be  allowed  to  tell  the  landlord 
that  he  must  grin  and  bear  it,  or  to  tell 
the  tenant  that  he  must  consult  his  attor- 
ney. That  would  occur  to  everybody ;  and 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  in  some  of  the 
positions  which  I  have  considered  there 
appears  to  be  no  other  answer.  But, 
seriously,  can  nothing  be  done  to  make 
the  Bill  simple  ?  Perhaps  the  hon .  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  County  (Mr.  Shaw),  who 
thoroughly  understands  the  Bill,  will 
assist  the  Government.  I  am  pleading 
for  the  Ulster  tenants.  Before  the  Act 
of  1870  their  position  was  perfectly  clear. 
The  rules  which  govemea  Ulster  tenant 
right  were  well  known  to  everybody. 
Then  came  the  Act  of  1870,  which  con- 
fiised  everything.  That  is  not  my  opinion 
only.  I  will  appeal  to  a  work  which 
ought  to  have  some  authority  with  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.   I  refer  to  the  book 


of  Professor  Eichey,  of  which  the  Prime 
Minister  has  spoken  in  terms  hiirhly 
compUmentary,  though  somewhat  Binga- 
larly  qualified.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  the  book  was  "  a  very  able, 
although  a  concise  work."  [Lauifhter,'] 
As  if  conspicuous  ability  mujst  needs  be 
exuberant  and  difiPuse.  What  Professor 
Eichey  said  was — 

*'The  tew  and  simple  rules  in  whioh  the 
Ulster  Custom  may  be  expressed  contrast  fa- 
vourably with  the  bewildering  sections,  sub- 
sections, provisions,  and  exceptions  in  which 
the  Act  of  the  33rd  and  34th  of  Vic.  chap.  46, 
is  hopelessly  entangled." 

Why,  you  might  have  thought  Professor 
Eichey  was  speaking  of  the  present  Bill. 
What  will  he  say  when  he  comes  to 
discuss  this  measure  as  bearing  on  the 
position  of  the  Ulster  tenant?  There 
are  many  reasons  why  the  Bill  should 
be  plain  and  simple.  In  the  first  place, 
it  IS  to  be  the  charter  of  the  tenants. 
Surely  they  ought  to  understand  their 
own  charter.  A^ain,  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  it  wul  be  utterly  impossible 
to  obtain  a  binding  legal  decision  on  any . 
clause  of  the  BiU.  If,  a  year  hence, 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  should  be 
asked  his  opinion  on  any  clause,  no 
doubt  he  will  give  it  with  great  courage ; 
but  if  he  retains  the  caution  whioh  com- 
pelled him  to  decline  to  be  entrapped, 
he  will  add  that  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that,  after  all,  the  Act  means  what 
the  Land  Oommission,  or  any  one  or  two 
of  its  members  may  happen  to  think  for 
the  time  beins.  That  Commission  is  to 
have  extraordinary  power — ^power  as  ab- 
solute as  that  of  the  ruler  of  Olympus, 
and  a  power  which  Jupiter  himself  did 
not  claim — that  of  reversing  its  own 
decrees  over  and  over  a^in.  I  find  from 
the  Bill  that  the  Land  Commissioners 
may  review,  rescind,  or  vary  any  order 
or  decision  previously  made  by  them,  or 
any  of  them.  The  proceedings  before 
them  are  not  to  be  restrained  by  injunc- 
tion or  removed  by  certiorari.  No  doubt, 
the  Commbsioners  may  refer  any  matter 
to  the  Land  Judges  of  the  Chancery  Di- 
vision of  the  High  Court ;  but  they  are 
not  bound  to  adopt  or  follow  the  decision 
of  the  Chancerv  Judges.  I  do  not,  in  the 
least  degree,  blame  tne  draftsman  of  this 
Bill.  That  gentleman,  no  doubt,  as  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  has  said, 
may  be  a  very  skilful  draftsman ;  but  ha 


811 


Land  Law 


(COMMONS) 


(^Ireland)  BtU. 


813 


must  have  lost  all  interest  in  bis  work 
long  before  he  came  to  the  23rd  edition. 
How  could  he  possibly  divine  that  that 
edition  would  have  more  vitality  than 
those  which  wont  before  it,  and  which 
fell  still-bom  or  perished  among  the 
discussions — I  do  not  say  the  dissensions 
— of  the  Cabinet  ?  Passing  on  to  the 
consideration  of  free  sale,  and  premising 
that  I  do  not  altogether  understand  that 
part  of  the  Bill,  I  wish  to  ask  how  far  the 
Bill  carries  out  those  points  which  it 
seems  to  me  it  ought  to  have  secured  in 
the  interest  of  the  Ulster  tenant?  Why, 
the  Bill  does  not  provide  for  the  abolition 
of  office  rules  at  all.  It  merely  provides 
an  alternative  mode  of  sale,  wluch  will 
not,  I  think,  be  largely  adopted  in  Ulster ; 
and  then  it  goes  on  to  say  that  a  tenant 
shall  not  sell  partly  under  the  custom 
and  partly  under  the  Act.  That,  I  sup- 
pose, means  that  the  vendor  must  make 
nis  election,  and  sell  either  under  the 
custom  or  under  the  Act.  This  provi- 
sion seems  designed  to  put  an  Ulster 
tenant  in  a  position  very  like  that  of  the 
ignoble  animal  between  two  bundles  of 
hay.  Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  a  very 
nice  question  arises  on  this  part  of  the 
Bill.  The  House  knows  that  the  right 
of  sale  is  of  the  very  essence  of  the  Ulster 
Custom.  I  wish  to  be  informed  whether, 
if  an  Ulster  tenant  renounces  the  Ulster 
Custom,  and  sells  under  the  Act,  the  hold- 
ing will  afterwards  be  subject  to  the 
custom  or  not  ?  That  is  a  most  important 
question,  and  it  ought  to  be  put  beyond 
all  possibility  of  doubt.  Then  I  come 
to  the  question  of  fair  rents.  That  has 
been  very  much  discussed;  but  I  must 
say,  for  one,  that  I  do  not  understand 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  in  reference  to 
fair  rents.  I  was  in  hopes  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  County,  who  under- 
stands the  Bill  so  thoroughly,  would 
have  thrown  some  light  upon  the  sub- 
ject; but  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  left 
us  entirely  in  the  dark.  There  are  cer- 
tain rules  laid  down  for  guidance  which 
different  Members  of  the  Government 
who  have  spoken  have  interpreted  in 
very  different  ways.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  for  instance,  stated  that  all 
the  clause  meant  was  the  competition 
rent  minus  the  interest  arising  from  the 
tenant's  improvements. 

The  ATTOHNF.Y  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  I  said— **  The 
yearly  value  of  the  tenant's  interest  in 
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his  holding."  It  was  correctly  reported 
in  The  Daily  NewB,  but  not  in  the  other 
papers. 

Mn.  MACNAGHTEN :  I  was  quoting 
from  The  Times,  I  accept  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  correction  ;  but 
even  now  I  do  not  understand  him. 
Being  of  opinion  that  the  rules  are  un- 
necessary, as  well  as  confusing,  and  that 
it  would  be  better  simply  to  use  the  term 
''fair  rent,"  I  hope  to  see  the  claoae 
re-constructed.  There  really  is  no  diffi.- 
culty  about  the  valuation  of  rents  in 
Ulster.  The  principle  is  well  under- 
stood. It  is  only  where  the  principle 
has  been  departed  ^m  that  trouble  has 
arisen.  The  thing  is  perfectly  simple  and 
clear,  and  will  continue  to  be  so,  unlea 
this  Bill  intervenes  and  throws  every- 
thing into  confusion.  What  Professor 
Eichey  says  about  the  valuation  of  rents 
in  Ulster  is  in  perfect  accord  with  my 
own  personal  knowledge.     He  says — 

"The  essential  point  in  the  UlBter  tenant 
right  was,  undoubtedly,  the  mode  in  which  the 
fair  rent  to  be  paid  by  the  tenant  was  aacer- 
tained.  It  was  fixed,  not  by  open  competition, 
but  by  valuation.  The  re-yaduation  for  the  pur- 
pose of  fixing  the  rent  at  the  determination  of 
the  lease,  or  at  any  time  during  a  tenancy  from 
year  to  year,  was  always  made  by  a  professional 
valuator,  or,  at  least,  one  in  whom  both  partaes 
had  confidence,  who  valued  the  farm,  naving 
reference  to  the  fair  value  of  the  ground,  ex- 
clusive of  buildings  and  tenants  improve- 
ments.'* 

According  to  my  experience,  that  is  always 
done.  The  valuator  first  excludes  the 
buildings,  then  he  gives  credit  for  the 
tenant's  improvements;  and,  lastly,  he 
puts  a  fair  value  on  the  land.  Why  can- 
not the  Bill  deal  with  the  question  in 
this  simple  manner,  instead  of  making 
the  addition  wrong,  and  the  substraction 
wrong,  and  then  hoping  to  arrive  at  a 
right  result  ?  No  one,  I  venture  to  think, 
has  condemned  the  rules  for  guidance 
under  the  Bill  so  forcibly  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  when  he  said — 
**  We  do  not  mean  the  words  to  be  abso- 
lute guides."  Now,  I  put  it  to  the 
House  whether  there  is  anything  so 
treacherous  and  misleading  as  g^des 
which  are  not  to  be  absolute  guides  ?  I 
earnestly  trust,  therefore,  that  the  Go- 
vernment will  re-consider  the  wording 
of  this  clause,  so  as  to  brine;  it  into 
harmony  with  what  has  lonc^  been  and 
is  the  custom  of  Ulster.  I  believe  that 
nothing  more  is  required  than  to  direot 
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the  Oonrt  to  determine  what  is  a  fair 
rent  under  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case.  If  the  Court  cannot  find  out 
what  a  fair  rent  is  in  any  particular 
case,  the  Judges  certainly  wul  not  be 
worth  their  salary;  they  will  only  be 
fit  for  the  lunatic  asylum  with  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  County 
threatened  Judges  who  fail  to  under- 
stand this  Bill.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Suffolk  (Mr. 
Biddell),  who,  I  believe,  has  had  great 
experience  on  the  subject,  whether  he 
or  any  other  competent  person  directed 
to  value  land  for  the  purpose  of  fixing 
the  rent  was  ever  tieii  down  by  such 
absurd  rules  as  are  contained  in  the 
Bill?  As  for  laying  down  rules  of  this 
sort  for  the  guidance  of  the  Court,  I 
venture  to  say  it  will  prove  absolute 
nonsense.  In  connection  with  this  sub- 
ject there  is  also  the  important  question 
whether  the  landlord  shall  be  able  to 

gut  the  Court  in  motion.  The  right 
on.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  observed  that  a  landlord  does 
not  want  the  power,  because  he  can  raise 
the  rent  of  his  own  motion.  I  do  not 
think  that  that  in  itself  is  a  satisfactory 
answer  to  the  objection,  for  if  the  tri- 
bunal is  to  be  a  fair  one  as  between 
both  parties,  it  is  difficult  to  see  why 
it  should  not  be  open  to  the  landlord  as 
well  as  to  the  tenant.  To  the  objection 
that  the  tenants  would  rush  to  the 
Courts,  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  re- 
plied that  they  would  have  a  wise  reluc- 
tance to  do  so,  because  they  would  fear 
lest  their  rents  should  be  raised.  In  my 
opinion,  the  tenants  are  far  too  shrewd 
to  entertain  any  such  fear  as  that. 
A  tenant  may  go  before  the  Court  in 
order  to  feel  his  way,  and,  being  dominus 
lilts,  he  may  withdraw  his  application 
at  the  last  moment.  There  would  be 
something  in  the  answer  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  the  Bill  provided 
that  a  tenant  applying  to  the  Court 
should  not  withdraw  his  application 
without  the  landlord's  consent,  and  that 
the  landlord  might  carry  on  the  pro- 
ceedings. But  there  is  no  provision  of 
that  sort  in  the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member 
for  South wark  (Mr.  Thorold  Kogers), 
whose  knowledge  is  as  infinite  as  his  con- 
tempt for  our  acquirements,  and  who 
alwavs  speaks  with  that  mild  wisdom 
which  is  peculiarly  grateful  to  our  feel- 
ings, said  the  other  night  that,  according 
to  his  experience,  lawyers  knew  very 


little  of  law  or  history  either.  And  then 
the  hon.  Member  proceeded  to  show  his 
appreciation  of  both,  of  the  uses  of  his- 
tory and  the  principles  of  law,  by  citing 
as  evidence  against  Irish  landlords  of 
the  present  day  a  passage  written  by 
Dean  Swift  150  years  ago.  I  think  the 
House  will  hardly  accept  that  as  evi- 
dence. But  possibly  someone  casting 
about  to  find  a  parallel  for  the  probable 
position  of  Irish  landlords  filter  the 
passing  of  this  Bill  may  turn  to  one  of 
the  more  popular  and  trustworthy  writ- 
ings of  Dean  Swift.  Some  may  think 
that  on  the  morrow  after  this  Bill  passes 
Irish  landlords  will  be  in  the  situa- 
tion of  Lemuel  Gulliver,  who,  awaking 
on  the  green  slopes  of  Lilliput,  found 
himself  fast  bound  with  chains  and 
cords,  so  that  he  could  turn  neither 
right  nor  left ;  and  while  he  lay  in  that 
plight,  smaller  men  came  with  bows 
and  arrows  and  shot  at  him,  withdraw- 
ing and  returning  to  the  charge  **  from 
time  to  time,"  as  the  Bill  has  it,  till  at 
last  he  had  to  submit  to  be  carried,  bag 
and  baggage,  to  the  Metropolis  from  the 
country.  That  may,  perhaps,  be  thought 
an  apt  parallel ;  but,  as  I  do  not  wish 
it  to  hold  good,  I  will  venture  to  sug- 
gest one  or  two  Amendments.  The  posi- 
tion of  a  landlord  in  reference  to  the 
Court  is  not  satisfactory ;  but  there  are 
reasons  which,  perhaps,  make  it  inexpe- 
dient to  permit  a  landlord  to  initiate  liti- 
gation. If  that  power  were  conceded, 
and  the  new  tribunal  proves  expensive, 
as  it  probably  will,  some  landlords 
might  put  pressure  on  their  tenants  by 
threatening  an  application  to  the  Court. 
My  proposal,  by  which,  I  believe,  equal 
justice  will  be  done  to  both  parties,  is 
that  a  landlord  should  be  allowed,  in  a 
fair  and  reasonable  manner,  to  go  to  the 
Court,  and  say — **  Here  is  my  rent  roll; 
here  is  a  list  of  my  tenantry.  There  are 
the  rents,  and  there  is  a  schedule  of  their 
holdings.  I  do  not  want  to  raise  my  rents; 
but  I  want  you  to  look  at  the  roll,  and  if 
on  inquiry  you  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  rents  are  fair  and  reasonable 
and  not  in  excess  of  what  is  right  and 
proper,  give  me  a  certificate  to  that 
effect,  and  I  will  undertake  not  to  raise 
my  rents  for  a  certain  number  of  years." 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Court  thought 
the  rents  excessive,  the  landlord  might 
ro-adjufit  them,  or,  if  he  declined  to  act 
on  the  suggestion  of  the  Court,  the  case 
would  fall  to  be  dealt  with  under  the 
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Act  in  the  ordinary  way.  Of  course,  I 
would  give  the  Court  power  to  m^e 
suggestions,  and  the  landlord  power  to 
adopt  them ;  but  I  would  not  give  the 
Court  power  to  treat  the  case  as  con- 
tentious business.  By  permitting  appli- 
cations of  that  kind  on  the  part  of  the 
landlord,  the  Bill  would,  to  some  extent, 
anticipate  and  prevent  the  operations  of 
agitators,  and  would  encourage  arrange- 
ments fair  to  both  sides.  Again,  me 
provision  I  have  suggested  would  be  of 
great  value  to  a  landlord  wishing  to  sell. 
The  certificate  of  the  Court  would  make 
it  clear  to  the  purchaser  that  in  buying 
the  estate  he  was  not  also  buying  in- 
definitely numerous  lawsuits.  There  is 
a  prejudice  in  this  coxmtry  against  buy- 
ing a  lawsuit ;  but  who  would  buy  the 
germs  of  160  lawsuits?  There  is  an- 
other point  to  which  I  wish  to  allude.  I 
have  long  thought  that  it  would  be  a 
great  advantaj2;e  if  there  was  a  law 
passed  that,  auer  a  sale,  the  purchaser 
should  not  be  allowed  to  raise  the  rent 
for  a  certain  number  of  years.  Bents 
are  frequently  raised  by  a  new  pur- 
chaser. The  purchaser  who  is  wise  in 
his  generation  knows  that  if  he  raises 
the  rent  30  per  cent  when  he  buys 
and  the  next  year  reduces  the  rent  10 

Ser  cent,  he  will  probably  get  a  great 
eal  more  credit  than  a  fair  landlord 
who  declines  to  make  any  reduction. 
I  cannot  see  that  there  would  be  the 
slightest  injustice  to  anybody  in  pass- 
ing a  law  to  the  effect  that  after  a 
sale  the  rents  should  not  be  raised  for  a 
certain  number  of  years.  As  things 
are,  the  changes  made  by  a  new  owner 
are  often  scandalously  unjust  to  the 
tenants  and  unfairly  profitable  to  the 
landlord.  Before  the  Kichmond  Com- 
mission, one  of  the  witnesses,  who  was 
a  man  of  large  experience  and  of  high 
reputation,  told  this  story  of  himself. 
He  bought  a  property  in  the  Encumbered 
Estates  Court  for  £12.000.  The  rents 
amounted  to  £530,  or  about  4^  per 
cent — not  a  bad  return  for  his  money 
as  things  went.  The  tenants  he  described 
as  being  situated  all  higgledy-piggledy. 
He  did  nothing  for  them,  and  almost 
immediately  he  raised  the  rent  from  £530 
to  £790.  One  of  the  Commissioners,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry),  was  curious  enough  to  ask  the 
reason  why  he  raised  the  rent.  He 
said,  in  the  first  place,  he  wanted  in- 
terest for  his  outlay.    By  his  outlay,  he 
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meant  his  purchase  money;  seoondlj. 
he  said  the  bad  times  were  over,  he 
thought.  Those  two  reasons  may, 
perhaps,  commend  themselves  to  tihe 
judgment  of  some  hon.  Members.  Thai 
he  ^ve  a  third  reason — cmd  I  am 
a£raid  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  will  think  this  an  Iriah 
reason.  He  said  that  he  did  not  con- 
sider the  tenants  were  entitled  to  mudii 
consideration,  as  they  had  only  bees 
there  a  short  time.  Again,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gbdway  was  curious.  He 
asked — "How  long?"  The  answer  was, 
' '  Between  30  and  40  years. ' '  One  would 
have  thought  a  gentleman  who  had 
raised  his  rents  in  the  belief  that  the 
bad  times  were  over  would  have  kept 
the  property  in  his  own  hands  that  he 
might  make  a  remission  if  the  bad  times 
returned.  But  no.  He  determined  to 
turn  the  estate  into  money.  The  man 
who  was  the  most  desirable  purchaser 
firom  his  point  of  view  was  a  man  of  ill- 
omened  name,  so  much  disliked  and 
feared  that  the  tenants  went  in  a  body 
to  petition  that  he  would  not '  *  sell  them  " 
to  this  particular  man.    The  words  are 

Erinted  in  italics  in  the  Report,  so  he 
new  the  fidl  import  of  their  prayer. 
And  he  sold  them ;  and  the  new  pur- 
chaser, intending,  I  suppose,  to  wa&.  in 
the  footsteps  of  his  predecessor,  imme- 
diately issued  notices  to  the  tenants; 
then  came  an  outrage  or  two,  and  then, 
I  believe,  a  murder.  This  is  one  of  the 
cases  that  brings  Irish  landlordism  into 
disrepute,  and  Irish  landlords  into  dis- 
grace ;  and  I  dare  sa^  hon.  Members 
think  justly.  I  do  not.  That  man  was  not 
an  Irishman — he  was  an  Englishman, 
one  of  yourselves — and  when  he  had  sold 
the  property  he  returned  to  this  oountir 
with  the  fruits  of  his  enterprize.  I  wiU 
not  mention  his  name,  as  I  believe 
he  is  a  thoroughly  respectable  man — 
IZauffhUr,'] — according  to  English  no- 
tions. According  to  my  notion  as  an 
Irishman,  it  was  absolutely  shocking, 
and  I  think  the  law  ought  to  step  in  and 
prevent  such  a  thing  being  done.  I 
appeal  to  the  Prime  Minister  to  give 
hiB  favourable  consideration  to  the  point 
I  have  urged.  There  is  another  matter 
I  wish  to  mention.  Before  the  Act  of 
1870  no  Probate  or  Legacy  Duty  was 
payable  in  respect  of  tenant  right — now 
it  is  subject  to  both.  This  is  thought  a 
great  hardship.  It  is  strange  that  al- 
most the  only  practical  result  of  the  Act 


SIT 


ZandZmif 


(Mat  12,  1881) 


(TrOani)  Bitt. 


81t 


of  1870  is  to  tax  tenants  in  respeot  of 
their  tenant  ri^ht.  I  am  sure  that  is 
not  what  the  nght  hon.  Gentleman  in- 
tended, and  I  trust  he  will  be  able  and 
willing  to  remove  this  grievance.  Then 
oomes  the  question  of  the  constitution  of 
the  Land  Court,  which  is  really  the  pivot 
upon  which  the  Bill  hangs.  What  is 
wanted  is  a  Court  that  should  possess 
the  characteristics  once  attributed  by  a 
ffreat  poet  to  a  great  Chancellor — though 
uiose  qualities  have  not  invariably  dis- 
tinguidied  the  holders  of  the  Great  Seal 
—a  Court  which  should  be 
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Swift  of  despatch,  and  easy  of  access." 


Ab  for  this  tribunal,  when  it  is  wanted 
in  Antrim,  it  will  be  found  in  the  wilds 
of  Connemara,  or  lost  in  the  Bog  of 
Allen,  or  wandering  over  the  Purple 
Mountains  of  Kerry.  We  want  a  tri- 
bunal that  we  can  readily  have  access 
to.  I  believe  that  if  we  had  two  Com- 
missioners for  each  Province  that  would 
be  found  to  be  quite  sufficient,  and  you 
would  be  able  to  do  away  with  the  Court 
of  First  Instance  altogether.  I  believe 
that  two  men — a  first  rate  judicial  officer 
and  a  practical  man  associated  with  him 
— would  be  able  to  deal  with  the  whole 
Province  ;  and  I  think  two  a  much 
better  number  than  three.  The  Com- 
missioners could  make  Eeports  to  Par- 
liament, and  Parliament  would  then 
know  how  things  were  going  on.  As  it 
is,  the  tribunal  proposed  is  anything 
but  satisfactory,  and  it  is  not  imlikely 
to  wreck  the  Bill.  I  am  extremely 
obliged  to  the  House  for  the  patience 
with  which  it  has  listened  to  me. 
I  have  now  done  with  criticisms  and 
suggestions,  and  I  have  only  to  ask  the 
House  to  look  forward  for  a  few  months 
when  the  Bill  will  have  passed  into  law. 
What  will  it  accomplish  ?  What  will  be 
its  effect  ?  Who  will  dare  to  predict  ? 
Sir,  the  result  of  Liberal  legislation  for 
Irdand  for  the  last  40  years  should 
make  the  boldest  prophet  hesitate  before 
venturing  upon  anotner  prophecy.  The 
Act  of  1848 — the  Encumbered  Estates 
Act — was  to  have  inaugurated  a  new 
era  of  conmiercial  prosperity  for  Ire- 
land, on  the  strictest  economical  prin- 
ciples. And  now  people  will  tell  you — 
and  to  my  thinking  they  are  not  far 
wrong — that  that  Act  was  one  of  the 
matest  curses  ever  inflicted  on  Ireland. 
Certain  I  am  that  no  Act  ever  produced, 
ever  invited  so  many  oases  of  oppres- 


sion, cruelty,  and  wrong.    Anything  that 
savours  of  ^udaHsm  stinks  in  the  nostrils 
of  hon.  Members  opposite.    The  Act  of 
1860  abolished  all  leudid  tenures,  and 
now  it  is  a  byeword  and  a  reproach  with 
the  occupants  of  those  Benches.    Then 
came  the  Act  of  1870,  which  was  to  be 
a  panacea  for  all  the  woes  of  Ireland ; 
and  that  Act  is  the  very  greatest  of  all 
modern  legislative  failures.    All  parties 
admit  its  failure,  though  they  attribute 
it  to  different  causes.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  thinks  the 
insertion  of  certain  words  in  ''another 
place,"  was  the  ''little  rift  within  the 
lute  "  which  spoilt  the  music.    Another 
reason  he  gave  was  the  very  curious 
one,   that  the  Act  had  not  been  pro- 
perly accepted  by  the  people  of  Ire- 
land.    That  the  Prime  Minister  himself 
confesses  the  Act  of  1870  to  be  a  failure  is 
proved  by  the  introduction  of  the  present 
Bill.    Yet  we  all  remember  the  songs 
of  triumph  which  heralded  the  Act  of 
1870.     Who  that  heard   those  songs, 
who  that  worshipped  at  its  cradle,  .ever 
expected  to  see  it  pushed  from  its  place 
by  a  lustier  heir  with  so  little  family 
resemblance  in  its  features  ?    Sir,  these 
things  should  teach  us  moderation.  They 
shomd  teach  us,  if  I  may  repeat  words 
I  shall  not  lightly  forget,  to  be  a  little 
more  modest  and  a  little  less  arrogant. 
I  do  not  believe  that  anyone  will  wel- 
come this  measure  with  the  same  confi- 
dence, the  same  arrogance  of  prediction 
that  greeted  the  advent  of  its  predeces- 
sors.    We  can  do  little  more  than  hope 
and  trust  that  it  may  be  more  fortunate 
than  its  predecessors  were.     Something 
more  we  may  do.    We  can  resolve  that 
during  its  passage  through  this  House 
no  clause,  no  line,  shall  be  the  subject 
of  Party  controversy.     And  when  it  has 
passed  it  may  be  that  th^  great  Parties 
m  the  State  may  cease  to  make  Ireland 
their  battlefield.     If  they  would  only  do 
that,  if  they  would  only  cease  to  bid 
against  each  other  for  the  support  of 
this  or  that  political  faction  in  Ireland, 
I  should  not  despair  of  my  country.     I 
have  seen  many  agitations  in  Ireland  in 
turn  discredited,   and    many   agitators 
whose  names  were,  for  awhile,  on  every- 
one's lips,  as  the  saviours  of  their  country, 
pass  away  forgotten  and  unheeded ;  and 
all  the  time  Ireland  has  increased  in 
material  prosperity,  though  there  have 
been  periods  of  gloom  and  depression. 

lawfh  Night.-] 
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And  now,  at  this,  the  darkest  hour  that, 
perhaps,  I  ever  remember,  I  will  still 
venture  to  hope  that  the  gathering  gloom 
may  herald  approaching  day;  and  I 
will  still  dare  to  trust  in  the  abilities, 
and  the  virtues,  and,  for  aU  that  has 
passed,  I  will  add,  the  good  sense  of  my 
countrymen. 

Mr.  LITTON  said,  he  was  pleased  to 
see  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  Macnaghten),  the  Conserva- 
tive Representative  of  a  Northern  county, 
come  forward  and  speak  to  the  House  in 
the  tone  which  he  had  done.  It  was  the 
first  time,  he  believed,  that  a  Conserva- 
tive Member  had  come  forward  as  the 
advocate  of  the  Ulster  Custom  and  the 
tenant  farmer  of  Ireland.  He  thought 
that  fact  in  itself  might  be  taken  to  be 
a  good  omen ;  and  he  trusted  that  all 
hon.  Members,  whether  English,  Irish,  or 
Scotch,  would  consider  this  measure  free 
from  Party  views  or  a  desire  for  mere 
Party  triumph.  The  Bill  was  just  and 
reasonable,  and  necessary  for  the  welfare 
of  the  country.  Its  object  was  to  do  jus- 
tice to  that  class  of  tenants  who  needed 
protection,  and  were  placed  in  a  position 
where  they  could  not  protect  themselves. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir 
John  Holker)  had  stated  he  did  not  ad- 
dress his  observations  to  this  side  of  the 
House,  as  Members  were  not  open  to 
conviction,  and  that  the  matter  was  a 
foregone  conclusion.  He  (Mr.  Litton), 
on  the  contrary,  ventured  to  hope  hon. 
Members  were  open  to  conviction,  and 
with  that  hope  he  addressed  the  House. 
The  Bill  was  complicated,  no  doubt; 
but  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Dublin  University 
(Mr.  GKbson)  did  not  do  justice  either  to 
the  Bill  or  himself  when  he  spoke  of  it 
as  being  **  confusing  and  confused;" 
and  it  was  unbecoming  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Sir  John  Holker) 
to  say  that  it  was  **  designedly  ob- 
scure.'* In  saying  that,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  not  done 
justice  to  himself.  He  (Mr.  Litton) 
supported  the  Bill  because  he  recog- 
nized that  it  embodied  in  a  practical 
form  the  principle  of  the  **  three  F*s" 
— fixity  of  tenure,  fair  rent,  and  free 
sale — and  if  he  did  not  recognize  in  it 
these  principles  he  should  feel  called 
upon  to  oppose  the  second  reading ; 
but,  finding  that  it  did  carry  out  these 
principles,  he  accepted  the  Bill  as  it 
0tood  as  an  honest  effort  on  the    part 

Mr.  MacnagMm 


of  the  Prime  Minister  to  settle    that 
difficult  question,  and  he  heartily  tnxsted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman   xcug^iit 
have  the  satisfaction  of  seeing  it    pass 
into    law    before    many    montlis     liad 
elapsed.    The  tenants  of  Ireland  had  a 
right  in  justice  and  fair  play  to  ask  for 
the    ''three  F's."      He  believed    they 
ought  not  to  be  satisfied  with  less,  and 
they  had  no  right  to  ask  for  more.      The 
idea  of  expropriating  the  landlords  he, 
for  one,  looked  upon  as  unreasonable 
and  unjust ;  and  he  repudiated  it  just  as 
strongly  as  he  repudiated  the  idea  of  the 
right  of  the  landlord  to  expropriate  his 
tenant.    The  remarkable  progress    the 
opinion    had    made  among  all    classes 
could  only  be  accounted  for  by  its  being 
just  and  necessary.     The  claim  of  the 
tenant  farmers  of  Ireland  was  shortly 
this.    They  contend  that  they  and  their 
forefathers  had  dwelt  on  the  land  ;  that 
the  improvements  which  had  been  made 
on  it  had  been  effected  by  their  labour 
and  capital ;  and  they  said,  in  justice  and 
equity,  they  should  be  allowed  to  con- 
tinue undisturbed  so  long  as  they  paid  a 
fair  rent.     But  the  landlord  might,  if  he 
pleased,  exercise  the  power  which  the 
law  gave  him,   and  increase  the  rent 
under  pain  of  eviction.    When  he  called 
this  **  contract,"  it  was  not  surprising 
that  such  a  proceeding  should  be  desig- 
nated by  the  tenant  as  **  extortion ;  "  and 
the  tenants  said — **  We  have  no  power  to 
resist ;   give  us  a  tribunal  to  determine 
between  us."   A  great  deal  had  been  said 
about  the  necessity  of  preserving  free- 
dom of  contract ;    but  the   Beports  of 
more    than    one   of    the   Commissions 
showed  that,  notwithstanding  the  views 
held  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho)  on  the 
subject,    freedom    of    contract    was   a 
thing  unknown  in  Ireland.     In  connec- 
tion with  the  point,  he  would  like  to 
call  attention  to  what  was  said  in  the 
Minority  Beport  of  the  Bichmond  Com- 
mission— 

"  "Wo  are  conTinced  that  in  ordinary  times 
freedom  of  contract  cannot  be  said  in  any  real 
sense  to  exist  between  tho  majority  of  Irish 
occupying  tenants  and  their  landlords.** 

The  Bessborough  Commission  also  re- 
ported to  the  same  effect — 

**Not  to  come  to  terms  with  his  landlord 

means  for  him  to  leave  his  home,  to  leave  his 

employ,  to  forfeit  the  inheritance  of  his  fathers, 

and,  to  some  extent,  the  investment  of  his  toil. 

I  The  farmer  bargains  with  his  landlord  under 
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sentence  of  lotdng  his  liying  if  the  bargain  goes 
off.  '  Ton  take  my  life  when  you  do  take  the 
means  by  which  I  live/  ** 

The  evidence  taken  amply  supported  the 
oonclusions.  He  wonld  only  refer  to  one 
witness — the  evidence  of  an  Irish  gentle- 
man, Mr.  Thomas  Saunders — who  was 
a  magistrate  and  a  landowner  in  the 
counties  of  Limerick  and  Oork,  which 
was,  in  effect,  that  in  any  dispute  as  to 
the  rent  of  a  holding,  he  ended  by 
havine  his  own  way,  which  was  what 
he  caUed  freedom  of  contract.  As  mat- 
ters now  stood,  the  improvements  made 
by  a  tenant  on  a  holding  on  which  his 
family  had  resided  for  generations  might 
be  confiscated  owing  to  the  imposition 
of  an  increased  rent ;  and  it  was  from 
such  a  state  of  things  that  the  tenant 
asked  to  be  relieved.  As  to  the  right 
of  sale,  it  already  existed,  for  by  the 
English  law  a  tenancy  from  year  to  year 
was  as  much  assignable  as  any  other 
estate.  The  right  of  sale  was  an  inci- 
dent of  proper^,  and  all  that  was  de- 
sired was  that  the  landlord  should  be 
restrained  from  rendering  that  right 
nugatory.  There  was  nothing  startling 
or  unreasonable,  he  contended,  in  the 
proposal  as  to  free  sale.  The  policy  of 
the  law  miffht  be  illustrated  by  reference 
to  the  leg^ation  of  30  years  ago  in  re- 
lation to  a  form  of  tenure  which  was 
very  prevalent  in  Ireland — leases  for 
lives,  renewable  for  ever ;  for  the  Courts 
held  that  clauses  against  alienation  were 
inconsistent  with  the  tenure,  and  should 
be  omitted  from  the  grant,  although 
contracted  for  by  the  lease  itself.  The 
Land  Act  of  1870  plainly  recognized 
that  there  was  a  property  which  the  ten- 
ant could  dispose  of,  when  it  provided 
that  compensation  should  be  given  for 
disturbance.  Prior  to  that  Act  there 
was  no  recognized  right;  because,  as 
the  law  then  stood,  no  matter  at  what 
expense  an  improvement  might  have 
been  made,  it  was  deemed  the  property 
of  the  landlord.  The  question  of  nxity 
of  tenure  ought  not  to  alarm  anyone ; 
permission  to  enjoy  the  fruits  of  one's 
labour  was  the  right  of  every  man,  and 
to  deprive  anyone  of  that  right  against 
his  will,  even  with  compensation,  was 
to  put  upon  him  an  injustice.  Corpora- 
tions and  Hcdlway  Companies  might,  for 
special  reasons,  have  tno  right  of  com- 
pulsonr  purchase  ;  but  it  was  unreason- 
able that  landlords  should  have  a  right 
to  disturb  their  tenants  and  force  them 
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to  part  with  their  property.    It  would 

just  be  as  reasonable  to  give  the  tenants 

the  right  of  compulsory  sale  over  the 

property  of  the  landlords.    Sir  Harcourt 

Johnstone,  formerly  a  Member  of  that 

House,  said,  on  the  30th  of  June  last, 

in  the  debate  upon  the  Fixity  of  Tenure 

Bill  he  (Mr.  Litton)  brought  before  the 

House— 

"  In  the  part  of  the  country  with  which  he 
was  connected  in  England,  there  was  practically 
fixity  of  tenure  and  fair  rente,  and  the  system 
was  eminently  successful.  What  was  a  success 
in  one  country  surely  would  be  so  in  the  other." 
—[3  Hansard,  ccliii.  1206.] 

Mr.  Montgomery,  who  was  well  known 

to  people  connected  with  the  North  of 

Ireland  as  a  landed  proprietor,  s€dd — 

**  The  more  he  considered  this  (the  Land) 
Bill,  the  more  he  was  inclined  to  think  that,  under 
the  circumstances  that  were  to  he  dealt  with,  it 
would  hardly  he  possihle  to  draw  a  better  one." 

The  condition  of  Ireland  seemed  to 
him  (Mr.  Litton)  to  be  due,  in  a 
great  extent,  to  three  causes,  which 
had  not  been  prominently  brought  for- 
ward. First,  the  extravagant  ideas 
landlords  in  Ireland  had  of  the  rights 
of  property,  and  probably  also  in  Eng- 
land. They  forgot  that  the  law  of  Eng- 
land knew  no  such  principle  as  the  pur- 
chase of  land  in  an  absolute  sense.  It 
acknowledged  the  sale  or  purchase  of 
an  estate  in  land  for  life  or  in  fee  simple ; 
and  land  must  be  taken  subject  to  all  its 
conditions.  Another  cause  was  the  legal 
fiction  by  which  all  the  expenditure  was 
supposed  to  belong  to  the  landlord ;  and, 
thirdly,  another  cause,  probably  the 
most  immediate  one,  was  the  remorse- 
less application  of  these  leg^al  rights. 
The  landlords  had  the  land  on  their 
side,  but  they  had  not  the  equity.  If 
they  forced  the  law,  could  they  complain 
that   the  tenants  pressed  forward  the 

X'  ty  ?  At  present  the  law  was  enforced, 
e  equity  blushed  at  the  wrong,  but 
blushed  in  vain.  These  rights  were 
applied  until  the  landlords  crushed  all 
opposition  to  their  will ;  they  were  at 
the  root  of  much  of  the  evil,  and  aeainst 
them  the  Bill  was  directed ;  and  if  they 
took  away  those  evils  they  would  cut 
away  the  ground  from  the  present  agita- 
tion, and  it  would  collapse.  The  Land 
Act  was  supposed  to  be  sufficient  to 
remedy  the  defects  which  notoriously 
existed ;  but,  however  well-intentioned, 
it  was  easy  to  show  how  that  Act  had 
failed,  for  it  was  proved  by  a  Betum 
that  in  1879  the  number  of  daims  were 
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409,  against  657  in  1878;  while  the 
amount  of  compensation  awarded  for 
the  whole  of  Ireland  in  regard  to  the 
daimB  of  tenants  was  only  £12,654  in 
1879,  and  in  1878  it  was  only  £17,063. 
That  was  all  that  was  paid  in  those 
years  to  tenants  who  were  disturbed 
for  the  improvements  they  had  made. 
How  stood  the  number  of  evictions 
about  the  same  time?  In  1877  there 
were  1,060  decrees  executed  for  non-pay- 
ment of  rent,  and  420  on  the  title ;  and 
in  1880  they  rose  to  2,888,  or  nearly 
double.  The  hon.  Member  for  Leitrim 
(Mr.  Tottenham)  had  referred  to  the 
remarkable  fact  that  there  were  more 
evictions  in  Ulster,  comparatively,  than 
in  other  parts  of  Ireland  in  recent  years. 
The  explanation  waa  very  simple.  The 
Land  League  had  not  had  such  power  in 
the  North  as  it  had  in  the  South.  Who 
could  doubt  that,  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  Land  League,  the  evictions  in  the 
South  would  have  increased  as  they  had 
increased  in  Ulster  ?  The  hon.  Member 
had  spoken  of  the  best  manure  for  the 
land  being  to  salt  it  with  rent ;  but  that 
idea  was  not  confined  to  him,  because 
he  (Mr.  Litton)  found  that  the  Drapers' 
Company,  so  lonjp^  ago  as  1817,  declared 
that  the  rent  of  the  landlord  and  the 
enjoyment  of  the  occupier  arose  from 
the  same  cause — 

"  If  the  rent  ia  raised  the  oconpier  ia  obliged 
to  exert  hiiimelf — thoa  greater  exertions  yields 
alao  the  meana  of  greater  enjoyment  to  him- 
self." 

That  certainly  was  a  comfortable  theory 
for  the  occupier.  With  regard  to  the 
Bill  before  the  House,  he  was  not 
altogether  in  love  with  many  of  its 
dauses,  still,  as  he  read  it,  it  would 
secure  the  objects  in  view.  Its  main 
object  was  to  deal  with  the  large 
class  of  tenants  who  were  unprotected 
in  Ireland.  The  Bill  did  not  seek  to 
disarrange  the  relations  between  land- 
lords and  tenants  as  thev  existed,  un- 
less the  tenants  were  forced  by  the 
landlords'  conduct  to  seek  the  protection 
of  the  Court.  The  object  of  the  Bill 
was  not  to  interfere  with  these  relations 
whenit  could  be  avoided  andfair  contracts 
were  subsisting.  That  was  shown  bv  the 
exemption  of  leases  from  the  Act.  When 
there  was  harmony  between  owners  and 
tenants,  and  the  relationship  worked 
easily,  the  Bill  would  have  no  operation 
at  all.  Therefore,  hon.  Members  who 
complained  of  the  amount  of  litigation 
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which  was  likely  to  aoorue  from  the  Bill 
should  bear  in  mind  that  there  need  be 
no  litigation  except  in  those  cases  spe- 
cially alluded  to  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Antrim  TMr.  Macnaghten), 
where  the  relations  oetween  landlords 
and  tenants  were  strained.     Once  the 
landlords  adopted  and  carried  out  the 
principle  of  the  *'  three  F's  "  the  Bill 
was  not  required.     Therefore,  in  deal- 
ing with  this  matter,  a  just  and   fair 
landlord  had  nothing  to  fear,  and  in. 
that  case  things  would  go  on  iust  as 
if  the  Bill  had  never  passed.     The  Bill 
provided  for  fair  rents  and  for  fixity  of 
tenure,  and  in  all   cases  the  ri^ht  of 
sale.    He  would  attempt  to  deal  with 
the  principal  objections  made  to  the  BilL 
First,  there  was  the  political  economy 
argument     It  was  said  that  the  Bill 
was  a  violation  of  the  laws  of  political 
economy.    He  would  not  go  into  that 
argument,  as  it  had  been  the  subject  of 
so  much  discussion.     He  noticed,  how- 
ever,  as  a  curious  circumstance,   that 
many   hon.  Members  whose  views  in 
regaird  to  political  economy  were  entitled 
to  much  respect,   while    quoting    the 
same  authority,  Stuart  Mill,  in  support  of 
their  arguments,  had  disagreed  in  its  ap- 
plication to  the  subject  before  the  House. 
But  practical  politics  did  not  admit  of 
the  universal  application  of  any  abstract 
doctrines  of  political  economy,  and  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  rigid  appli- 
cation of  general  rules  must  be  regu- 
lated by  the  particular  conditions  of  the 
case.     He  should  not  attach  much  im- 
portance to  the  divergency  of  views  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  Members  for  Sal- 
ford  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold),  Cork  County 
(Mr.    Shaw),     and     Southwark     (Mr. 
Thorold  Rogers),   except  to  say    that 
when  they  came  to  deal  with  a  case  like 
this  he  would  not  take  the  view  of  any 
political  philosopher  who  had  elaborated 
nis  views  in  his  study.    They  had  here 
to  deal  with  matters  appealing  to  their 
common    sense.      Even   Mr.    Bonamy 
Price,  notwithstanding  the  strong  lan- 
guage which  he  used  with  regard  to  this 
question,  had,  he  (Mr.  Litton)  thought, 
given  up  the  contest,  when  he  admitted 
that    the    landlords    themselves    had 
pressed  their    position   too  far,    when 
they  took  advantage  of  it   to  enforce 
unjust  demands  upon  the  tenants.    Thus 
his  arguments  were  not  applicable   to 
the  state  of  Ireland.     It  was  said  that 
free  sale  destroyed  fair  rent;  but  he 
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thought  that  was  a  great  exaggeration. 
He  might  say  that  Judge  Longfield,  one 
of  the  highest  authorities  on  this  sub- 
ject, had  declared  this  assertion  to  be  an 
abuse  of  language.    It  occurred  to  him 
(Mr.  Litton)  that  the  way  to  look  at  the 
matter  was  this.     A  tenant,   suppose, 
who  had  his  rent  revised,  sold  his  hold- 
ing, receiving  from  the  incoming  tenant 
£100.    In  one  sense,  that  added  £5  a- 
vearto  the  rent  the  incoming  tenant  would 
have  to  pay;  but  the  outgoing  tenant 
had  himself  expended  a  like  amount,  by 
reason  of  which  the  rent  had  been  re- 
duced. The  value  due  to  his  expenditure 
was  that  which  he  sold — ^he  was  equally 
out  of  his  capital,  as  the  purchaser  would 
be  out  of  his;  consequently,  incoming  ten- 
ants did  not  pay  more  in  the  shape  of  rent 
than  outgoing  tenants.    Another  objec- 
tion was  that  the  Bill  was  a  concession  to 
Irish  agitation.    But  he  contended  that 
it  was  a  concession  to  justice,  and  he 
was  sure  the  tenant  farmers  of  Ulster 
would  repudiate  the  notion  that  it  tended 
to    interfere    with  the  just  claims  of 
the  landlord.     He  (Mr.  Litton)  thought 
there  was  a  general  desire  on  the  part 
of  tenants  to  recognize   the  landlords' 
right  to  a  fair  rent,  provided  the  land- 
lords showed  a  disposition  to  treat  them 
fairly  as  to  their  just  claims.  As  regarded 
the  fair  rent  clause,  he  thought  he  spoke 
the  mind  of  a  considerable  number  of 
the  tenants  of  Ulster  on  the  subject— 
that   there  was   no    objection   to   the 
clause  so  far  as  it  dealt  with  holdings 
subject  to  the  custom.      He  objected, 
however,  to  the  introduction  of  the  word 
<<  estimated,"  which  was  too  strong,  too 
precise,  and  too  mathematical  a  word. 
The  word  sought  to  indicate  that  the 
full  amount  of  the  value  ought  to  be 
given,  and  he  thought  that  word  ought 
to  be  struck  out.    No  tenant  in  Ulster 
desired  to  see  the  landlords'  rent  cut 
down  to  zero ;  and  he,  therefore,  objected 
to  the  word  **  estimated."    There  would 
be  more  difficulty  in  dealing  with  cases 
outside  Ulster,  because,  in  addition  to 
what  might  have  been  paid  for  the  acqui- 
sition of  the  holding,  the  element  of  the 
tenant's  right  or  interest  was  two- fold — 
namely,  the  improvement  which  he  had 
effected,  and  also  the  increased  value  to 
which  the  soil  had  been  rai.<)ed  by  the 
continued  process  of  good  tillage.    He 
did  notthiuk  either  that  the  disturbance 
scale  should  be  applied  in  fixing  the 
rents.    The  scale  of  compensation  was 


certainly  an  element  of  value  when  a 
man  was  about  to  sell,  but  it  was  not 
applicable  to  the  case  of  a  tenant  who 
continued  in  his  holding ;  it  was  to  be 
given  as  compensation  on  account  of  his 
being  turned  out  of  his  holding,  and  if 
applied  as  a  test  of  a  fair  rent,  it  might 
happen  that  a  tenant  would  receive  the 
amount  during  the  currency  of  his  ten- 
ancy in  the  shape  of  reduction  of  rent, 
and  receive  it  over  again  when  the  ten- 
ancy was  put  an  end  to  by  the  landlord. 
In  the  Act  of  1870  the  scale  of  compen- 
sation was  regulated  by  the  rateable 
value ;  whereas,  in  the  Bill  before  the 
House,    compensation    was    calculated 
according  to  the  rent.      That  made  a 
most  important  difference,  and  operated 
against  the  considerate  landlord  and  in 
favour  of  the  rack-renting  landlord.    He 
believed  that  the  amount  of  litigation 
arising  from  the  Bill  would  be  as  large 
as  was  expected.    In  1879  the  number 
of  cases  was  409  all  over  the  country, 
and  in  1878,  657.    They  had  in  the  Bill 
the  valuable  provision  of  an  arbitration 
clause  which  he  had  no  doubt  would  be 
largely  availed  of,  as  it  gave  the  land- 
lord and  tenant  an  opportunity  of  set- 
tling their  differences  without  appealing 
to  the  Court,  and  he  saw  no  reason  why 
the  landlord  and  tenant  should  fall  out. 
He  objected,  however,  to  the  Bill  not 
dealing    with   existing  leases.     There 
had  been  cases  notoriously  in  the  North 
of  Ireland,  and  equally  in  the  South,  in 
which  pressure  had  been  put  on  the 
tenant  to  sign  leases  \mder  threat  of 
eviction,  with  a  view  to  enable  the  land- 
lord to  get  out  of  the  liability  of  the  Act 
of  1870.      He   contended  it  would  be 
right  and  just  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to   afford    relief  to    tenants 
placed  in    that    position,   who    should 
satisfy  the  Court  that  they  had  been 
forced,  either  by  the  landlord  or  by  the 
agent,  to  agree  to  these  terms.    Tenants 
of  that  class  ought  to  be  relieved  and 
have  the  benefit  of  the  fixing  of  a  faiv 
rent.    But  there  was  a  class  outside  the 
ordinary  lessee — a  class  still  more  im- 
portant, for  whom  some  provision  ought 
to  be  made,  and  those  were  the  tenants 
who  held  under  leases  as  yearly  tenants. 
It  might  surprise  hon.  Members  to  know 
that  such  things  existed ;   but  to  con- 
vince the  House  that  such  was  the  case 
he  produced  a  lease  of  this  character. 
The  object  of  this  was  to  evade  le^sla- 
tioa  in  the  interest  of  the  tenant.   There 
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was  also  another  matter  wliioh  ought  to 
have  been  dealt  with  in  the  Bill,  and 
that  was  the  property  of  the  London 
Oompanies  and  ouer  Corporations.  The 
Gh)yemment  ought  to  have  called  atten- 
tion to  this  matter ;  but  it  would  be  his 
duty,  and  that  of  his  Friends,  to  intro- 
duce Amendments  to  compel  those  Com- 
panies to  sell  their  properties  in  case  the 
Land  Commission  called  on  them  to  do 
so ;  and,  further,  to  provide  that  in  the 
event  of  their  sale  the  right  of  pre-emp- 
tion should  be  given  to  every  tenant  on 
the  estate.  He  also  thought  the  Court 
of  First  Instance,  as  proposed  to  be  con- 
stituted under  the  Bill,  would  not  be 
acceptable  to  the  country,  and  was  not 
oompetent  to  ascertain  what  was  a  fair 
rent.  In  fact,  he  believed  the  Counhr 
Court  Judges  in  Ireland  did  not  thins 
themselves  qualified  to  decide  on  the 
question  of  a  fair  rent.  That  being  so, 
he  would  prefer  to  have  associated 
with  the  Judge  two  practical  persons, 
selected  for  their  superior  knowledge  of 
the  land,  who  should  visit  the  holmngs 
and  determine  with  the  Judge  all  mat- 
ters of.  fact,  but  not  of  law.  He  would 
not  have  them  permanent  officials,  but 
selected  by  the  Land  Commission  from  a 
panel  appointed  and  removed  at  dis- 
cretion, as  they  were  required  in  any 
particular  locabty.  He  had  no  doubt  the 
House  would  pass  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill ;  and  he  would  put  it  to  hon. 
Oentiemen  coming  from  Ireland — espe- 
cially the  Home  Kule  Members — whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  for  the  benefit  of 
their  country,  and  conducive  to  the  suc- 
cess of  the  measure,  not  only  here,  but 
in  "another  place,"  that  they  should 
recognize  in  it  such  an  attempt  to  deal 
with  the  question  as  would  justify  them 
in  giving  their  hearty  support  to  the 
second  reading.  The  question  now  was, 
would  the  House  accept  the  second  read- 
ing ?  He  (Mr.  Litton)  heartily  hoped 
it  would,  and,  in  conclusion,  would 
quote  the  words  of  Edmund  Burke — 

"The  qaestioD  if,  not  whether  you  have  a 
right  to  render  vonr  people  miserable,  bat 
whether  it  is  not  your  intereet  to  make  them 
happy.  It  ifl  not  what  a  lawyer  tells  me  I 
may  do ;  but  what  humanity,  reason,  and  justice 
tells  me  I  ought  to  do." 

Mr.  BEDMOND  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  it  was  the  duty  of  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  but  more  especially 
of  eveiy  Irish  Member,  to  approach  the 
discussion  of  that  measure  in  a  spirit  of 
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fairness  and  liberality.    However  miioli 
many  of  them  might  disapprove  of  por* 
tions  of  the  Bill — however  much  many 
of  them  might  believe  that,  viewed  as  a 
whole,  it  was  an  inadequate  measme  to 
settie  the  Irish  Land  Question,  still  none 
of  them  could  shut  their  eyes  to  the  £sct 
that  its  introduction  marked  an  enor- 
mous stride  of  public  opinion  upon  thk 
subject.      Ghreat    principles    wnioh,    im 
1876,  were  denounced  m>m  almost  every 
quarter  of  the  House  were  now  recog- 
nized as  just ;   and  although  thej  be- 
lieved that  those  principles  were  not 
effectively  carried  out  by  the  olauses  of 
the  Bill,  still  it  seemed  to  him  Uiat  it 
would  ill  become  them  to  approach  its 
discussion  in  a  spirit  of  carping  oritioism, 
or  to  withhold  nt>m  it  a  full  and  fair  and 
even  generous  consideration.    Bat  just 
as,  in  1870,  a  few  Irish  Members  boldty 
protested  that  the  measure  which  was 
then  introduced  was  an  inadequate  one 
— just  as  a  few  Irish  Members  then  ran 
the  risk  of  being  misunderstood,  and  of 
having  their  motives  misrepresented  by 
assuming  a  seemingly  hostile  attitude, 
so,  to-day,  there  were  Irish  Members  apoii 
those  Benches  who  were  determined  at 
all  hazards  to  do  what  they  conceived 
to  be  their  duty  to  their  constituents  by 
protesting  that  this  measure,  as  it  stood 
at  present,  could  not  afford  a  settlement 
of  the  Irish  Land  Question,  and  that,  if 
carried  into  law  in  its  present  shape,  it 
would  prove  absolutely  injurious  to  a 
large  number  of  the  small  and  poorer 
tenants  in  the  countxr.    Although  the 
portion  of  the  Bill  which  dealt  with  the 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant 
was  absolutely  essential  to  provide  im- 
mediate relief,  still  it  could  only  be  re- 
garded at  best  as  a  temporary  arrange- 
ment.   In  his  opinion,  no  regulation  of 
the  relations  between  landlord  and  tenant 
could  settie  the  Irish  Land  Question.  The 
most  that  could  be  claimed  for  it  was  that 
it  might  render  the  present  system  toler- 
able, while  that  system  was  bieinff  slowly p 
but  surely,  abolished  by  the  other  por- 
tions of  the  Bill.    The  Bill  proposed, 
with  certain  modifications,  and  condi- 
tions, and  restrictions,  to  establish  the 
principles  of  fair  rent,  fixity  of  tenure^ 
and  froe  sale ;  but  the  oarryinff  out  of 
all  these  principles,  and,  in  ntot,   the 
whole  working  of  the  Bill,  was  made  to 
depend  upon  the  Oourt.    No  more  im- 
portant Amotion,  no  more  difficult  duty 
ever  devolved  upon  any  tribunal  than 
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that  of  fixing  a  fair  rent.  In  his  opinion, 
it  was  a  duty  wbioh  it  was  utterly  im- 
possible for  any  tribunal  adequately  to 
nilfil.  But,  at  least,  they  had  a  right  to 
expect  that  the  tribunal  which  was  to 
be  invested  with  this  novel  and  extra- 
ordinary power  should  be  one  which 
would  command  the  i^ospect  and  confi- 
dence of  the  people.  What  was  the 
tribunal  eetabushed  by  this  BUI?  No 
new  one  at  all,  but  an  old  and  dis- 
honoured institution.  The  Civil  Bill 
Ck)urt  was  tried,  and  had  failed  to 
work  the  Act  of  1870.  There  was  a 
dause  in  that  Act  providing  that  com- 
pensation might  be  given  to  tenants 
evicted  for  non-payment  of  rent,  if 
the  rent  was  proved  to  be  exorbitant. 
During  the  whole  of  the  operation 
of  the  Act  there  were  only  three  cases 
in  all  Ireland  in  which  such  com- 
pensation had  been  awarded.  It  was 
idle  to  say  this  arose  from  rarety  of 
exorbitant  rents.  It  did  not ;  it  arose 
from  the  fact  that  the  Court  did  not 
receive,  and,  as  he  believed,  did  not 
deserve  to  receive,  the  confidence  of  the 
people.  He  had  three  objections  to  the 
tribunal.  In  the  first  place,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  the  Civil  Bill  Court  had 
already  work  enough  to  do.  It  had  not 
the  time  at  its  disposal  to  deal  with 
these  cases  —  the  thousands  of  cases 
which,  notwithstanding  what  was  stated 
bv  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Ijrone  (Mr.  Litton)  must  come  before  it 
in  every  part  of  Ireland,  if  the  bulk  of 
the  tenants  were  to  be  benefited  by  this 
Act.  Then,  its  processes  were  so  ex- 
pensive as  to  forbid  poor  men  who 
re<^uired  to  be  benefited  from  applying 
to  it.  The  Court  was  also  constituted  in 
such  a  way  that  it  was  regarded,  whe- 
ther rightly  or  wronely,  with  almost 
universal  suspicion  and  mistrust  in  Ire- 
land. What  was  wanted,  in  his  (Mr. 
Bedmond's^  opinion,  was  a  separate, 
distinct  tribunal,  which  would  be  able 
to  give  all  its  time  and  attention  to  the 
oases  arising  out  of  the  Bill,  and  which 
should  also  be  cheap  in  its  procedure 
and  expeditious  in  its  working.  It 
should  be  constituted,  not  as  to-&y,  by 
men  drawn  from  one  dass  of  the  com- 
munity, who  had  been  chosen  for  pre- 
ferment, either  in  consequence  of  the 
aodal  influence  of  landlords,  or  of  poli- 
tioal  services  rendered  to  some  English 
Party,  but  oomposed  of  men  drawn 
impiuiially  from  all  classes  of  the  oom- 


munity,  men  chosen  solely  in  consequence 
of  their  fitness  for  the  work,   and  who 
would  command  the  reepeoit  and  confi- 
dence of  the  people.    Tnat  was  his  first 
general  objection  to  the  Bill  as  it  now 
stood.    His  second  objection  was,  that, 
if  he  read  it  right,  the  immediate  result 
of  its  passing  into  law  in  its  present 
shape  would  he  that  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  small  tenants  throughout  Ire- 
land would  be  evicted  from  their  homes. 
That  seemed  strange  in  a  Bill  which 
some  of  its  supporters  stated  gave  fixity 
of  tenure;    but   the    explanation  was 
that  there  were  300,000  tenants  in  Ire- 
land who  were  rented  at  less  than  £8 
a-year,  and  the  vast  majority  of  these, 
in  the  South  and  West  of  Ireland,  were 
at  that  moment  hopelessly  in  arrears. 
Their  rent  had  accumtdated  in  disastrous 
seasons  in  consequence  of  the  iniquitous 
rack  rents  which  were  exacted.    These 
arrears  it  was  impossible  the  tenants  in 
question  could  pay.    How  would  those 
men  be  treated   by  the  Bill?    Why, 
they  would  be  compelled  by  the  land- 
lords to  sell  their  tenant  nght.    They 
would  be  forced  on  a  depressed  market, 
and  the  price  offered  for   the  tenant 
right,  whether  it  was  lar^e  or  small, 
would  go,  every  penny  of  it,  in  arrears 
due  to    the  lanolord.     In  such  cases, 
the  concession  of  freedom  of  sale  was 
nothing  but  a  mockery.     If  that  took 
place,   eviction  with  all  its  harshness 
remained ;  and  he  asked,  in  all  fairness, 
would  it  be  any  consolation  to  those 
men,  when  they  and  their  families  were 
thrown  out  penniless  and  hopeless  from 
their  homes,  to  be  told  that,  oy  a  bene- 
ficent measure  passed  in  that  Parliament 
of   England,  the  inestimable  boon  of 
freedom  of   sale  had   been   conferred 
upon  them  ?    The  Court  was  to  decide 
wnat  was  to  be  a  fair  rent  for  the  pre- 
sent, and  for  the  future  for  15  years. 
Assuredly,  it  would    be   equally  well 
qualified  to  go  back  six  years,  and  say 
what  would  have  been  a  fair  rent  during 
that  time.    If  that  was    done,   those 
claims  for  arrears  would  be  reduced  to 
their  just   proportions;    and    then    it 
would  be  the  duty  of  the  State  to  step 
in  and  compensate  the  landlords    for 
their  just  losses.    That  might  appear  a 
startling  proposal ;  but  would  it  not  be 
better  for  the  State  to  spend  some  mil- 
lions to  enable  the  tenant  farmers  to 
reap  the  benefit  of  the  Act,  and  to  have 
a  fair  start,  than  to  spend  the  money  in 
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keeping  an  army  of  40,000  men  in  Ire- 
land to  enforce  an  unjust  law  and  to 
assist  in  evicting  the  people  from  their 
homes?  He  knew  not  on  what  principle  of 
justice  leaseholders  were  to  be  exempted 
from  the  Bill.  In  many  parts  of  Ireland 
leases  had  been  forced  upon  the  tenants 
to  cheat  them  out  of  the  benefits  of  the 
Act  of  1870.  The  notorious  "Leinster 
lease  "  robbed  the  tenants  of  the  Duke 
of  Leinster  of  the  benefits  of  the  Act  of 
1870;  was  it  to  be  allowed  to  rob  them 
of  the  benefits  of  the  Act  of  188 1  ?  He 
objected  also  to  that  part  of  the  Bill 
which  afforded  increased  facilities  for 
emigration.  If  there  was  any  reason 
for  the  proposal,  it  was  that  emigration 
had  been  too  slow.  His  answer  was 
that  within  the  last  28  years  over 
2,500,000  men  and  women  left  the 
shores  of  Ireland;  last  year  almost 
100,000  emigrated,  and  of  these  75  per 
cent  were  between  the  ages  of  15  and 
S5.  What  nation  on  earth  could  stand 
such  a  drain  as  that  ?  But  why  should 
they  leave  ?  While  there  were  in  Ire- 
land thousands  of  fertile  acres  without  a 
homestead,  and  thousands  of  acres  of  re- 
olaimable  land,  it  was  cruel  mockery  to 
the  Irish  people  to  talk  of  increased  fa- 
cilities for  emigration.  He  had  said  that 
the  Bill  recognized  great  principles. 
The  greatest  principle  that  it  recognized 
was  that  landlordism  in  Ireland  was  an 
evil.  True,  compulsory  expropriation 
was  not  to  be  found  within  the  four  cor- 
ners of  the  Bill ;  but  so  desirable,  nay, 
essential,  did  it  appear  to  the  Qx)vem- 
ment  to'get  rid  of  Irish  landlords,  that 
extraordinary  facilities  were  to  be  af- 
forded to  induce  them  to  sell.  He  wel- 
comed with  pleasure  that  portion  of  the 
Bill  by  which  facilities  were  to  be  af- 
forded for  the  creation  of  a  peasant 
proprietary,  though  it  appeared  to  him 
some  of  the  provisions  for  that  purpose 
were  very  inadequate  and  absurd.  As 
far  as  he  knew,  there  was  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  it  would  be  unsafe  for  the 
Government  to  advance  the  whole  of  the 
purchase  money ;  and  he  could  not  un- 
derstand with  what  object  the  Bill  im- 
posed restrictions  that  wonld  be  abso- 
lutely fatal  to  the  proper  working  of  the 
clauses.  Three-fourths  in  number  and 
value  of  the  tenants  would  have  to  say 
that  they  were  willing  to  buy  their  hold- 
ings before  the  Land  Commission  would 
be  empowered  to  buy  an  estate  from  a 
limdlord  who  desired  to  sell.    That  oon- 
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dition  would,  he  feared,  be  a^dom  ful- 
filled ;  and  it  was,  from  every  point  <rf 
view,  unnecessary.     Still,  notwithstand- 
ing these  defects,  he  viewed  this  poiiam 
of  the  Bill  with  some  hope.    In  a  Bpeedi 
addressed  to  his  constituents,  the  junior 
Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Glad- 
stone) said  that  the  Government  wonld 
resist  all  Amendments  emanating^  ftom. 
the  Land  League  Members.     He  reiy 
much  regpretted  that  determination ;  but 
the  letter  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  the 
Irish  Bishops,  and  the  speech  of  the  Chid 
Secretary  for  Ireland  at  Bradford,  had 
convinced  him  that  such  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leeds  also  stated  that  &e  era 
of  conciliation  for  Ireland  had  beg:an. 
He  was  fain  to  believe  it;   but  what 
could  Irishmen  think  when  the   Irish 
Executive  put  forth  its  powers  against 
men  of  high  and  unimpeachable  charao* 
ter,  and  the  Forces  of  the  Grown  wer« 
employed  to  maintain  unjust  and  ini- 
quitous laws  ?    Had  the  FHme  Minister 
been  present,  he  would  have  asked  him 
to  listen  to  the  suggestions  that  wonld 
emanate  from  the  Insh  B^presentatiTes; 
and  if  he  took  that  course  he  would,  in 
truth,  inaugurate  an  era  of  conciliation, 
and  there  would  be  some  chance  that  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  would  be  formed 
into  a  wise,  lasting,  and  beneficial  mea* 
sure  of  reform.   But  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  allowed  himself  to  be  bound 
by  the  evil  traditions  of  English  Oo- 
vernments  in  the  past,  if  he  resisted  and 
refused  all  concessions  to  Irish  opinion, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  insisted,  under 
the  malign  influence  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, in  forcing  on  the  Irish  people  a 
hateful  reig^  of  terror,  then  not  only 
would  the  Bill  inevitably  fail,  but  a 
great  opportunity  would  be  lost,  never  to 
be  regained  by  him,  of  doing  justice  to 
Ireland  from  that  House,  and  putting 
an  end  to  a  record  of  misery  and  blood- 
shed which  was  a  disgrace  to  the  history 
of  England,  and  was  unparalleled  in  the 
history  of  the  world. 

Sir  JOHN  RAM8DEN :  I  am  very 
glad.  Sir,  to  be  able  to  a^ee  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
(Mr.  Hedmond)  in  that  part  of  his  speech 
in  which  he  referred  to  a  peasant  pro- 
prietary ;  and  I  rejoiced  to  see  that  some 
of  the  leading  Members  of  the  €k>Yem* 
ment  who  have  taken  part  in  this  dis- 
oosaion—espeoially  my  right  ^      '^  •     * 
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the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster (Mr.  John  Bright),  and  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(the  Marquess  of   Hartington)  in  his 
speech  at  Fishmonger's  H«3l — have  put 
aside,   to  a    secondary  position,   those 
complicated  provisions  which  are   in- 
tended to  regulate  the  future  relations 
of  landlords  and  tenants,  and  raise,  to 
the  first  place  in  importance  among  the 
Government    proposals,    those    clauses 
which  will  lead  to  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  the  owners  of  land  in  Ire- 
land.   In  doing  so,  the  Government  are 
faithfully   adhering    to    the    principles 
which  have  guided  their  Party  in  the 
great  reforms  of  the  last  50  years.   We, 
Sir,  have  ever  looked  to  the  wide  ex- 
tension of  rights  and  franchises  among 
the  great  body  of  our  fellow-countrymen 
as  the  surest  bulwark  of  the  Throne  and 
the  Constitution ;  and  so,  in  like  manner, 
if  the  fortress  of  property  is  ever  to  be 
attacked,  I  believe  its  strongest  defence 
will  be  found,  not  in  raising  the  walls  or 
barring  the  gates,  but  in  extending  wide 
the  outworks  and  strengthening  the  gar- 
rison, so  as  to  enlist  on  the  side  of  the 
defence,  by  the  strongest  motives  of  self- 
interest,  the  largest  possible  number  of 
those  who,  if  jealously  excluded,  might, 
in    some  future   hour  of  difficulty  or 
danger,  throw  the  weight  of  numbers 
on  the  side  of  the  attacking  force.    I 
shall,  therefore,  give  my  hearty  support 
to  any  well-considered  measure  which, 
with  a  due  regard  to  the  rights  of  the 
present  possessors,  is  calculated  to  pro- 
mote a  large  increase  in  the  number  of 
the  owners  of  land.    So,  also,  as  to  emi- 
gration.   No  doubt,  Sir,  we  should  all 
prefer  to  keep  our  people  at  home  if  we 
could.     Human  life  and  human  labour 
are  two  of  the  most  precious  forms  of 
public  wealth ;  and  we  cannot  part  with 
them,  even  to  our  own  Colonies,  without 
a  pang.     But  when,  as  in  this  case,  it  has 
been  shown  that  whole  districts  of  the 
West  of  Ireland  are  so  crowded  and  so 
poverty-stricken,  that  if  you  made  the 
people  a  present  of  the  fee- simple  of 
their  holdings  to-morrow  they  could  not 
subsist  on  them  in  comfort,  I  can  con- 
ceive no  wiser  and  no  worthier  form  of 
help  than  to  ofiPer  them  the  means  of 
transport  to  a  country  where  the  owner- 
ship of  rich  and  virgin  land  is  to  be  had 
for   the  mere    taking   possession,  and 
where  their  own  labour  and  that  of 
their  families,  which  in  the  overcrowded 


market  round  their  present  homes  is  a 
mere  drug,  would  command  certain  em- 
ployment and  ample  reward.  It  is, 
therefore,  with  deep  regret  that  I  have 
seen  the  reception  this  proposal  of  the 
Government  has  met  with  from  the 
Leaders  of  the  Irish  people.  It  is  only 
one  more  instance  of  that  unhappy  spirit 
of  distrust  which  does  so  much  to  nrus- 
trate  our  best-meant  efforts  in  the  cause 
of  conciliation  and  peace.  But  if  the 
Irish  people  still  entertain  any  doubts  as 
to  the  ffreat  price  we  are  ready  to  pay 
for  their  good-will,  I  think  this  feill 
should  remove  those  doubts.  I  would 
ask  them  to  consider  what  it  costs  to  the 
English  Government  to  propose,  and  to 
the  English  Parliament  to  entertain, 
such  a  measure  as  this.  It  has  already 
cost  the  Prime  Minister  the  sacrifice  of 
one  of  his  oldest  and  most  honoured 
Colleagues.  But  before  these  debates 
are  over  I  am  afraid  it  will  have  cost 
him  a  great  deal  more.  Do  they  think 
it  can  be  pleasant  for  a  statesman  of  his 
standing  and  reputation  to  sit  there  to 
be  pelted  with  his  own  speeches  ?  And 
yet  I  feel  sure  my  right  hon.  Friend 
would  himself  be  the  first  to  admit  that 
no  fairer  weapon — and  certainly  no  more 
brilliant  or  effective  one — can  be  used 
against  him  by  his  opponents.  For  my  own 
part,  I  am  very  grateful  to  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire 
(Lord  Elcho)  for  giving  us  these  speeches 
in  so  convenient  a  form.  They  have 
been  very  valuable  to  me,  though  per- 
haps I  have  used  them  not  exactly  for 
the  purpose,  or  with  precisely  the  re- 
sult, which  my  noble  Friend  intended. 
I  freely  confess.  Sir,  that  during  the  last 
four  or  five  weeks  I  have  often  turned 
with  repugnance  from  the  study  of  the 
complicated   clauses    and    questionable 

frinciples  which  this  Bill  contains ;  but 
have  always  found  the  most  effectual 
antidote  to  that  repugnance  in  reading 
the  speeches  made  by  the  Prime  Minister 
in  1870.  In  those  speeches  I  find  he 
lays  down,  affirms,  argues,  and  chal- 
lenges confutation  of  those  principles 
which  I  believe  to  be  true,  and  which 
this  Bill  too  often  infringes.  What  in- 
ference am  I  to  draw  from  that  ?  Am  I 
to  conclude  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
has  changed  his  mind  ?  No,  Sir ;  I 
would  rather  believe  that  he  and  many 
of  his  Colleagues  have  felt  precisely  that 
same  repugnance  to  this  Bill  wmch  I 
feel  myseh^  and  that  they  have  seen 
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reason  to  overcome  it.  The  BiU,  we  are 
told,  violates  the  doctrine  of  Free  Trade. 
Undoubtedly  it  does.  Yet  who  sup- 
ports it  more  zealously  than  the  honoured 
champion  of  Free  Trade,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster.  The  Bill  establishes  new 
and  dangerous  principles  of  law.  I  fear 
that  cannot  be  denied.  Yet  who  is  there 
in  all  England  whom  we  on*  these 
Benches,  and  more  especially  those  of 
us  who  are  not  quite  so  enlightened  and 
advanced  as  some  of  our  Oolleagues, 
look  up  to  as  the  safest  and  most 
trusted  guardian  of  the  law  ?  Is  it  not 
the  present  Lord  Ohancellor  ?  And  yet 
this  bill  has  not  scared  the  Lord  Ohan- 
oeUor  from  the  Woolsack.  The  Bill  sets 
political  economy  at  defiance.  That  cer- 
tainly is  my  own  opinion.  Yet  who  in- 
troduces it  r  Is  theTrime  Minister  some 
benevolent  enthusiast,  who  treats  the 
doctrines  of  Adam  Smith  and  Malthus 
with  contempt  ?  Do  we  not  know  that 
for  the  lifetime  of  a  whole  generation  of 
men,  ever  since  the  majority  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  present  House  of  Commons 
were  boys  at  school,  the  Prime  Minister 
has  been  not  merely  studjdng  the  laws 
of  political  economy,  but  appljring  them 
with  unparalleled  success  to  the  most 
oomplicated  problems  of  legislation  and 
finance  ?  But  we  are  told  aH  this  is  ad- 
mitted. The  Government  know  weU 
enough  what  they  are  about ;  and  here 
lies  me  gravamen  of  the  charge — they 
err  with  their  eyes  open.  Knowing  the 
right  course,  they  deliberately  prefer  the 
wrong,  and  that  for  Party  purposes.  I 
hardly  know  whether  to  treat  that  accu- 
eation  as  seriously  intended  or  not.  I 
believe  it  is  made  half  in  joke  and  half 
in  anger ;  and  that  those  who  make  it 
hardly  expect  us  to  take  them  at  their 
word.  Inijust  as  I  believe  it  to  be,  its 
injustice  is  not  half  so  flagrant  as  its 
absurdity.  For  what  do  the  Government 
gain,  in  a  Party  sense,  by  this  Bill? 
Has  it  conciliated  the  Bepresentatives 
of  Ireland?  Not  in  the  least.  Is  it, 
then,  their  own  supporters  who  are  so 
desperately  enamoured  of  the  Bill  ?  I 
wish  we  could  put  that  to  the  test.  Allow 
me,  only  for  a  moment,  to  assume  that 
the  Prime  Minister  were  now  to  get  up 
in  his  place,  and  say — "  We  have  dis- 
oovered  a  plan  for  restoring  peace  and 
prosperity  to  Ireland  without  departing 
nrom  any  of  the  principles  we  laid  down 
in  1870.    The  Duke  of  Argyll  has  re- 
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sumed  his  place  in  the  Gbvemment.     I 
ask  leave  to  withdraw  this  Bill  in  order 
to  substitute  for  it  one  framed  on  very 
different  principles."    Is  it  not  notorioiis 
that  if  the  Prime  Minister  could  mak« 
such  an  announcement  as  that,  it  would 
bring  joy  to  the  hearts  of  many  of  hi« 
steadiest  supporters?     Should  we  not 
go  home  with  a  sense  of  ease  and  relief 
to  which  many  of  us  have  been  strangen 
ever  since  this  Bill  was  introduced  ?    No, 
Sir ;  the  opponent  of  the  Government 
must  find  some  more  plausible  theory 
to  account  for  this  BiU  than  to  say  it  ham 
been  introduced  for  Party  purposes.     If 
I  had  myself  to  offer  a  solution  of  the 
problem,  it  would  be  a  veiy  different 
one.    I  should  say  that  the  extent  of  the 
departure  from  ^e  principles  of   1870 
was  a  measure  of  the  sense  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  entertain  of  the  imperious  and 
paramount  requirements  of   the   great 
emergency  with  which  they  have  to  deaL 
The  nature  and  extent  of  that  emergency 
are  patent  to  us  all.    The  reasons  whim 
have  induced  the  Government  to  adopt 
this  particular  mode  of  dealing  with  it 
have  not  yet  been  fully  explained ;  and 
I,  as  a  supporter  of  the  Government, 
feel  it  my  auty  to  vote  in  favour  of  the 
second  reading  of  the  BiU,  in  order  that 
we  may  have  the  opportunity  of  hearing 
those  reasons  more  nilly  explained.    Aa 
regards  those  questionable  provisions  in 
the  Bill  with  which  we  sh^  have  to  deal 
when  we  get  into  Committee,  I  shall 
endeavour  to  approach  them  in  the  spirit 
of  that  faith  in  my  Leaders  which  may 
avail  to  remove  mountains,  though  I 
confess  myself  quite  unable  to  aspire  to 
that  still  higher  form  of  faith  which 
seems  to  enable  its  possessors  to  shut 
their  eyes  to  the  fact  that  there  are  any 
mountains  at  all  to  be  removed.     Pass- 
ing to  the  Bill  itself,  I  shall  be  anxious 
to  hear  why  the  Government  propose  to 
apply  the  Bill  to  future  tenancies  at  aU. 
The  Bill  is  commended  to  us  as  a  mea- 
sure of  justice,  to  give  legal  protection 
to  certam  moral  and  equitable  rights  of 
Irish  tenants  arising  from  the  past  his- 
toiy  of  their  tenure.    But  this  can  only 
apply    to   existing   tenancies.     Where 
there  is   no  existing  tenancy  and  no 
existing  tenant,  there  can  be  no  tenant 
right.    To  apply  the  Bill  in  thoee  oases 
would  attach  a  penalty,  perhaps  amount- 
ing to  a  prohibition,  to  me  letting  of  any 
land  now  in  the  landlords'  occupation. 
It   would   deprive  the  landlord  of  a 
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Taloable  right,  without  oonferring  any 
corresponding  benefit  on  anyone  else. 
Indeed,  it  would  injure  the  whole  class 
of  tenants  by  still  further  restricting  the 
supply  of  land  available  for  letting, 
when  the  reason  for  legislatiye  interfer- 
ence arises  from  the  fact  that  this  supply 
is  already  far  too  small  to  meet  the 
demand.  I  hope  the  Oovemment  will 
also  explain  why  they  propose  to  g^ye 
ttie  right  of  free  sale  to  eyery  tenant, 
quite  irrespectiye  of  whether  he  has  paid 
for  it  at  his  entry  or  not.  The  regula- 
tion of  rents  by  a  public  tribunal  is,  no 
doubt,  false  in  principle ;  but  there  are 
strong  arguments  of  expediency  to  re- 
commend it  in  Ireland;  and  no  other 
plan  has  been  suggested  by  which  the 
eyils  of  excessiye  competition  for  land 
can  be  controlled.  But  if  competition 
is  so  dangerous  a  weapon  that  we  are 
forced  to  yiolate  our  own  principles  in 
order  to  wrest  it  from  the  hands  of  the 
landlord,  who  is  bound  by  the  strongest 
inducements  of  self-interest  to  use  it 
with  moderation,  on  what  possible 
ground,  either  of  justice  or  expediency, 
can  we  intrust  it  to  the  tenant,  who  is 
under  no  such  inducements  to  modera- 
tion at  all  ?  I  haye  neyer  yet  heard  a 
satisfactory  answer  to  the  objection  that 
fair  rents  cannot  co-exist  with  free  sale — 
that  the  two  are  not  merely  antagonistic, 
but  absolutely  and  essentially  incompa- 
tible. And  there  is  a  further  difficulty 
attaching  to  this  question  of  free  sale. 
It  has  been  proyecl  in  eyidence  before 
us  that  while  some  landlords  haye 
admitted  the  right,  others  haye  paid 
larffo  sums  to  keej>  it  o£F  their  estates ; 
and  there  are,  affain,  others  who,  under 
the  powers  of  ue  Land  Act  of  1870, 
haye  bought  up  the  right  and  extin- 
guished it  at  a  large  expense.  How  are 
you  goinff  to  deal  with  these  conflioting 
oases  ?  It  needs  no  argument  to  proye 
that,  if  you  re-create  a  right  whicn  has 
just  been  bought  up  in  rdiance  on  the 
good  faith  of  Parliament,  you  must  give 
compensation.  But  this  Bill  contains 
not  one  word  as  to  compensation ;  and 
yet  I  hold  it  to  be  absolutely  impossible 
uat  the  Gh)Temment  can  intend  to  pro- 
pose to  us  any  measure  that  will  in  the 
dightest  degree  justify  the  strong  Ian- 
ffuage  of  my  noUe  Fnend  the  Member 
mt  Haddingtonshire.  I  cannot  myself 
•ee  how  you  will  eyer  work  this  Bill 
without  gjying  rise  to  just  claims  to 
compensation.    When  this  question  was 


raised  early  in  the  debate,  my  right  hon* 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
answered  with  his  usual  honesty  and 
straightforwardness — **Whyshoiild  we 
compensate  the  landlords  when  we  do 
them  no  harm ;  when,  indeed,  we  confer 
a  benefit  on  them  by  the  Bill  ?  "  When 
I  read  that,  I  thought  my  right  hon. 
Friend  had  been  profiting  by  the  adyice 

fiyen  by  the  Prime  Mimster  to  a  can- 
idate  at  an  election  during  the  Easter 
Becess,  and  that  he  was  taHng  the  bull 
by  the  horns  with  a  yengeance.  I  haye 
no  doubt  my  right  hon.  friend  expressed 
his  own  sincere  opinion ;  but  I  am  afraid 
he  will  find  it  difficult  to  make  good  this 
point  throughout  the  coming  debates. 
He  must  remember  that  from  the  day 
this  Bill  passes,  competition  for  the 
ownership  of  land  in  Ireland,  as  distin- 
gashed  n*om  the  tenant  right,  is  at  an 
end .  After  passing  this  Bifi,  you  cannot 
reasonably  expect  uiat  another  shilling 
of  English  money  will  in  future  seek 
inyestment  in  Ixish  land.  There  will 
remain  only  two  purchasers — the  occupy- 
ing tenant  and  the  Land  Oommission. 
The  Land  Oommission  certainly  will  not 
bid  against  the  occupying  tenant ;  and  I 
think  we  may  trust  the  Land  League 
to  take  care  that  he  is  not  embarrassed 
by  any  other  competitor.  This  Bill  will, 
therefore,  yirtually  destroy  and  dose  the 
market.  I  quite  admit  that  the  opera* 
tion  of  the  Bill  is  so  obscure  that  it 
would  be  yeiy  difficult  to  assess  the 
amount  of  depreciation  beforehand  with 
any  approacn  to  accununr;  and  &e 
attempt  to  do  so  would  lead  to  long  and 
perhaps  painful  controyersy,  which,  I 
hope,  we  shall  be  able  to  ayoid.  For- 
tunately, a  proposal  has  been  made 
which  is  not  open  to  these  objections. 
The  proposal  first  appeared  in  the  Be> 
port  of  the  Bessborough  Oommission, 
inserted  there  by  the  O'Oonor  Don ; 
and  it  has  since  been  endorsed  by  Lord 
Lansdowne  and  Lord  Dufferin,  and  other 
high  authorities.  I  mean  the  proposal 
that  this  Bill  should  giye  to  eyery  owner 
of  land  in  Ireland  who  considers  he  will 
be  injured  by  it  the  option  of  m^lnng 
oyer  his  estate  to  the  Land  Oommission 
atafairprice.  The  proposal  is  so  reason- 
able, so  moderate,  ana  so  obyiously  de- 
manded by  justice,  that  I  hope  the  (}o- 
yemment  will  see  nodifflculfyinadopting 
it.  Andthereisanother  argument  which, 
with  the  sealous  supporten  of  the  Bill, 
may  weigh  almost  as  strongly  in  its 
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favour  as  the  argument  of  justice  itself. 
Those  of  us  who  had  the  good  fortune 
to  hear  the  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  on  Monday  night  must  have 
been  deeply  impressed  by  his  earnestness 
in  supporting  what  he  described  as  **  the 
great  object  of  this  Bill."  Speaking  of 
the  ownership  of  land,  my  right  hon. 
Priend  said — 

"I  believe  now  that  if  it  were  possible  to 
make  so  great  a  change,  if  it  were  practicable, 
it  would  be  of  more  advantage  to  Ireland  and 
its  population  than  all  other  measures  that  it  is 
possible  to  conceive  of  or  attempt  if  we  were  to 
transfer  three-fourths  of  all  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
from  tenants  into  actual  owners  of  their  land.'* 

And,  after  illustrating  his  argument  by 

reference  to  Eussia  and  France,  my  right 

hon.  Friend  proceeded — 

"  And  I  venture  to  say  ....  that  there 
is  nothing  that  Parliament  can  do,  and  scarcely 
anything  that  it  can  spend,  that  will  not  be 
amply  compensated  by  a  great  and  wide-spread 
liberality  with  regard  to  tiiis  particular  part  of 
the  Land  Question.'* 

These,  Sir,  are  very  remarkable  words 
indeed.  Speaking  with  fidl  the  weight, 
and  under  all  the  responsibility,  attach- 
ing to  his  great  authority  in  the  counsels 
of  the  Government,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
tells  the  House  of  Commons  that  to  turn 
three-fourths  of  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
into  owners  of  their  own  land  would  be 
of  more  advantage  than  any  other  mea- 
sure it  is  possible  to  conceive,  and  that 
the  expense  would  be  amply  compensated 
by  the  result.  This  being  the  opinion 
of  the  Government,  they  must  of  neces- 
sity desire  to  give  eflPect  to  it ;  and  they 
can  only  do  so  in  one  way — by  ofltering 
to  the  owners  of  land  in  Ireland  every 
fair  and  reasonable  inducement  to  sell 
their  estates.  I  sincerely  trust  the  Go- 
vernment will  show  they  have  the  courage 
of  their  opinions,  and  themselves  amend 
the  Bill  by  inserting  clauses  giving  to 
every  landowner  in  Ireland  whom  this 
Bill  affects  the  option  of  selling  his 
estate  to  the  Land  Commission  at  a  fair 
price.  Justice  and  sound  policy  alike  con- 
cur with  the  avowed  opinions  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  recommending  that  Amend- 
ment. I  believe  it  would  greatly  assist 
the  passage  of  the  Bill,  and  go  far  to 
insure  its  success  when  it  has  become 
law,  becatise  it  would  enable  the  Go- 
vernment to  give  large  and  immediate 
effect  to  that  object  they  have  so  much 
at  heart — the  creation  of  a  peasant  pro- 
pnetary. 

iStr  John  Ram9d$n 


SiB  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  wished  to 
make  a  few  observations  as  to  what  the 
Bill  would  cost  if  it  were  passed.  Thez« 
were  three  divisions  of  the  meaattre  cm 
which  public  money  would  be  expended. 
There  was,  first — the  question  ot  expro- 
priation, or  the  assisting  of  tenanto  to 
purchase  the  land  of  the  landlords ;  then, 
the  question  of  reclamation ;  and  next, 
the  question  of  emigration.  These  three 
heads  of  the  Bill  would  appear  to  require 
a  considerable  expenditure  of  public 
money ;  and  he  would  endeavour  to  indi- 
cate to  the  House  what  the  amount  of 
money  was  which  the  Exchequer  miffht 
be  called  upon  to  pay.  The  other  day 
he  asked  the  Prime  Minister  a  question 
with  reference  to  the  amount  of  the 
liability  Government  would  incur  under 
the  BiU ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  he  thought  it  would  be  better  to 
answer  that  in  Committee.  He  (Sir  John 
Hay),  however,  thought  it  should  be 
considered  by  the  House  before  it  reached 
that  stage,  and  he  trusted  the  House 
would  agree  with  him  in  that  opinion. 
With  regard  to  the  reclamation  of  land, 
those  familiar  with  some  parts  of  Soot- 
land  would  know  that  what  was  grouse 
moor  80  years  ago  now  carried  com  and 
turnips;  and  he  had  had  experience 
enough  of  that  kind  of  reclamation  to 
be  able  to  say  pretty  accurately  what  it 
cost.  There  were  5,200,000  acres  of 
land  under  tillage  in  Ireland.  Over  a 
very  considerable  area  reclamation  could 
not  be  undertaken  for  lees  than  some- 
thing like  £17  an  acre,  exclusive  of 
houses.  The  cost  of  improving  the  land 
and  placing  a  habitation  on  it,  if  a 
cottage  were  to  be  built  on  each  20-acra 
lot — and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  stated 
that  20-acre  holdingfs  were  the  smallest 
which  could  be  profitably  distributed 
among  peasant  proprietary — could  not 
be  put  at  less  than  £A  or  £5  additional 
per  acre ;  therefore,  the  reclamation  of 
3,000,000  acres  would  cost  something 
like  £22  or  £23  per  acre.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power) 
had  stated,  in  his  able  speech,  that 
3,000,000  acres  was  all  the  land  available 
for  profitable  reclamation.  That  being 
so,  the  reclamation  of  3,000,000  acres 
would  cost  at  least  £66,000,000  of  public 
money.  If  the  whole  of  the  8,000,000 
acres  of  land  which  would  then  be 
brought  under  cultivation  were  to  be 
I  appropriated,  there  would  be  room  fbr 
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400,000  peasant  proprietors,  or,  counting 
five  persons  to  each  family,  for  2,000,000 
persons.  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  expropriation  of  proprietors,  the  rents 
of  Ireland  at  that  moment  amounted  to 
£13,000,000  or  something  more,  and, 
taking  the  price  at  which  the  land  had 
been  sold  under  the  Ohurch  Estates 
Commissioners — namely,  22  years'  pur- 
chase —  the  cost  would  amount  to 
£286,000,000.  The  Treasury  would 
be  liable  for,  and  would  guarantee, 
three- fourths  of  this  sum  —  namely, 
£210,000,000.  If  the  400,000  peasant 
proprietors,  who  represented,  say, 
taking  five  as  the  number  of  the  family, 
2,000,000  persons,  were  the  whole  of 
the  Irish  people ;  and  if  we  were  likely 
to  get  rid  of  all  the  Irish  difficulties  by 
paying  this  money,  no  doubt  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  England  and  Scotland  might 
feel  themselves  justified  in  incurring  that 
liability.  But  it  did  not  seem  to  him 
that  the  question  could  be  settled  in 
such  a  manner,  because  the  population 
of  Ireland  at  the  last  Census  was  con- 
siderably over  6,000,000  persons.  Of 
these,  68,000  were  owners  of  land,  and 
6,000  were  tenants  of  over  £100  a-year 
rent.  These  persons,  with  their  fami- 
lies, at  five  to  a  family,  represented 
850,000  persons.  There  were  in  the 
seven  largest  towns  650,000  persons  not 

frincipally  dependent  on  agriculture, 
f  they  added  the  1,000,000  persons 
thus  indicated  to  the  2,000,000  persons 
who  represented  the  peasant  proprietary 
to  whom  the  whole  land  of  Ireland 
tinder  tillage  or  to  be  reclaimed  was  to 
be  appropriated,  there  still  remained 
more  than  2,000,000  persons  unprovided 
for.  He  spoke  with  some  knowledge, 
having,  like  all  Scotchmen,  recognized 
the  advantage  of  emigration.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  County  (Mr.  Shaw) 
said  when  Scotchmen  left  their  native 
land  they  never  went  back  again.  But 
that  was  not  the  case,  because,  having  re- 
presented an  English  constituency  for  18 
years,  he  (Sir  John  Hay)  now  represented 
a  Scotch  one.  No  doubt  hon.  Members 
had  read  the  valuable  and  patriotic  com- 
munication addressed  by  the  Canadian 
Government  to  ours  on  the  subject  of 
emigration.  In  Manitoba  alone  there 
was  room  for  80,000,000  persons.  There 
the  wretched  cottier,  who  passed  his 
time  between  starvation  and  sedition, 
would  become  the  honest  and  indus- 
trious possessor  of  320  acres  of  fertile 


soil;  and  priest  and  people,  either  in 
village  communities  or  in  separate 
homesteads,  would  become  an  orderly, 
loyal,  and  happy  community.  It  would 
be  far  better  and  more  sensible  to  get 
rid  of  the  surplus  population  by  placing 
them  on  farms  of  considerable  size  in 
Canada,  where  they  could  live  com- 
fortably and  be  useful  to  the  land  of 
their  adoption,  as  well  as  to  the  Em- 
pire, than  adopting  any  of  the  other 
two  courses  that  had  been  suggested. 
There  was  a  small  island  in  the  He- 
brides —  North  Uist  —  which  had  a 
population  in  1847  of  something  like 
6,000  persons.  The  advance  of  science 
had  the  eflPect  of  taking  away  the  value 
of  kelp  for  commercial  purposes,  and 
the  consequence  was  that  the  people  of 
the  island  lost  their  means  of  gaining  a 
livelihood.  Lord  Macdonald  agreed  to 
remove  from  the  island  3,000  persons 
at  his  own  expense  and  send  them  to 
the  Colonies ;  but,  with  the  exception  of 
about  600,'  they  all  desired  to  remain 
there.  The  result  was  that  charitable 
persons  in  Scotland  provided  a  con- 
siderable sum  of  money  for  the  recla- 
mation of  the  land  on  the  island,  and 
the  land  was  reclaimed.  But,  after  the 
experiment  had  been  tried,  it  was  found 
that  the  ground  was  so  unfertile  that  it 
could  not  be  profitably  cultivated ;  and 
in  the  end  the  population  was  reduced 
to  1,600  or  1,800  persons,  the  rest  being 
sent  off  to  Canada,  at  the  expense  of 
Lord  Macdonald,  where  they  were  a 
most  contented  and  happy  community, 
whilst  those  who  remained  were  no 
longer  an  indigent  community.  He 
thought  it  would  be  well  if  the  people  of 
Ireland  would  profit  by  the  experience 
of  this  island. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  he 
had  always  held  the  opinion  that  the 
Irish  Land  Question  was  only  a  branch 
of  the  great  Land  Question  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  The  question  had  become 
accentuated  in  Ireland  from  the  peculiar 
circumstances  of  that  country;  but  no 
settlement  which  was  unjust  and  in- 
equitable in  itself  could  be  a  safe  and 
permanent  settlement.  He  maintained 
that  the  true  test  of  any  Land  Bill 
brought  before  Parliament  was  whether 
it  was  just  on  the  one  hand  to  the  tenant, 
and  on  the  other  to  the  landlord.  No 
one  in  his  sober  senses  could  believe  that 
by  any  action  of  the  Legislature  they 
oould  prevent  the  hiring  and  the  letting 
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of  land,  any  more  than  they  could  pre- 
vent the  hinng  and  letting  of  carnages 
or  horses.  They  might,  if  they  pleai^, 
transfer  the  virtual  ownership  of  the 
land  from  one  class  of  persons  to  an- 
other ;  but  all  history  taught  them  that 
amongst  the  class  that  was  favoured  by 
the  legislation  of  the  moment  there 
would  be  the  thrifby  and  the  idle,  and 
the  fortunate  and  the  unfortunate ;  and 
it  was  contrary  to  human  experience  to 
suppose  that  those  persons  wno  entered 
into  the  possession  of  land  for  the  pur- 

Eose  of  cultivating  it  would,  when  they 
ecame  rich,  not  desire  to  give  up  their 
occupations  to  tenants.  He  looked  upon 
all  the  proposals  to  do  away  with  land- 
lordism simply  as  attempts  to  delude 
the  public,  and  especifdly  the  Irish 
public.  Few  who  had  thought  out  the 
question  would  deny  that  there  was 
no  such  thinff  as  absolute  property  in 
land  vested  in  individuals.  Land  was 
invariably  held  on  trust  either  expressed 
or  implied.  The  whole  land  of  this 
oountiy  was  supposed  to  be  vested  in 
the  Grown,  and  granted  by  the  Grown 
to  individuals  for  specific  purposes.  If 
it  were  true  that  the  land  was  held  upon 
trust,  there  was  also  something  else  mat 
followed.  In  his  opinion,  the  landlord  and 
tenant  were  in  all  countries  virtually,  if 
not  absolutely,  co-partners.  They  might 
not  have  actually  the  same  interest  in 
the  land ;  but  so  long  as  the  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant  existed  they 
were  really  and  truly  partners.  They 
made  their  own  bargains ;  the  landlord 
was  the  sleeping  partner  and  the  tenant 
was  the  working  partner.  But  what 
followed  from  this  ?  That  the  principle 
of  arbitration,  as  in  all  partnerships,  was 
the  true  principle  on  which  to  settle 
disputes  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
It  seemed  to  be  forgotten  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  arbitration,  which  he  haa  fre- 
quently heard  excite  in  the  House  the 
greatest  astonishment  and  reprobation, 
was  the  very  principle,  not,  however, 
extending  to  the  question  of  rent,  that 
was  embodied  in  all  Scotch  leasee.  That 
was  one  cause  why,  in  his  opinion,  the 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant 
had  been  bo  little  disturbed  in  Scotland. 
The  primary  principle  of  this  Bill  was 
to  establish  a  Gourt  of'  Arbitration, 
which  oould  determine  vexed  questionB 
between  landlord  and  tenant.  For  years 
the  tenants  had  been  asking  it  in  vain, 
because  the  relations  between  them  and 
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their  landlords  had  not  been  the  Mme 
as  in  the  other  parts  of  the  Kingdom. 
The  principal  reason  of  this  was  the 
difiPerence  in  religion.  Scotch  and  Eng- 
lish landlords  were  able  to  take  the 
greatest  interest  in  the  spiritual  and 
moral  welfare  of  their  tenants ;  but  in 
Ireland  that  was  impossible.  Much  of 
the  land  had  been  given  to  the  landlordf 
with  a  mission  to  propagate  a  religion 
hateful  to  the  tenantry.  A  gp^at  gulf 
was  thereby  fixed  between  the  landlord 
and  tenant  in  the  matter  of  religion, 
dating  from  the  time  of  Elizabeth  and 
Gromwell.  No  Irish  landlord,  however, 
could,  in  these  days,  venture  to  interfere 
with  the  religion  of  his  tenant  without 
the  certainty  of  offending  the  religiouB 
feelings  of  the  people.  The  oonseqaenoe 
was  that  the  relations  between  landlord 
and  tenant  in  Ireland  were  very  different 
from  those  which  prevailed  in  T^gl^^M 
and  Scotland.  Irish  landlords  were  thus 
led  to  consider  their  tenants  as  so  many 
machines  for  the  production  of  rent 
He  did  not  deny  that  the  great  minority 
of  the  landlords  in  Ireland,  grossly  and 
wickedly  as  they  had  been  calumniated, 
had  performed  their  duty  to  their  ten- 
ants ;  but  the  misfortune  was  that  Irish 
landlords,  as  a  body,  had  not  those  in- 
timate social  relations  with  their  tenants 
which  were  characteristic  of  the  l^gljfh 
landlords.  The  management  of  Irish 
estates  was  committed  to  agents.  They 
all  knew  that  in  an  Irish  novel  the  first 
picture  presented  was  that  of  the  heir 
of  the  estate  going  abroad,  spending  his 
money,  and  sending  home  to  the  agent  to 
raise  mm  more  rent. 

Well,  the  principle  which  had  bemi 
so  long  demanded  of  a  tribunal  to  stand 
between  the  landlord  and  tenant  to  settle 
the  question  of  rent  had  at  lenffth  been 
adopted  by  the  Government.  This  ob- 
ject, good  as  it  was,  mi^ht  be  carried 
out  so  as  to  interfere  unjustly  with  the 
landlord  in  two  wa^s.  Fix«t,  pecuniarily, 
it  might  reduce  his  income  m  an  arbi- 
trary manner.  One  clause  in  this  very 
Bill  which  had  not  yet  been  explained 
might,  in  the  hands  of  an  unjust  Judge, 
confiscate  a  large  portion  of  the  property 
of  the  landlord.  In  the  second  jj^aoe, 
it  might  injure  the  landlord  in  his  feudal 
relations  with  his  tenants.  Now,  until 
the  passing  of  the  Ballot  Act  the  vote 
of  the  tenant  was  considered  as  much 
the  absolute  property  of  his  landlord  as 
the  rent  itsou.     Whou  he  was  first  r^ 
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tamed  to  the  Hoase  it  was  never  ex- 
pected that  he  should  oanvass  a  tenant, 
and  the  best  gift  that  conld  be  be- 
queathed to  his  successor  by  a  previous 
Bepresentative  of  a  county  constituency 
was  the  book  which  told  what  particular 
bailiff  influenced  such  and  sucn  tenants 
on  an  estate.  It  was,  at  that  time,  not 
the  custom  for  Parliamentary  candidates 
to  address  the  electors  at  all,  except 
upon  the  hustings  at  the  time  of  the 
elections ;  and  such  things  as  meetings 
during  the  Beoess  for  the  Member  to  give 
an  account  of  his  stewardship  were  never 
heard  of.  That  was  only  12  years  ago. 
What  a  change  had  been  brought  about 
by  recent  lec:islation  in  the  relative  posi- 
tion of  landlord  and  tenant !  The  bal- 
lot had  absolutely  annihilated  all  ille^- 
timate  power  on  the  part  of  the  landlords, 
and  had  tiiius  deprived  them  of  the  last 
remains  of  their  feudal  privileges.  He, 
therefore,  specially  valued  in  this  BiU 
the  establishment  of  a  judicial  tribunal 
between  the  landlord  and  the  tenant, 
because,  from  the  circumstances  just 
mentioned,  such  a  change  would  injure 
DO  one;  but  he  hoped  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, on  the  question  of  the  tribunal,  would 
adopt  the  recommendation  of  those  who 
haa  observed  the  working  of  the  Land 
Courts  in  Ireland.  He  was  quite  con- 
vinced that  Courts  with  a  County  Court 
Judge  as  Chairman,  beine  the  sole 
arbitrator  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant, would  be  productive  of  nothing 
but  disaster.  He  did  not  impugn  the 
perfect  fairness  and  honour  of  County 
Court  Judges.  There  were  32  of  them, 
some  of  wnom  had  the  reputation  for 
giving  judgments  in  favour  of  landlords, 
and  others  in  favour  of  tenants;  but, 
however  learned  and  meritorious  they 
might  be  in  reality,  it  would  be  most 
unwise  in  the  State  to  place  them  in  a 
position  in  which  it  might  be  supposed 
thejr  would  not  be  perfectly  impartial  in 
their  judgments.  He  thought  it  would 
be  useful  to  associate  with  them  an  arbi- 
trator to  advise  and  act  with  them. 
But  the  great  complaint  he  made  against 
the  BiU,  which  he  regarded,  neverthe- 
less, as  a  noble  effort  to  settle  a  most 
intricate  question,  was  that  it  was  a  Bill 
which  would  settle  all  questions  by  liti- 
ffation,  whereas  the  questions  between 
uuidlord  and  tenant  ought  to  be  settled 
by  oourts  of  conciliation.  If  a  certain 
number  of  perfectly  impartial  abitrators 
who  had  a  knowledge  of  the  qualitiet 


of  land  were  selected  bv  the  Government 
and  associated  with  the  County  Court 
Judges  in  the  investigation  of  these  sub- 
jects, we  should  get  a  tribunal  which 
would  be  fair  to  the  landlord  and  to  the 
tenant,  and  which  would  not  involve  the 
latter  in  the  cost  of  liti^tion  that  was 
foreshadowed  in  this  Bill.  He  should 
like  to  see  the  Lcmd  Commission  ap- 
point sub-Commissioners  to  visit  the 
various  districts.  These  sub-Commis- 
sioners would  be  able  to  settle  half 
the  disputes  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant, by  a  simple  hearing  in  an  informal 
way,  without  expensive  records  and 
without  any  fee.  With  regard  to  the 
Land  Commission,  it  had  been  rumoured 
that  of  the  three  members  of  whom  it 
was  to  be  composed  one  would  be  the 
excellent  Nobleman  who  presided  over 
the  Irish  Church  Commission,  while  an- 
other would  be  a  learned  Judge  who 
was  a  member  of  the  same  Commission. 
The  Church  Commissioners  had  been 
most  successful  in  giving  effect  to  the 
Bright  Clauses  of  the  Land  Act,  for  out 
of  8,000  ecclesiastical  holdings  with 
which  they  had  to  deal  they  had  sold 
nearly  6,000  to  the  tenants;  and  he  be- 
lieved the  same  Commissioners  would 
be  equally  successful  in  administering 
the  provisions  of  this  BUI,  whUst  the 
experience  of  themselves  and  their  staff 
would  be  most  valuable  as  regards  waste 
lands.  He  was  aware  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister thought  the  undertaking  of  State 
works  in  the  West  of  Ireland  would  be 
against  aU  the  principles  of  poHtical 
economy.  He  deeply  regretted  that  fact, 
which,  indeed,  was  unmistakably  written 
on  the  pages  of  this  BiU,  for  his  own  ex- 
perience of  Ireland  had  convinced  him 
that  if  we  left  that  festering  sore  un- 
touched, or  left  the  execution  of  works  to 
Joint  Stock  Companies,  we  should  per- 
petuate the  source  of  idl  the  evils  under 
which  the  people  were  labouring.  Un- 
less Parliament  grappled  with  the  indus- 
trial development  of  the  country  and 
the  amelioration  of  the  cottier  tenants  of 
the  West  of  Ireland,  no  real  good  would 
be  accomplished  by  any  Land  BiU. 

He  must  refer  to  another  questiony 
which  it  was  very  painftd  for  him  to 
speak  upon,«  but  which,  in  the  interests 
of  truth,  he  ought  not  to  pass  by.  The 
organization  which  had  kept  up  the 
agitation  on  the  Land  Question  during 
the  last  12  months  had  presented  itseu 
in  a  Protean  shape  to  that  House.    Hon. 
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Members  had  heard  constant  denials  of 
the  principles  on  which  that  organiza- 
tion was  based.  It  was  with  feelings  of 
amazement  that  he  heard  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell), 
when  charged  in  that  House  by  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre),  deny  that  he  had  ever  advo- 
cated the  expropriation  of  landlords. 
Why,  the  fundamental  principle  of  the 
Land  League  was  not  to  evict  tenants, 
but  to  evict  landlords.  He  heard  that 
statement  to  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  with  the  greatest  astonishment, 
and  he  thereupon  referred  to  the  records 
of  the  Land  League,  and  found  there  a 
series  of  resolutions  which  were  passed 
on  the  30th  of  April  last  year  at  a  great 
conference  in  Dublin,  at  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  presided. 
The  most  important  resolution  was  this — 

'*  That,  for  the  settlement  of  the  Land  Ques- 
tion,  a  department  should  be  constituted  which 
should  be  empowered  to  acquire  the  ownership 
of  any  estate  upon  tendering  to  the  owner  of  the 
estate  20  years'  purchase  at  Griffith's  valuation ; 
and,  moreover,  that  any  tenant  tendering  that 
amount  should  thereby  become  entitled  to  the 
ownership." 

Well,  was  not  that  expropriation  ?  Then, 
why  did  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  contradict  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ? 

Mb.  PABNELL  :  I  did  not. 

Me.  MITCHELL  HENRY :  Am  I  to 
understand  that  the  hon.  Member  denies 
that  he  did  contradict  ? 

Mb.  PARNELL:  The  statement  of  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  was  that  I 
had  advocated,  and  that  the  Land  League 
had  advocated,  the  compulsory  expropria- 
tion of  all  landlords.  I  had  advised,  and 
do  still,  the  expropriation  of  landlords, 
but  not  of  all  landlords. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  asked  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Member  or  anyone  else 
would  say  that  the  resolutions  did  not 
apply  to  all  landlords?  Not  content 
with  that,  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
said,  at  the  close  of  his  address,  that  he 
had  loDg  advocated  the  proposal  of  fixity 
of  tenure ;  but,  he  added,  let  them  dis- 
guise it  as  they  might,  any  compro- 
mise with  the  system  of  landlordism 
simply  meant  the  prolongation  of  it. 
He  would,  therefore,  throw  overboard 
fixity  of  tenure,  and  he  went  on  to  ask 
those  who  had  supported  it  how  long 
they  had  been  **  fiddling  "  with  it  ?  The 
Iriab  people  had  been  taught  distinctly 

Mr.  MiUMl  Hm-y 


by  the  hon.  Member  axKt  his  allies  that 
the  only  mode  in  which  the  Land  Oii6»- 
tion  could  be  satisfactorily  settled  was  by 
getting  rid  of  landlords — of  all  landlords, 
not  merely  of  some.  What  assistance,  he 
would  ask,  had  hon.  Members  given  to* 
wards  the  settlement  of  the  Land  Que*- 
tion  ?  At  a  conference  in  Dublin,  only  the 
other  day,  a  learned  gentleman  used  ex- 
pressions which  made  his  blood   turn 
cold.    He  said  the  bankruptcy  of  the 
greater  part  of  the  Irish  landlords  was 
inevitable  if  tenants  would  only  perse- 
vere in  withholding  their  rents,  in  con- 
testing their  claims,  and  preventing  theia 
from  getting  any  money  out  of  the  land. 
He  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  contended  that 
that  was  a  most  immorad  and  revolting 
sentiment.    He  knew  at  present  land- 
lords who  were  in  far  greater  destitution 
than  their  tenants.   [A  laugh,"]  An  hon. 
Member  laughed;  but  he  was  not  a 
landlord.      Day  after  day  there  were 
instances  of  applications  by  Irish  land- 
lords for  the    means    of  obtaining   a 
day's  bread,   in  consequence  of  their 
rents  being  withheld  by  their  tenants. 
A  friend  of  his  had  told  him  that  he 
had  met  a  landlord  who,  after  consulting 
him  as  a  doctor,  told  him  he  could  not 
pay  him  his  fee,  as  he  was  reduced  to 
want  through  his  rent  being  unjustly 
withheld  from  him.    If  a  landlord  who 
evicted  a  tenant  because  he  could  not 
pay  was  guilty  of   the  most  heinous 
crime,  he  knew  no  language  that  was 
too  strong  to  condemn  the  conduct  of 
those  who  had  money  in  their  pockets, 
but  refused  to  pay  their  just  debts.   He, 
for  one,  would  never  do  anything  else 
than  denounce  the  conduct  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite    who    had    stimtdated 
tenants  in  a  course  of  dishonesty.    The 
hon.    Member    for    Limerick    County 
(Mr.  Synan)  had  joined  the  Party  led 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.   Parnell),  and  a   short  time  ago 
his  tenants  asked  him  to  concede  what 
it  was  said  they  wanted — Griffith's  va- 
luation.     He  consented  at  once;  but 
his  tenants  would  not  pay;   then   he 
issued    processes    against    three    large 
tenants  who  could  pay,  but  who  dis- 
honestly refused  to  pay  by  the  advice 
of  the  Land  League.     For  doing  that  he 
was  denounced  in  very  strong  language 
by  a  reverend  gentleman.      The  hon. 
Member   only  last  week  wrote   a  let- 
ter to  the  accuser,  stating  that  he  be- 
lieved he  made  the  accusation  of  haiah 
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oonduot  on  his  part  in  profound  igno- 1 
ranee  of  the  facts,  and  explaining  that 
he  had  laid  out  large  sums  of  money  on 
the  tenants'  farms,  but  could  not  g^t 
payment  of  his  rents.  He  had  never 
heard  of  a  more  temperate  letter  than 
that  under  the  circumstances,  nor  of  a 
letter  showing  more  conclusively  what 
were  the  real  aims  and  objects  of  those 
who  were  directing  that  agitation.  The 
case  was  so  typical  of  what  was  going 
on,  and  so  important,  that  he  would 
trouble  the  House  with  reading  the 
letter  itself.  It  was  dated  last  week, 
and  addressed  to  the  £ev.  Eugene 
Sheehy — 

"  Il«v.  and  Dear  Sir, — I  find,  in  the  report  of 
the  Kilmallock  meetuDg  on  Sunday  last, '  that 
you  charge  me  with  causing  writs  to  be  served 
thickly  on  my  tenants  near  Manister,  and  that 
the  task  was  not  unpleasant  to  me.'  My  opinion 
of  you  as  an  able,  jmtriotic,  and  just  clergyman 
is  such  that  I  believe  you  made  this  statement 
under  a  misapprehension  and  ignorance  of  the 
facts.  I  therefore  feel  it  my  duty,  for  your 
sake  as  well  as  my  own  defence,  to  put  the  facts 
before  you.  Last  October,  my  agent  asked 
whether  I  would  grant  the  request  of  the 
tenants  to  pay  Griffith's  valuation,  to  which  I 
at  once  consented.  After  five  months  the  rent 
was  not  paid,  and  my  agent  had  to  select  three 
of  the  principal  tenants  for  proceedings  to 
compel  payment  of  what  they  tnemselves  pro- 
posed. One  of  these  tenants,  three  ^ears  ago, 
paid  to  another  tenant  £950  for  the  interest  in 
his  holding.  A  second  held  under  a  lease  at 
£30  a  farm  of  60  acres,  upon  which  I  expended 
£700  since  the  lease  was  made,  and  for  which  I 

ry  £37  lOf.  a-year  drainage  interest ;  so  that 
am  actually  a  loser  of  £7  lOx.  a-year.  The 
third  has  a  farm  of  60  acres  under  a  lease,  and 
upon  this  I  have  expended  over  £700  since  the 
lease  was  made.  Are  the  tenants,  who  refused 
to  perform  their  own  promise  to  pay  Griffith's 
valuation,  in  the  wrong  ?  Or  is  my  agent  in 
the  wrong  for  being  obliged,  unwillingly,  after 
five  months  to  take  proceedings  to  compel  them  ? 
I  have  no  doubt  of  your  answer,  and  remain, 
Rev.  and  Dear  Sir,  very  faithfully  yours, 

"  E.  J.  Syxax." 

It  would  be  seen,  therefore,  that  the 
League  sought  to  induce  persons,  first  of 
all,  to  ask  for  Gh'iffith's  valuation  ;  and 
when  that  was  given  to  refuse  to  pay  any 
rent  at  all.  It  was  the  most  dishonest,  the 
most  demoralizing,  and  the  most  un-Ohris- 
tian  agitation  that  he  had  ever  known. 
He  ha^  mentioned  these  things  because 
he  wanted  to  put  the  House  in  pos- 
session of  the  estimate  which  they  ought 
to  place  on  the  abstention  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  from  supporting  the  Bill. 
They  knew  very  well  that  it  was  a 
just  Bill  in  the  main ;  that  it  offered  to 
the  tenants  far  more  than  the  tenants 


had  ever  dreamt  of  obtaining ;  and  if  it 
were  passed,  and  if  it  were  amended,  as 
he  trusted  it  would  be,  it  would  fbr  ever 
settle  the  Land  Question.  But  when  the 
Land  Question  was  settled  Othello's  occu- 
pation would  be  gone.  He  had  never 
spoken  to  an  Irish  farmer  by  himself  with- 
out finding  that  eJl  he  asked  was  to  have 
a  fair  rent,  and  not  to  be  disturbed  in  his 
holding  as  long  as  he  paid  that  rent. 
But  the  Irish  farmers  had  been  taught 
that  to  obtain  that  they  must  combine  for 
ends  that  were  immor^  in  themselves  and 
demoralizing  to  the  country.  [**No !  "] 
Did  any  hon.  Gentleman  say  it  was  not 
immoral  for  the  tenants  to  refuse  to  pay 
any  rent,  even  when  they  could  afford 
it,  to  landlords  who  were  as  virtuous  as 
the  tenants,  and  most  of  whom  had  always 
performed  their  duties  ?  If  a  poor  tenant 
could  not  pay,  he  said  it  was  immoral  for 
the  landlord  to  turn  him  out  of  his  hold- 
ing, and  he  had  last  year  advocated  a 
measure  which  would  have  altogether 
prevented  evictions  for  a  year  imder 
a  certain  amount — £50 — until  the  pre- 
sent Bill  had  passed .  That  measure  was 
not  accepted  by  the  House,  nor  adopted  by 
the  Government.  But  the  Compensation 
for  Disturbance  Bill  was  introduced  by 
the  Government,  and  thrown  out  by  the 
House  of  Lords.  What  was  the  course 
of  hon.  Members  opposite  in  regard  to 
that  Bill?  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  repeatedly  stated  that  that 
Bill  was  not  worth  the  paper  on  which  it 
was  written.  [Mr.  Parnell  :  I  never  said 
anything  of  the  sort.]  The  hon.  Member 
repeatedly  said  the  Bill  was  perfectly 
worthless,  and  he  gave  it  no  assistance. 
Did  the  hon.  Member  suppose  that  people 
had  no  memories  ?  When  the  Bill  was 
rejected  by  the  House  of  Lords  that  was 
made  the  stalking-horse  of  that  pestilent 
agitation.  It  would  be  the  same  thing 
with  the  present  Bill.  Some  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  were  too  noble-minded  to 
accept  such  tactics  as  that.  The  hon. 
Member  and  his  Party,  as  they  had  been 
told,  were  to  walk  out  of  the  House  on 
the  second  reading.  What  was  the  ob- 
ject of  that  but  to  damage  the  measure 
in  the  House  of  Lords  and  get  the  House 
of  Lords  to  repeat  its  action  of  last  year  ? 
Hon.  Gentlemen  who  usually  acted  with 
the  hon.  Member  could  swallow  a  good 
deal ;  but  they  could  not  swallow  that, 
and  they  would  vote  for  the  Bill.  If  the 
Bill  were  thrown  out  by  the  machina- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  the  result 
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would  be  that  everything  would  be  put 
on  the  House  of  Lords  and  on  Parua- 
ment,  and  the  country  would  be  still 
more  agitated  next  year,  and  life  would 
be  more  unsafe  than  it  was  now.  He 
knew  what  it  was  to  live  among  an  ex- 
cited population  in  Ireland.  XJnm  lately 
his  own  people  had  treated  him  like  a 
brother,  and  nothing  but  words  of  bless- 
ing had  any  member  of  his  family  re- 
ceived from  them.  But  now  that  part 
of  the  country  was  stained  by  agra- 
rian crime,  and  had  been  the  scene  of 
some  of  the  foulest  deeds.  The  truth 
was,  the  Celtic  nature  was  somethina 
like  the  Hindoo  nature.  The  mild  and 
gentle  Hindoo,  who  took  care  of  children 
and  performed  domestic  offices  for  the 
Europeans  in  India,  when  once  excited 
at  the  time  of  the  Mutiny,  was  guilty  of 
the  most  dreadfal  atrocities.  And  so  it 
was  that  the  Celtic  nature,  affectionate, 
clinging,  religious,  was  yet  exceedingly 
excitable ;  and  thus  the  more  responsi- 
bility rested  on  those  who,  knowing  those 
qualities,  made  use  of  their  superior 
position,  and  of  their  education,  and  of 
the  money  which  they  wrung  from  the 
hard  earnings  of  the  poor,  to  excite 
them  to  do  deeds  which  were  foreign  to 
their  nature  and  dishonouring  to  the 
Irish  character. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  he  would  not 
stand  more  than  a  short  time  between 
the  House  and  the  eloquent  speech  which 
they  would,  no  doubt,  soon  hear  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Meath 
(Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan).  But,  under  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  representing 
as  he  did  classes  in  Ireland  who  had  not 
many  to  speak  for  them  in  that  Assembly, 
he  was  sure  the  House  would  kindly  in- 
dulge him  for  a  brief  space  while  he 
offered  some  observations  in  a  spirit,  he 
was  sorry  to  say,  less  complimentary  on 
the  whole  to  the  Bill  under  discus- 
sion than  previous  speeches  which  had 
been  delivered  that  evening.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  County  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw), 
in  his  conciliatory  and  discreet  address, 
had  invited  all  Insh  Members,  of  what- 
ever Party,  to  join  with  him  in  facilitat- 
ing the  passing  of  that  measure,  which 
seemed  to  him  calculated  to  confer  a 
great  advantage  on  their  common  coun- 
try, and  to  effect  a  final  settlement.  If 
he  could  join  with  the  hon.  Member  in 
that  opinion,  he  should  indeed  be  pre- 
pared to  make  great  efforts  for  so  high  a 
porpoee;  but,  unfortunately,  he  ootdd 


not  agree  with  him.    Nor  was  it  easy  ftr 
one  placed  as  he  was  to  even  approacik 
the  h^atment  of  this  subject  with  pofect 
calmness.  He  could  not  forget  what  had 
happened  during  the  last  12  montiia. 
He  could  not  forget  that  little  more  thaa 
a  year  ago  there  was  in  Ireland  oom- 
parative  toanquillity,  although  that  un- 
happy countiy,  and  the  poor    people 
there,  were  afflicted  by  severe  distress. 
Twelve  months  had  passed  away ;  and 
now,  in  the  midst  of  a  good  season, 
there  was  something,  even  at  this  day, 
approaching  civil  war  in  Ireland.     Be- 
lieving, as  ne  did,  tiiat  however  excel- 
lent the  intentions  of  the  (Government, 
it  was  to  their  conduct  that  must  be 
attributed  the  excesses  which  had  dis- 
graced Ireland — to  their  weakness,  to 
the  faults  of  their  Administratioa,  that 
it  was    their   ^^hit-him-and-hold-him" 
policy  which  had  exasperated  and  excited 
the  Lish  people — believing  all  that,  he 
said,  when  he  was  called  upon  calmly 
to  discuss  the  Bill  now  offered  to  them 
for  their  acceptance,  it  was  not  an  in- 
vitation easy  to  accept.    Furthermore, 
he  believed  that  there  were  within  the 
Bill  proj^sitions  and  principles  which 
were  vicious  in  themselves,  and  disas- 
trous in  their  consequences   to    those 
whom  he  was  sent  there  to  represent ; 
and  he  was  convinced  that  their  ultimate 
results  must  prove  injurious  even  to  the 
tenantry  themselves.    It  was  presented 
to  them   in  this  s;uise  —  ''  Something 
must  be  done ;  will  you  accept  the  re> 
sponsibility  of  rejecting  this  measure?" 
So  that  one  felt  it  was  almost  equally 
dangerous  to  support  the  Bill  or  oppose 
it,  to  accept  or  reject  it.    Besides  these 
difficulties,  this  measure  was  proposed  at 
a  time  when  whatever  was  done  would 
confer  the  least  advantages  on  the  people, 
who  were  not  in  a  frame  of  mind  and  tem- 
per to  receive  the  Bill  in  that  spirit  in 
which,  no  doubt,  it  was  brought  forward 
by  the  Government.    Nevertheless,  he 
admitted  the  gravity  of  the  crisis,  and 
he  should  endeavour,  as  far  as  in  him 
lay,  to  approach  it  in  no  partizan  or 
factious  spirit ;  it  was,  therefore,  to  him 
a  great  satisfaction  that  there  was  a  very 
considerable  portion  of  the  Bill  which  he, 
for  one,  could  heartily  support.    In  the 
first  place,  as  regarded  the  scheme  for  the 
creation  of  peasant  proprietors.     He  had 
always  been  a  supporter  of  that  policy. 
He  believed  that  it  would  give  solidity 
and   steadiness   to   society  in  Ireland 
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if  there  were  an  increase  of  yeoman 
farmers.  There  were,  of  course,  con- 
siderable difficulties  in  the  way.  One 
great  advantage  which  he  had  always 
seen  in  the  proposal  was  that  it  would 
come  into  operation  at  the  time  when  es- 
tates were  about  to  be  sold.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  this  was  an  experiment 
likely  to  turn  out  well  in  every  case.  It 
was,  however,  just  at  the  moment  when 
properties  were  changing  hands  that  the 
scheme,  which  was  so  honourably  con- 
nected with  the  name  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  in  the  Act  of 
1870,  and  which  was  now  introduced 
somewhat  altered  into  the  present  Bill, 
would  come  into  operation;  and  he 
thought  it  was  well  worth  while  to  run 
some  risk  to  try  such  an  experiment  at 
such  a  time  as  that.  He  thought  that 
advantages  were  now  offered  for  doing 
so  which  certainly  had  not  arisen  before ; 
for  when  an  estate  came  into  the  market 
they  might  find  a  great  many  tenants 
who  were  solvent  and  capable  in  every 
way  of  becoming  yeoman  farmers,  but 
they  would  find  also  a  certain  number  of 
weaker  brethren — tenants  too  poor  to 
enable  them  to  achieve  that  position.  The 
latter  class  could  not  be  and  ought  not  to 
be  converted  into  peasant  proprietors. 
But  under  the  Bill,  as  he  understood 
it,  the  same  Oommissioners  who  were  to 
have  charge  of  this  business  of  creating 
peasant  proprietors  were  also  to  have 
under  their  charge  opportunities  for 
carrying  out  a  great  scheme  of  emigra- 
tion. Now,  if  they  could  induce  a  cer- 
tain number  of  families  representing 
these  very  small  holdings  to  emigrate, 
they  would  not  only  relieve  the  estate 
from  overcrowding,  but  they  would  be 
able  to  add  the  farms  of  those  who  went 
to  the  holdings  of  those  who  remained, 
and  thus  enable  the  latter  to  become 
solvent  yeoman  farmers.  He  thought 
that  would  be  a  great  advantage,  and 
he  rejoiced  exceedingly  to  know  that  the 
opposition  which  had  been  raised  against 
emigration  seemed  to  be  fading  away. 
He  fully  respected  the  objections  enter- 
tained by  some  to  emigration  under  the 
old  system,  because  if  individuals  went 
from  Ireland  to  America  they  often  got 
lost  in  the  great  cities,  and  it  was  natural 
that  those  charged  with  their  morals 
at  home  felt  strongly  on  this  point. 
Also,  no  doubt,  the  circumstances  under 
whidi  that  emigration  was  conducted 
were  very  painful  in  the  mere  process 

YOL.  OCLXI.       [XHIBD  8SBZX8.] 


of  transferring  people  from  Ireland  to 
America.  But  under  this  Bill  he  hoped 
it  would  be  very  different.  They  ought 
to  be  enabled  to  take  with  them  into 
their  new  homes  the  habits  and  prac- 
tices of  their  old  homes.  With  respect 
to  emigration,  he  agreed  with  what 
had  fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend  that 
it  was  the  only  means  of  dealing  with 
that  deep-seated  evil  which  had  been 
described  by  one  of  the  witnesses  ex* 
amined  by  the  Bessborough  Commis- 
sion as  the  ''cancer  of  disaffection  in 
Ireland."  It  was  in  those  districts  along 
the  seaboard  of  the  Atlantic  where  the 
people  were  crowded  together  in  the 
most  wretched  circumstances  of  poverty 
and  destitution  that  the  agitation  was 
first  begun — rather  more  than  a  year 
ago— -and  there  it  grew  and  spread  with 
the  greatest  vigour.  He  was  sure  that 
House  was  well  acquainted  with  the 
descriptions  given  of  the  miserable  state 
of  the  Irish  people  who  were  massed 
along  the  West,  North-West,  and  South- 
West  of  Ireland.  But,  no  matter  how 
vividly  those  things  were  described, 
unless  figures  were  given,  Englishmen 
felt,  he  was  afraid,  a  certain  degree  of 
Huspicion  with  regard  to  the  eloquent 
statements  made  by  his  countrymen, 
and,  therefore,  he  had  been  at  the  pains 
of  putting  together  a  few  figures  which, 
he  thought,  would  a  little  astonish  the 
House.  He  would  take  the  County 
Mayo,  whose  people  he  knew  well.  In 
ordinary  times  they  were  a  light-hearted, 
easy-going  people,  and  wonderfully  pa- 
tient considering  their  hard  lot.  He 
wished  to  compare  for  a  few  minutes 
the  state  of  society  in  Mayo  with 
the  state  of  things  in  Armagh.  He 
took  these  two  counties,  because  in  both 
there  was  an  immense  number  of  small 
holdings,  the  percentage  in  Armagh 
being  even  greater  than  that  in  Mayo. 
In  the  former  the  percentage  was  67'8  ; 
in  Mayo,  67*4.  Yet  in  one  county  there 
was  comparative  prosperity,  in  the  other 
great  distress.  He  wished  to  call  atten- 
tion to  this  and  other  special  circum- 
stances, because  the  first  idea  people  had 
was  that  if  the  Land  Laws  only  were 
altered  all  would  be  wc^ll.  But  the 
House  would  now  see  that  a  mere  change 
in  the  Land  Laws  would  not  have  pro- 
duced the  comfort  and  contentment 
which  were  to  be  found  in  the  one  case 
and  not  in  the  other.  In  Armagh  the 
percentage  of  waste  land  was  10*6,  au4 
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in  Mayo  46  of  the  whole  land  of  the 
county.  In  Armagh  the  ayerage  valua- 
tion per  acre  was  26«.  ^d. ;  m  Mayo, 
4«.  9i. ;  the  percentage  of  families  en- 

fag^  in  agricultural  pursuits  was,  in 
rmagh,  65 ;  in  Mayo,  78.  In  Armagh 
the  percentage  of  those  who  could  neither 
read  nor  write  was  30*4 ;  in  Mayo,  67*4. 
Not  only  that,  but  in  Mayo  there  was 
a  large  proportion  of  migratory  la- 
bourers who  were  in  the  habit  of  going 
across  the  Channel  to  seek  work  in  Eng- 
land, and  whose  return  empty-handed 
last  autumn  had  added  much  to  the  dis- 
content of  their  districts.  If  those  people 
emigrated  to  America,  and  especially 
under  the  scheme  of  the  Bill  to  Canada, 
they  might  exchange  their  miserable 
condition  for  one  of  happiness  and 
prosperity.  With  the  permission  of  the 
House,  he  would  read  a  passage  from  a 
letter  from  Lord  I>u£Perin,  in  which  the 
noble  Lord  spoke  of  having  seen — 

«  An  immeastiTable  sea  of  com,  clothing  with 
its  golden  expanse  what  two  years  before  had 
been  a  desolate  prairie — the  home  of  the  l^ax 
and  the  jackal — simply  through  the  exertions 
of  a  small  Bussian  colony  that  had  ran  up 
their  shanties  in  that  favoured  land.  In  the 
neighbourhood,"  his  Lordship  said,  "was  an 
Iriui  settlement,  containing  many  descendants 
of  the  cottier  peasantry,  who  had  fled  from  the 
Famine  of  1846,  dow  oonyerted  into  happy, 
loyal,  and  contented  yeomen.  Instinctively  my 
mind  reverted  to  the  sights  it  had  seen  in  Mayo, 
Connemara,  and  Galway  in  1848.  Strange  to 
Bay,  the  appearance  of  the  horizon  was  in  each 
case  identicfd.  Its  verge  stood  out  against  the 
Betting  sun  like  the  teeth  of  a  saw  ;  but  in  Ire- 
land &is  impression  was  produced  by  the  gable 
ends  of  deserted  cottages,  in  Manitoba  by  the 
long  line  of  com-stacks  which  sheltered  every 
homestead.*' 

It  would  be  a  wrong  and  cruel  thing 
to  persuade  people  in  such  a  condition 
to  stay  at  home  instead  of  emigrat- 
ing, so  as  to  realize  for  themselves  the 
prosperity  which  he  had  described. 
Therefore,  so  far  as  that  part  of  the  pro- 
posal was  concerned,  he  was  able  to  give 
It  his  most  entire  sympathy.  As  to  recla- 
mation, he  would  be  glad  to  see  as  much 
of  it  as  was  possible.  His  only  fear  was 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  carry  it 
out  to  any  great  extent  with  success.  No 
doubt,  there  was  plenty  of  waste  land  in 
the  country ;  but  a  great  deal  of  it  was 
absolutely  incapable  of  reclamation — 
large  tracts  of  stony  waste  was  impos- 
aible  to  oultiyate  as  would  be  the  paye- 
ment  of  London.  But,  as  far  as  it  was 
possible  to  reclaim  those  lands  by  any 
•oheme,  by  all  means  let  Uie  CK>vem- 
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ment  encourage  it.    In  the  parts  of  tli* 
Bill  of  which  he  had  been  speaking^,  h» 
had  yery  little  to  find  fault  with.     Bat» 
turning  from  those  proposals  which  tba 
Secretary  for  India  had  spoken  of  as  the 
proposals  which  were  intended  to  bring 
about  the  permanent  amelioration  of  tlM 
country,  to  those  which  had  been  da- 
scribed  as  intended  to  bridge  orer  th« 
intenral  between  the  old  state  of  tkt 
things  and  the  new,  he  was  sorry  to  saj, 
that  giving  to  those  parts  of  the  Bill  tM 
best  attention  he  could,  he  found  great 
difficulty  in  understanding  them  ;    bat, 
as  far  as  he  did  understand  theni,  ke 
considered  that  they  contained  principlas 
which  were  vicious  in  their  character, 
and  would  be  fatal  in  their  consequ^ioe. 
With  the  permission  of  the  House,  he 
would  make  a  few  observations  upon 
them.    His  chief  object  was  to  fix  the 
attention  of  the  House  upon  one  ain^e 
clause — he  might  say  a  single  line  of 
the  Bill.     He  alluded,  of  course,. to  the 
proposal  for  fixing  fair  rents,  and  what 
he  wanted  was  to  obtain,  if  possible,  a 
clear  statement  of  the  meaning  of  that 
proposal.     Had  such  a  statement  been 
lortncoming   sooner  much  time  would 
have  been  saved.    Various  views  of  the 
construction  to  be  put  upon  the  clause 
had  been  suggested,  and  it  was  impos- 
sible that  all  of  them  could  be  right. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  difficulty 
would  be  clearly  explained  away  before 
the  end  of  that  Sitting.     The  oonatruo- 
tion  which  he  put  upon  the  clause  was 
the  same  as  that  propounded   by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.    Gibson).      His    right    hon.    and 
learned  Colleeig^e  had  attached  a  de- 
finite meaning  to  the  clause,  and  chal- 
lenged contradiction,  and  no  contradic- 
tion had  been  offered.     [The  AxTOKJnnr 
General  for  Ibbland  (Mr.  Law)  dis^ 
sented.J     He  was  perfectly  aware  that 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant had  said  that  the  proposal  was 
not  a  proposal    to  reduce   the    exist- 
ing rents  by  one-third.     But  that  was 
not  the  meaning  which  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  attached  to  it. 
His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend's  con- 
struction of  the  clause  was  that  ''  the 
tenant  would  be  at  once  credited  as  if 
he  had  paid  a  fine  to  the  landlord  for  a 
diminution  of  the  fair  rent  to  the  extent 
of  one-third."  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  fair  rent,  he  would  like  to  know 
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how  it  was  to  be  ascertained  ?  He  would 
pass  by  the  proposed  mode  of  ascer- 
taining the  rent  on  estates  where  the 
Ulster  Custom,  or  similar  usages,  existed ; 
though  eyen  in  those  cases  he  did  not 
understand  how  the  clause  could  be  en- 
forced without  the  tenant  right,  in  many 
instances,  eating  up  the  rent  altogether. 
He  wished  to  <uaw  particular  attention 
to  that  which  was  provided  in  the  case 
of  estates  on  which  there  was  no  Ulster 
Custom.    The  clause  said — 

"  The  tenant's  interest  is  to  be  estimated  with 
reference  to  the  scale  of  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance by  this  Act  provided.'* 

The  sceJe  of  compensation  fbr  disturb- 
ance was  provided  to  compensate  the 
loss  sustained  by  a  tenant  who  had  ac- 
tually been  ejected  capriciously  from  his 
holding.  This  Bill,  however,  said  that 
that  scale  was  to  be  applied  for  measur- 
ing the  rent  of  a  tenant  who  had  not 
been  evicted,  was  not  about  to  be 
evicted,  and  who,  once  this  Bill  became 
law,  could  never  be  evicted.  Surely 
there  was  no  connection  between  two 
such  oases.  The  only  explanation  that 
he  could  give  of  this  position  was  by  j 
following  up  an  illustration  which  was  | 
used  by  Lord  Sherbrooke  in  the  debate 
on  the  Land  Bill  of  1870.  The  noble 
Lord,  who  then  sat  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  compared  this  compensation 
for  disturbance  to  damages  in  an  action 
for  breach  of  promise  of  marriage.  Let 
them  assume  that  by  Act  of  Parliament 
it  had  been  provided  that  in  the  case  of 
a  breach  the  damages  should  be  assessed 
up  to  a  third  of  the  man's  property ;  he 
then  asked  the  House  to  imagine  that 
by  another  Bill  it  should  be  proposed 
that,  in  the  case  of  no  breach  being 
committed,  but,  on  the  contrary,  at  the 
moment  when  the  marriage  was  about 
to  be  solemnized,  the  lady  would  have 
a  right  to  demand  that  a  third  of  her 
husband's  property  should  be  settled 
upon  her.  He  could  not  anticipate 
the  explanation  that  would  be  offered ; 
but  he  thought  he  had  a  right  seriously 
to  ask  how  it  was  that  the  compensation 
for  disturbance  was  taken  as  the  mea- 
sure of  the  tenant's  right  ?  In  introduc- 
ing the  Bill,  the  Prime  Minister  said 
that  what  the  tenant  had  a  right  to  as- 
sign according  to  the  present  law  was 
not  worth  giving  or  receiving  ;  and 
then  proceeded  to  recite  the  scale  of 
compensation  for  disturbance,  observing 
that  under  the  Act  of  1870  the  tenant 


right  had  become  something  sensible.  He 
wanted  to  know  whether  by  the  Act  of 
1870  the  tenants  acquired  any  right  of 
which  they  could  dispose  by  sale  ?  No 
doubt,  a  right  could  be  created  by  an 
Act  of  Parliament ;  but  he  could  not 
admit  that  it  existed  at  the  present 
time,  nor  could  it  even  in  theory  be 
supposed  to  exist  unless  there  was  ad- 
mitted to  be  a  joint  property  in  the  land 
enjoyed  by  both  the  landlord,  who 
had  bought  or  inherited  the  property, 
and  the  tenant  who  held  the  land 
by  reason  of  the  payment  of  rent. 
Surely  a  scale  of  compensation  for  the 
present  landowners  must  be  fixed  if  the 
matter  was  to  be  settled  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament. No  one  would  contend  that 
the  right  existed  before  the  Act  of  1870, 
nor  would  anyone  hold  that  the  right 
was  not  carefully  excluded  from  the 
clauses  of  that  Bill.  He  repeated  that  he 
could  not  understand  how  a  man  could  be 
enabled  to  transfer  by  sale  any  part  of 
another  man's  property,  that  man  being 
his  landlord,  unless  it  was  done  under 
an  Act  which  gave  tenants  joint  pro- 
perty with  their  landlords ;  and  he  could 
not  take  that  as  being  in  any  way  a 
part  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
1870.  Mr.  Butt,  writing  in  his  ad- 
mirable treatise  on  this  subject,  said — 

"These  illustrations  appear  clearly  to  show 
that  any  principle  of  measurement  which  would 
directly  or  indirectly  introduce  into  the  esti- 
mate any  consideration  of  the  interest  which 
the  tenant  had  in  his  holding  when  served  with 
notice  to  quit,  would  he  opposed  to  the  whole 
principle  on  which  the  Act  is  framed.  This  ob- 
jection is  fatal  to  any  suggestion  of  measuring 
the  compensation  by  any  analogy  or  reference 
to  the  price  which,  before  his  eviction,  he  could 
have  obtained  for  his  tenant  right  or  goodwill." 

So  when  Mr.  Butt  was  framing  clauses 
for  his  tenant  right  Bill,  he  said  nothing 
about  this  supposed  tenant  right  created 
by  the  clauses  with  respect  to  compen- 
sation for  disturbance.  In  the  Land  Bills 
introduced  in  1»77  and  1878,  Mr.  Butt 
said  a  fair  rent  was — 

"  That  which  a  solvent  and  responsible  tenant 
could  aflford  to  pay  fairly  and  without  collusion 
for  the  premises,  after  deducting  from  suoh  rent 
the  addition  to  the  letting  value  of  the  premises 
by  any  improvements  made  by  the  tenant  or  his 
predecessors,  in  respect  of  which  the  tenant  on 
quitting  his  farm  would  be  entitled  to  compen> 
sation  for  his  improvements  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Land  Act." 

Another  question  which  he  would  like 
to  ask  was  this — Was  it  not  necessary 
for  the  Court,  if  it  was  to  have  reference 
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to  the  scale  of  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance at  all,  to  have  reference  to  the 
maximum  of  the  scale  ?    As  far  as  he 
understood,  the  Court  could  regard  no- 
thing else.    He  could  not  understand  on 
what  consideration  the  Court  could  fix, 
80  to  speak,  on  any  rung  of  the  ladder 
of  compensation  but  the  highest.  When 
an  eviction  had  under  the  Act  of  1870 
actually  taken   place,   all  the  circum- 
stances which  made  up  the  loss  could 
be  reeJized  by  the  Court ;  but  this  was 
a  case  in  which  there  was  no  eviction. 
Well,  then,  was  the  maximum  of  the 
sceJe  to  be  taken ;  and,  if  not,  why  not  ? 
What  were  to  be  the  considerations  for 
cutting  down  the  maximum  of  the  scale  ? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Meath 
(Mr.  SuUivan)  had  said  in  his  pamphlet 
explaining  the  Bill  that  if  a  man  had 
been  a  long  time  in  a  holding  that  would 
make  a  difiference.     That  might  be  a 
good  reason  for  giving  him  compensa- 
tion for  disturbance;    out  the  landlord 
was  not  going  to  turn  him  out ;  if  he  went 
out  it  would  be  of  his  own  free  will. 
Suppose,  in  the  illustration  he  had  given 
before,  the  lady  were  to  say,  **  I  have  so 
long  kept  company  with  this  gentleman 
thatmy  feelings  are  greatly  lacerated,  and 
I  claim  the  highest  damages  to  soothe  my 
anguish."    That  would  be  aU  very  weU 
if  the  gentleman  were  leaving  her ;  but, 
according  to  the  plan  of  this  Bill,  it  was 
the  lady  who  was    leaving  him — and 
leaving  the  home  of  their  married  life 
all  the  poorer  by  taking  this  compen- 
sation away.   But  the  proposal  had  been 
defended  on  a  different  ground.      The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster),  when  speaking  to  his  oonsti- 
tuents  at  Bradford   the  night  before, 
said  that  outside  Ulster  there  was  a 
tenant  right  which,  though  not  acknow- 
ledged by  law,  had  been  acknowledged 
by  custom,  by  traditional  sentiment,  and 
by  good  landlords.     The  impression  in 
the  mind  of  the  Chief  Secretary  derived 
from  the  Beport  of  the    Bessborough 
Commission  was  that  in  certain  parta  of 
the    country,   and    in    certain   circum- 
stances, there  was  that  traditional  senti- 
ment.    But  surely  they  were  not  going 
to  base  the  settlement  of  the  Land  Ques- 
tion in  Ireland  on  traditional  sentiment. 
That  would  be  rather  a  weak  foundation. 
There  was,  he  believed,  in  some  islands 
in  the  Pacific  Ocean  a  traditional  senti- 
ment in  favour  of  cannibalism   where 
the    flesh    hunger    wai    very    strong, 
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but    that    was    no    reason    for    giving 
such  a  custom  the  force  of  law.      The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said   that  good 
landlords  allowed  the  custom.     In  cer- 
tain canes,  no  doubt,  landlords  in  Ire- 
land kept  their  rents  very  low  ;  but  he 
by  no  means  admitted  that  in  anything 
like  a  majority  of  cases  they  admitted 
tenant  right,  even  if  they  kept  their  renti 
considerably  below  the  highest  market 
price.  And  now  it  was  proposed  to  place 
those  men  under  an  obligation  to  allow 
the  tenant  a  share  in  their  landlord's  pro* 
perty  equal  to  seven  years*  rent.     Why 
should  such  an  obligation  be  imposed  ? 
In  the  case  of  landlords  who  had  always 
charged  a  low  rent  it  might  be  asked 
why  they  had  never  charged  more  ?    The 
answer  was  that  they  wanted  trom  their 
tenants  gratitude  for  favours  past,  cer- 
tainly— perhaps,  too,  for  favours  to  cxmie 
— because  it  was  only  by  such  means 
and   such    influence  that    the    tenants 
could  be  induced  to  do  what  was  best  for 
themselves,  as  well  as  the  interests  of 
the  landlords.     Only  by  such  pressurs 
could  subdivision  and  bad  farming  be 
prevented.  For  such  and  similar  reasons 
they  had  often  wiped  off  arrears  of  rent, 
rather  than  allow  tenant  right  to  grow 
on  their  property.     And  for  mere  com- 
mercial reasons,  also,   many  landlords 
had  kept  their  rents  low,  with  the  idea 
that  after  a  long  period  of  friendly  rela- 
tions with  their  tenantry,   they  might 
reach  a  better  time  when,  as  the  oountiy 
advanced,  it  would  be  possible  to  ask  a 
full  and  fair  rent  for  their  land  just  as 
men  did  in  England.      He  wanted  to 
know  if  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to   take  advantage  of  these 
feelings  of  kindness  and  forbearance  on 
the  part  of  the  landlord,  in  order  to  turn 
them  into  a  saleable  commodity,  sub- 
tracting it  from  the  saleable  interest  of 
the  landlord  ?     He  would  refer  to  one 
point  more,  and  one  only.     He  would 
ask  where  the  idea  of  tenant  right  came 
from,  and  where  it  was  germinated  ?  As 
he  understood  it,  it  arose  in  this  way. 
Many  hon.  Members  would  remember 
that  when  the  Land  Act  of  1870  was  pass- 
ing through  Parliament,  many  schemes 
were  proposed  which  had  for  their  object 
to  apply  the  Ulster  tenant  right  to  the 
rest  of  Ireland.  It  was  in  an  Ajmendment 
proposed  by  the  late  Sir  John  Gray  that  a 
suggestion  first  appeared  which  proposed 
that  in   parts  of  Ireland  where  there 
was  no  Ulster  or  corresponding  customi 
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and  where  the  tenant  was  not  able  to 
pay  all  the  sum  for  his  holding,  he 
might  pay  a  part  of  it,  and  add  any  such 
considerations  as  he  could  show  in  the 
way  of  improvements  where  executed 
by  him,  or  which  he  undertook  to  exe- 
cute. But  there  was  at  first  no  reference 
to  any  right  arising  out  of  the  claim  for 
compensation  for  disturbance  under  the 
drd  clause  of  the  Land  Act.  That  was 
suggested  to  the  authors  of  the  Long- 
field  scheme  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Sullivan),  and 
that  was  the  germ  of  the  idea  which 
was  now  to  be  used  for  the  purpose  of 
creating  a  tenant  right  over  a  great  part 
of  Ireland  where  no  such  custom  had 
hitherto  prevailed.  He  must  thank  the 
House  for  patiently  hearing  his  attempt 
to  place  the  arguments  against  the  Bill 
in  a  popular  form ;  but  he  believed  he 
had  started  objections  which,  if  fully  and 
fairly  answered,  would  give  more  infor- 
mation to  the  House  than  they  had  at 
present.  What  was  the  difficulty  which 
lay  in  the  way  of  extending  to  other 
parts  of  Ireland  the  Ulster  tenant  right 
when  it  was  attempted  to  introduce  it 
as  a  rival  plan  to  that  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1 870  ?  It  was  again  and  again 
suggested — indeed,  it  was  on  such  an 
alternative  scheme,  if  he  remembered 
rightly,  that  the  division  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Land  Bill  was  taken. 
The  late  Sir  John  Gray  took  a  divi- 
sion, he  believed,  on  that  very  point. 
But  what  was  the  difficulty  which  lay 
in  the  way  of  extending  the  Ulster 
tenant  right  to  the  rest  of  Ireland  ?  Mr. 
Chichester  Fortescue  had  said — 

**  In  the  next  place,  the  Ulster  tenants  who 
possess  these  claims  had  actually  paid  sums 
of  money  for  the  enjoyment  of  their  holdings 
on  entering  into  possession.  What  T  wish  to 
suggest  for  consideration  is  whether  it  is  pos- 
sible, by  the  mere  words  of  a  statute,  and  by 
the  fiat  of  Parliament,  to  create  such  a  custom 
as  this  P  For  instance,  you  can  give  a  tenant 
who  has  paid  a  large  sum  of  money  upon  enter- 
ing his  holding  a  similar  claim  upon  leaving  it, 
and  we  do  this  whenever  the  case  arises  all  over 
Ireland.  But  can  you  give  a  tenant  who  has 
paid  nothing  upon  entering  his  holding  the 
same  claim  as  vou  give  to  a  tenant  who  has  paid 
a  large  sum  of  money  ?  ** 

And  the  Prime  Minister  spoke  to  the 
same  effect.  The  present  measure  pur- 
ported to  be  founded  upon  the  Ulster 
Custom;  but  the  fact  was  that,  unfor- 
tunately, the  rest  of  Ireland  was  not  so 
wealthy  as  Ulster,  and  there  were  a 
multitude  of  tenants  who  might  not  be 


able  to  give  any  valuable  consideration 
for  that  joint  share  in  the  future  part* 
nership,  which  was  the  true  charac- 
ter of  the  custom  which  the  Bill  was 
about  to  make.  They  had  nothing  to 
give.  The  Ulster  tenant  gave,  or  had 
given,  money.  The  tenant  in  the  South 
might  give  money,  if  he  had  it,  or  he 
might  make  it  up  by  improvements 
which  he  had  himself  put  on  the  land ; 
but  if  he  had  neither  money  nor  im- 
provements, the  difficulty  arose — What 
was  he  to  sell  under  the  clause  for  free 
sale?  The  Prime  Minister,  in  his 
opening  statement,  said  that  the  as- 
sumption underlying  all  his  argument 
was  that  the  tenant  should  have  some- 
thing to  sell.  But  what  was  it  that 
the  tenant  had  in  all  cases  to  sell  ?  Of 
course.  Parliament,  if  it  liked,  might 
take  from  the  Irish  landlords  a  certain 
proportion  of  the  property  which  was 
theirs,  and  confer  it  on  the  tenants ;  but 
if  they  did  that,  the  landlords  must  be 
compensated.  That  was  quite  clear.  If 
that  was  to  be  the  intention  and  prin- 
ciple of  that  Bill,  let  it  be  acknowledged 
openly  and  fairly;  let  it  be  done  in  such 
a  way  that  the  landlords  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  submitting  to  that  House 
and  to  the  people  of  England  their 
claims  for  compensation.  He  thanked 
the  House  exceedingly  for  their  atten- 
tion. He  was  afraid  he  had  taken 
longer  than  he  ought ;  but  the  Bill 
deserved,  and  would  no  doubt  receive, 
full  explanation  on  the  points  he  had 
raised.  If  those  points  were  clearly  ex- 
plained by  the  Government,  he  believed 
it  would  greatly  facilitate  the  progress 
of  the  measure. 

Me.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  was 
sorry  if,  just  now,  he  appeared  to  stand 
between  the  House  and  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  who  had  con- 
tributed to  the  debate  a  speech  marked 
by  his  usual  ability  and  dj  more  than 
his  wonted  moderation.  He,  however, 
was  desirous  of  offering  a  few  words, 
chiefly  in  reply  to  some  observations  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  County 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry),  who  had  now 
gone  to  seek  that  repose  which  many 
hon.  Members  were  seeking  during  the 
earlier  portion  of  his  address.  It  was 
only  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  turned 
from  a  really  sensible*  and  practical  dis- 
cussion of  the  Bill  to  an  attack  upon  his 
fellow-coantrymen  that  the  House  waked 
up ;  and  of  four  hon.  Gentleman  who 
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were  olambering  on  tlie  Bencli  before 
him,  only  one — the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Donegal — remained  imper- 
vious to  that  portion  of  the  speech.  It 
was  very  acceptable  to  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  find  the  debate  interrupted  and 
precious  time  wasted  by  a  swinging  at- 
tack on  the  Land  League  and  its  Hepre- 
sentatives  in  that  House.  But  he  should 
have  expected  that  the  hon.  Member 
|br  Gal  way  County  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 
would  have  remembered  two  things  on 
that  subject — first,  that  he  was  address- 
ing an  audience  who,  not  from  any 
wilful  prejudice  or  love  of  injustice,  but 
from  very  natural  and  easily-understood 
proclivities,  would  cheer  to  the  echo 
any  statement  representing  in  the  most 
damaging  light  the  words  and  actions 
of  his  hon.  Friends  around  him.  Neither 
in  this  House  nor  out  of  it  had  he  (Mr. 
A.  M.  Sullivan)  ever  attempted  to  jus- 
tify all  that  had  been  said  and  done  in 
the  name  of  the  Irish  National  Land 
League.  He  could  not  do  it,  any  more 
than  he  could  set  himself  to  vindicate 
the  action  or  the  language  of  some  men 
who  seemed  bereft  almost  of  reason  by 
wrong  and  outrage  and  despair.  That 
agitation,  which  to  many  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen representing  English  counties 
seemed  so  wicked  and  so  censurable, 
he  had  never  looked  upon  at  all  as  an 
ordinary  political  movement.  He  re- 
garded it  rather  as  an  angry,  maddened 
uprising  of  the  people,  turning  at  last, 
after  long  years  of  bitter  suffering  and 
grievous  wrong.  His  hon.  Friend  was 
too  accurate  a  student  of  European 
history  to  deny  this  fact — that  never  in 
any  country  had  a  large  population 
taken  a  course  like  that,  although  it 
might  result  in  the  most  beneficent  cir- 
cumstances, without  deplorable  scenes, 
language  to  be  reprobated,  and  actions 
to  be  regretted.  He  advised  his  hon. 
Friend  to  take  a  larger  and  a  broader 
view  of  what  was  now  passing  in  Ireland, 
and  to  hope  with  him  (Mr.  Sullivan) — 
— while  regarding  unfavourably  much 
that  had  passed  in  that  country,  but  re- 
garding it  more  as  a  matter  of  misfor- 
tune than  of  accusation  against  men  who 
had  at  last  taken  into  their  own  rude  and 
rough  and  passionate  hands  the  duty  of 
setting  themselves  right.  He  knew  his 
hon.  Friend  too  well  not  to  know  that 
underneath  his  occasional  ebullitions  of 
warm  temper  there  existed  a  kindly 
nature    and   a  warm    heart ;  and  he 

Mr.  A.  M.  Buliivan 


would  invite  his  hon.   Friend   to   ack 
himself    this  question,    Where   wcrald 
that  people  be  to-day  but  for  the  Land 
League — where  woiild  the  Land  Qneft- 
tion  be  in  this  House  but  for  the  actloa 
of  the  knot  of  men  whom  his  hoa.  Friead 
condemned  ?     He  had  the  pleasore  of 
supporting  his   hon.   Friend    in    1874, 
1875,  and  1876,  in  those  debates  wheo 
his  hon.  Friend  propounded  to  deaf  ean 
a  more  moderate  proposition  than  tbd 
Bill  now  before  the  House;    and   h& 
would  only  ask,  if  calm  reason  and  fair 
argument   could  prevail  with   all  this 
passion  in  Ireland,  why  did  it  not  pre- 
vail at  that  period  ?    But  inasmuch  a« 
the  course  which  they  then  took  availed 
them  nothing,  could  they  wonder  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  should  at  last  have 
risen  in  the  manner  they  had  done,  and 
brought  the  land  agitation  to  the  front 
of  the  British  nation?      However,  he 
hoped  that,   notwithstanding  the  very 
provocative  nature  of  the  speech  of  hu 
hon.  Friend,  that  the  debate  would  be 
conducted  to  its  dose  without  recrinii- 
nations.     Up  to  the  present,  beginning 
with  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gibson),  the  de- 
bate had  been  conaucted  with  a  mode- 
ration and  fairness  that  never  could  have 
been  apprehended,  considering  bow  com- 
bustible a  subject  they  had  had  to  dis- 
cuss.    When  he  recollected  the  pasaiona 
infiamed  in  his  own  country,  the  deep 
pecuniary  interests  involved,  not  only  in 
Ireland  but  here,  and  the  natural  preju- 
dices of  classes  in  this  country  who  were 
unable  to  comprehend  the  question  as  it 
shoiild  be  studied  in  Ireland,  he  con- 
fessed himself  astonished  at  the  spirit, 
the  fair  spirit  on  the  whole,  in  which 
the  debate  had  been  conducted.    He  re- 
minded the  House  that  no  one  who  had 
spoken  upon  this  subject,  either  inaide 
that  House  or  out  of  it — although  the 
Bill  had  been  severely  attacked  from  the 
side  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Galwaj 
County  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry),  and  from 
the  side  of  the  Opposition  Bench — had 
attempted  to  say  that  nothing  should  be 
done  in  this  matter.     Let  hon.  Members 
realize  the  fact  that  the  question  had  to 
do  with  the  actual  practical  politics  of 
the  hour — with  the  circumstanoea  around 
them — and  that  it  had  become  a  necea- 
sity  for  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
come  forward  with  some  proposition  for 
settling  the  terrible  problem  that  had  ao 
long  deoimated  Ireland.     There  were 
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three  ways  of  solviDg  it.  First,  there 
was  the  plan  of  freedom  of  contract,  as 
it  was  called.  Now,  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Qt>rst)  cheered  that  observation,  and 
approved  of  freedom  of  contract — that 
was  to  saj,  that  the  landlord  and  tenant 
should  be  left  face  to  face  to  make  the 
beet  terms  they  could  one  with  another, 
no  law  intervening.  Another  propo- 
sition was  the  compulsory  expropriation 
of  all  landlords — sweeping  landlordism 
away  as  an  institution  of  the  country. 
That,  he  said,  was  the  demand  of  a  large 
portion— of  the  immense  majority — of 
the  people  of  Ireland  that  day.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  seemed  to  think  it 
possible  to  find  a  middle  course  between 
these  two,  and  brought  forward  a  Bill 
which  avoided  compulsory  expropria- 
tion, but  did  not  subscribe  to  the  doc- 
trine of  freedom  of  contract  between 
landlord  aind  tenant.  As  to  freedom  of 
contract,  he  could  assure  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  that  his  brother  Con- 
servatives from  Ireland  had  long  since 
given  up  all  idea  of  establishing  the 
latter,  and  that  it  was  all  too  late  for 
Conservative  Gentlemen  in  that  House 
to  start  that  doctrine.  Those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen came  there,  microscope  in  hand, 
so  to  speak,  and  examined  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill  from  the  standpoint  of  free- 
dom of  contract,  and  upon  which  theme 
they  were  ready  to  say  many  witty 
thing^.  But  there  was  no  freedom  of  con- 
tract relating  to  land  recognized  by  the 
staiiutes;  and  he  repeated,  they  spoke 
too  late,  because,  so  long  ago  as 
1845,  Lord  Stanley  was  the  first  in 
that  House  to  make  a  proposition 
which  had  led  on  to  the  position  in 
which  they  now  stood  with  regard  to  the 
Irish  Land  Question.  He  asked  those 
hon.  Members  who  came  forward  with 
the  freedom  of  contract  proposition  now 
to  study  what  had  been  done  in  the  Land 
Question  since  1835,  and  a  very  few 
hours'  study  in  the  Library  would  show 
them  that  freedom  of  contract  had  gone 
beyond  recall.  In  1845,  which  was  after 
the  Devon  Commission,  Lord  Stanley 
proposed  for  the  first  time  in  that  House 
that  a  public  functionary  shoiild  inter- 
vene between  the  weak  and  the  strong 
— between  the  landlord  and  tenant  in 
Ireland — and  his  plan  was  that  there 
should  be  a  State  Commissioner  to  judge 
of  and  to  authoriie  improvements  effected 
b  J  the  tenant,  so  that  the  tenant  might 


be  paid  for  the  improvements  effected  on 
his  farm,  if  evicted,  and  on  the  declara- 
tion of  the  Commissioner  that  those  im- 
provements had  been  wise  smd  necessary. 
He  asked  would  hon.  Gentlemen  SKMsept 
that  proposition  now  ?  Why,  they  all 
advocated  it  to-day ;  but  when  the  pro- 
position of  Lord  Stanley  was  made  they 
opposed  it  in  a  body,  the  opposition 
being  led  by  the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde 
and  Lord  Londonderry.  A  Petition  was 
signed  against  it  as  being  Cornmnnistio 
and  confiscatory  by  a  long  list  of  noble 
Lords,  the  Predecessors  of  those  who  last 
year  threw  out  the  Compensation  for 
Disturbanoe  Bill.  He  appealed  to  his 
hon.  Friend  to  recollect  that  if  the  aboli* 
tion  of  landlordism  was  asked  for  to-dary, 
the  blame  lay  with  that  class  who  re- 
sisted in  former  times  every  humble' 
efiPort  at  reform,  cried  out  "  Commu- 
nism ! ''  when  there  was  no  Communism ; 
and  who  now  cried  "  Wolf,  wolf ! "  when 
nobody  would  help  them.  Again,  on 
the  11th  June,  1846,  Lord  Lincoln,  then 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ir^and,  brought  in 
an  almost  similar  proposition  to  that  of 
Lord  Stanley.  He  would  remind  the 
occupants  of  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
that  he  was  now  quoting  the  acts  of 
Conservative  Statesmen,  and  that  when 
they  talked  of  objecting  to  the  setting 
up  of  a  tribunal  between  the  landlord 
and  the  tenant,  their  own  Party  had 
given  up  the  question.  Lord  Lincoln's 
proposition  was  that  an  assistant  bar^ 
rister  should  take  the  place  of  the  State 
functionary.  But  the  Bill  was  opposed 
in  both  Houses  of  Parliament  by  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  Irish  landlords, 
who  were  only  too  successful  by  means 
of  the  cry  of  Communism  and  confisca- 
tion in  carrying  with  them  tiie  vast  ma- 
jority in  that  House  against  the  demands 
of  simple  justice.  Coming  now  to  the 
proposition  of  the  Government,  he  de- 
sired to  say  that  he  had  never  known  a 
public  measure  of  the  same  magnitude 
so  completely  mis-read  and  so  largely 
misrepresented  by  two  opposing  classes. 
Anyone  reading  the  letters  of  noble 
Lords  and  listening  to  the  sincere  speeches 
of  his  hon.  Friends  from  Ireland  might 
exclaim,  with  PUate—'*  What  is  truth  ?" 
The  main  principle  of  the  Bill — for  they 
were  really  upon  the  question  of  the 
seoond  reading  and  not  in  Committee- 
was  that  an  equitable  tribunal  should  be 
established  in  Ireland  to  stand  between 
the  weak  and  the  strong ;  to  do  equity 
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between  landlord  and  tenant.  And  if  the 
tribunal  or  tribunals  were  sucli  as  would 
command  the  confidence  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  instead  of  being  as  they  were  uni- 
yersally  reprobated,  he  believed,  in  his 
soul,  that  this  Bill,  with  the  emendations 
it  was  likely  to  receive  in  Committee, 
would,  in  the  hands  of  such  tribunals, 
change  the  whole  surface  of  Irish  society. 
The  practice  with  regard  to  the  Govern- 
ment proposition  was  to  treat  what  was 
possible  under  the  Bill  as  actual  occur- 
rences. For  instance,  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  had  told 
the  House  that  because  tenant  right  in 
Ulster  was  sometimes  bought  up  to  28 
years'  purchase,  28  years'  purchase 
would  necessarily  be  allowed  in  estimat- 
ing the  value  of  the  tenancy  under  this 
Bill.  On  the  other  hand,  some  of  his 
hon.  Friends  opposite  said  that  under  it 
nothing  was  to  be  had  except  by  means 
of  a  law-suit.  Suppose  the  case  of  a 
Bill  to  confer  trial  by  jury  upon  any 
country;  would  it  not  be  a  monstrous 
argument  to  urge  against  it,  that  a  per- 
son might  be  charged  by  another,  com- 
pelled to  go  into  Court  and  stand  his 
trial,  and  absolutely  convicted  by  12 
men,  although  innocent  of  the  charge  ? 
Any  man  who  sought  to  have  rights 
conferred  upon  him  by  law,  must,  of 
course,  take  his  chance  of  having  those 
legal  rights  contested.  This  system  of 
treating  possibilities  as  actualities  bad 
been  carried  to  an  unwarrantable  extent 
in  criticizing  the  Bill  before  the  House. 
The  junior  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket)  had  reverted 
to  one  of  the  errors  furnished  by  the 
speech  of  his  Colleague.  He  had  made 
a  calculation  to  show  that  the  landlords 
would  be  robbed.  He  (Mr.  Sullivan) 
had  seen  something  of  this  kind  in  the 
public  Press ;  and  hon.  Members,  he  be- 
lieved, had  also  heard  something  in  that 
House  of  the  millions  of  money  which 
the  Bill  was  to  transfer  from  the  pockets 
of  the  landlords  to  those  of  the  tenants. 
One  might  say,  with  the  character  in 
Th4i  Vtcar  of  Wakefield-^'*  I  think  I  have 
heard  all  that  before."  Ingenious  cal- 
culations had  been  put  forward  to 
show  that  £120,000.000  were  to  be 
carried  from  the  pockets  of  the  Irish 
landlords  to  the  pockets  of  the  Irish 
tenants  by  the  Irish  Land  Act  of  1870. 
Now,  he  had  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  at  the  opening  of  the  debate 
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if  he  could  furnish  a  Return 
exactly  what  had  been  the  actual  facts, 
6o  that  the  House  might  contrast  with 
them  the  calculations  of  noble   Lorrda 
and  hon.  Gentlemen.     The   ri^t  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  able  to  furnish  ths 
Ketum ;  but,  after  many  days'  search,  he 
(Mr.  Sullivan)  had  obtained  the  figures. 
The  calculation  at  the  time  of  passing 
the  Act  of  1870  was  that  £120,000,000 
would  be  transferred  from  the  landlords 
to  the  tenants — £6,000,000  a-year — orft 
reduction  in  the  value  of  landed   pro- 
perty to  the  extent  of  one-third.    Thoss 
calculations  were  made  upon  the  assomp- 
tion  that,  at  a  low  average,  every  one  of 
the   600,000  tenants  in  Ireland  wonld 
obtain  from  the  Court  £100  for  improve- 
ments, and  £100  for  disturbance.     He 
asked  if  Irish  landed  property  had  oome 
down  in  value  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1 870  ?    They  had  a  Return  for  the 
years    1871,   187*J,  1873,  included  in  a 
Blue    Book,  without   any  totals,   from 
which  it  was  impossible  to  get  any  in- 
formation ;   but   he  had    obtained  the 
totals  for  every  county  in  Ireland  of  the 
number  of  cases  in  which  claims  had 
been  made  for  improvements  and  dis- 
turbance, together  with  the  amounts  de- 
creed during  that  period.     There  were, 
in  all,   1,539  cases  brought  before  the 
Land  Courts ;  the  total  yearly  average 
number  was51 3,  and  the  average  for  every 
county  was  just  1 6  cases  in  the  year.  Now, 
the  highest  number  of  claims  sent  in  was 
from  the  county  of  Ulster;  the  lowest  from 
Kilkenny,  which  sent  six ;  and  the  total 
amount  which  might  have  been  awarded 
by  the  Land  Court  to  the  tenants  was 
£461,149.   According  to  the  calculations 
of  1870,  all  that  was  possible  or  sore  to 
be  awarded.     In  the  present  case,  also, 
with  the  senior  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin,  the  maximum  of  possi- 
bility   was    to    him    the   minimum   of 
actuality.   Well,  the  tenants  might  have 
claimed  from  the  Land  Courts  under  the 
Act  of  1870,  £461,149  ;  but  how  much 
did  they  get?— £41,640.     The  tenants 
who  came  into  the  Land  Court,  instead 
of  obtaining  £200  each,   obtained  an 
average  of  only  £27  6«.  each.     There- 
fore, he  put  it  to  the  House,  whether,  in 
that  respect,  the  Act   had  not  been  a 
mockery,  a  delusion,  and  a  snare,  be- 
cause the  average  sum  awarded  had  not 
even  paid  the  law  costs  of  the  wretched 
tenants  ?    He  knew  very  well  that  not 
one  of  these  oases  ooold  have  been  liti- 
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gated  in  the  Court  for  £27  5«. — ^he  knew 
that  twice  £27  5«.  would  not  pay  the 
wretched  tenant's  costs.  The  difference 
between  the  costs  as  taxed  and  paid 
must  be  taken  into  account  in  the 
average,  and  that  £27  5«.  sent  every 
tenant  out  of  Court  bitterly  bewailing 
the  day  he  had  trusted  to  it.  So  much 
for  the  dreadful  calculation  of  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench.  But  they  had  treated 
the  House  to  another — and  he  had  heard 
it  to-night — he  referred  to  the  famous 
conundrum  of  the  Conservatives — "  If 
the  property  is  not  to  come  out  of  the 
landlord's  pocket,  where  is  it  to  come 
from?"  Clause  7  had  been  the  chief 
bone  of  contention.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  had  just  sat  down 
(Mr.  Plunket)  had  been  as  kind  and 
complimentary  to  him  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sul- 
livan) as  he  was  usually  genial  and  kind 
to  them  all,  and  had  done  him  the  honour 
to  quote  from  a  pamphlet  he  had  pub- 
lished, giving  what  had  seemed  to  him  an 
analyzation  of  the  proposals  of  the  Bill, 
and  to  allude  to  what  he  had  g^ven  as 
an  example  of  the  way  Clause  7  would 
work.  He  would  undertake  to  answer 
to  the  best  of  his  ability,  clearly,  the 
points  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  and  his  much  respected  Col- 
league (Mr.  Qibson)  had  put  forward  on 
Clause  7.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
County  (Mr.  Shaw)  said  that  under 
Clause  7  rents  would  be  raised  in  Ireland. 
Now,  whilst  some  rents  would  be  cut 
down,  any  rent  which  was  undera  fair  rent 
would  be  raised  to  a  fair  rent  by  Clause  7. 
Any  rent  which  was  a  rent  on  which  a 
tenant  was  charged  for  his  own  outlay 
or  interest  in  the  farm  would  be  cut 
down.  He  would  show  how  that  would 
be  done.  Let  them  take  the  case  of  a 
farm  let  by  a  fair,  kindly-d imposed,  live- 
and-let-live  landlord  for  £100  a-yoar, 
yet  which,  by  reason  of  the  tenant's 
interest,  would  fetch  in  thepublic  market, 
to-morrow,  £150 — and  at  a  fair  price, 
£150.  There  were  numbers  of  such 
farmers  in  Ireland,  for,  thank  God, 
there  were  some  good  landlords  there, 
though  they  were,  alas !  too  few.  On 
this  point  he  did  not  wish  to  be  invidious; 
but  he  saw  a  noble  Member  of  the  Go- 
vemment  on  the  Treasury  Bench  at  this 
moment,  on  the  Irish  estates  of  whose 
father,  he  thought,  he  could  find  hun- 
dreds of  tenants  who  held  their  farms  at 
fair  renta.  Take  such  a  case  as  that  he 
WM  deraibing.    Here  wm  a  farm  let 


for  £100,  which,  if  bid  for  in  the  market 
to-morrow,  would  fetch  £150 — nay,  £160. 
The  Land  Court,  under  Clause  7,  must 
first  estimate  what  was  the  fair  letting 
value  of  this  farm  as  it  stood,  adding 
together  the  two  amounts — the  amount 
of  the  landlord's  fair  interest  in  the  farm, 
and  the  amount  of  the  tenant's  fair 
interest.  The  sum  of  these  two  amounts 
added  together  would  be  the  fair  rent  of 
the  farm  to  an  outsider  or  an  incoming 
tenant.  From  the  sum  of  these  two 
amounts  they  would  simply  take  what 
belonged  to  the  tenant  and  what  be- 
longed to  the  landlord.  He  would  g^ve 
an  illustration,  though  he  knew  how 
weary  the  House  would  be,  especially 
at  this  hour  of  the  night  (12.45  a.m.),  of 
figures.  A  farm  for  which  £150  would 
be  given  was  let  at  £100.  The  Land 
Court  would  be  entitled  to  say — *'  Under 
Clause  7,  where  there  are  unexhausted 
and  permanent  improvements  of  the 
value  of  £250  on  a  farm  like  this,  the 
tenant,  by  reason  of  the  land  having 
been  in  the  occupation  of  his  ancestors 
and  himself  for  100  or  200  years,  is 
entitled  to  another  £250  as  good  will 
for  the  occupancy  of  the  farm."  That 
would  make  £500,  and  5  per  cent  on 
that  would  come  to  £25,  which,  being 
deducted  from  the  £150,  would  leava 
£125  as  a  fair  rent  for  the  occupying 
tenant,  whereas  £150  would  be  a  fair 
rent  for  the  incoming  tenant,  because 
he  would  have  to  pay  both  the  interest 
of  the  landlord  and  the  interest  of 
the  tenant.  In  this  case  the  tenant 
would  have  his  rent  raised  by  £25 
a-year  imder  Clause  7,  because  the 
land  was  owned  by  a  live-and-let- 
live  landlord,  who  only  asked  a  small 
rent.  But  then  take  the  case — and  there 
were,  unfortunately,  ten  of  them  for  one 
of  those  he  had  just  quoted — where  the 
landlord  had  screwea  up  the  rent  by 
racking  and  confiscatory  additions,  and 
the  farm  was  let  for  £160.  Everyone 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  knew 
that  there  were  hundreds  of  such  cases 
in  Ireland — cases  where  the  rents  were 
over  60  per  cent  above  Griffith's  valua- 
tion— nay,  was  not  the  stonr  common 
enough  in  every  county  in  Ireland,  **  We 
are  paying  two  Griffith's  valuations?" 
Well,  in  the  case  of  this  rack-rented 
farm,  the  tribunal  would  say,  as  it  said 
in  the  other  case — ''£150  would  be  a 
fair  rent  for  even  an  incoming  tenant  to 
pay  for  thit  farm."    The  tenant  had  the 
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£25  interest,  so  they  would  say — **  The 
rent  of  this  farm  shall  be  £125,  in  place 
of  £  1 60,  to  the  remaining  tenant."  Thus 
it  was  that  an  over-rented — a  dishonestly 
rented — farm  would  have  its  rental  cut 
down  by  this  equitable  system ;  but 
every  farm  in  Ireland  which  was  held 
under  what  any  equitable  tribunal  would 
declare  to  be  an  honest  rent  between 
man  and  man  would  be  raised  in  its 
rental.  He  said  to  hon.  Friends  behind 
him  who  differed  from  him  in  regard  to 
many  parts  of  the  Bill — he  would  im- 

flore  them — never  let  it  be  said  that  the 
rish  tenant  asked  for  a  farthing  more 
them  justice,  nor,  not  for  any  compro- 
mise, one  penny  less.  A  grievous  error 
would  be  committed  on  the  day  when 
they  allowed  it  to  be  supposed  that  the 
Irish  tenant  was  not  satisfied  to  allow 
an  honest,  equitable  tribunal  to  deter- 
mine whether  his  claim  was  fair  or  not. 
If  hon.  Members  would  not  have  that, 
what  did  they  want?  Why,  they  de- 
sired that  the  landlords  should  be  allowed 
to  charge  a  rent  upon  the  tenants'  own 
sweat,  and  upon  their  outlay  on  their 
farms.  Look  at  the  Blue  Books  bearing 
on  this  question;  it  was  curious,  but 
they  would  there  find  it  on  judicial 
authority  related  how  this  process  had 
gone  on  in  Ireland,  how  tenants  had 
been  charged  rent  for  their  own  outlay 
on  their  own  slavery.  What  could  come 
of  such  a  system  as  this  but  the  thrift- 
less, miserable,  indolent,  half-cultivation 
of  Irish  farms  which  rendered  all  Irish 
homesteads  a  mockery  and  a  delusion  to 
all  good  farmers  ?  He  would  tell  hon. 
Members  that  if  they  held  homes  like 
those  of  the  unhappy  Irish  farmers,  all 
spring  and  elasticity  of  nature  would  be 
destroyed  in  them,  all  hope  of  future 
prosperity,  all  incentive  to  future  in- 
dustry, would  be  taken  from  them,  and 
they  would  go  over  their  farms  in  the 
listless,  broken-hearted,  idle  way  that 
the  humble  tenants  of  Ireland  did.  And 
why?  Because,  as  soon  as  they  got 
their  land  into  good  cultivation — as  soon 
as  they  had  reclaimed  their  wild  moor 
and  bog-land — they  would  see  the  agent 
come  down  to  **salt"  it  with  rent,  as 
they  had  heard  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Leitrim  (Major  O'Beime) 
describe.  The  soil  of  Ireland  had  been 
sown  with  *'salt"  of  this  description, 
and  they  saw  in  the  Ireland  of  to-day 
what  fruit  it  had  borne.  Was  it  too 
late— was  the  Government  too  late  with 
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this,  their  last  chance,  of  enablisff  tii« 
two  classes,  the  tenants  and  the  land- 
lords,  to  live  together    in    peace   and 
friendliness  ?    Were  they,  indeed,  to  be 
told  that  the  hour  had  passed  for  eom- 
promise  or  reconciliation  ?  He  knew  tKs 
tenants  of  Ireland  said  it  was,  and  he 
indulged  largely  the  feelings  which,  had 
driven  them  to  that  ultimatum ;  but  he 
appealed  to-night,  though  with  feeble 
voice,  to  the  limdlords  of  Ireland  who 
had  Representatives  in  the  House.  They 
were  offered  in  this  Bill  one  more  ^^^nf<^^ 
and  he  believed,  in  his  soul,  it  would  ba 
the  last.     They  were  offered  the  choice 
between  this  measure  and  compulsoiy 
expropriation.      A  wiser  measure  was 
never  devised  than  that  which  gave  a 
chance  of  preserving  Irish  society  as  it 
existed  at  the  present  moment.    He  was 
not  afraid  to  face  the  most  severe  n^ea- 
sures  for  settling  this  matter,  if  thej 
could  be  shown  to  be  necessary.     The 
saving    of   the    people  was  with   him 
supreme ;  but,  until  it  was  shown  to  be 
absolutely  necessary  to  adopt  severe  mea- 
sures, he  would  plead  to  the  last  hour 
for  giving  a  chance  to  the  landlords  of 
Ireland    to    reconcile    themselves   with 
the   people  around   them.      He   could 
not  look  forward  with  any  feelings  but 
those  of  sadness  of  heart  to  the  pulling 
down,  as  he  took  it  to  be,  of  the  socii3 
structure  in  their  country  which  would 
be  involved  in  the  sudden  compulsory 
expropriation  of  all  landlords;   but  to 
that  it  must  come,  and  to  that  the  peoj^e 
were  entitled  to  bring  it,  if  measures  of 
this  kind  met  with  unyieldincr  resistance 
on  the  fioor  of  the  House  of  Commons 
from  the  Bepresentatives  of  the  Irish 
landlords.  He  would  that  anything  that 
such  an  humble  individual  as  himself 
could  say  could  enlighten  that  class  and 
the  House  generally  as  to  the  wealth  of 
kindliness,  and  affection,  and  trust,  and 
confidence  that  they  were  spuming  every 
day  they  kept  themselves  alienated  from 
the  people.  There  lived  not  on  the  earth 
a  people  more  ready  than  the  Irish — ex- 
cept in  moments  of  maddened  passion 
like  the  present,  in  which  things  were 
said  and  done  that  were  to  be  regretted 
— to  repay  the  kindness  and  confidence 
of  the  class  above  them,  if  that  class 
would  but  be  their  protectors  and  their 
friends.     He  should  watch  the  course 
tcLken  by  the   Bepresentatives  of   the 
Irish  landlords  on  Monday  night  with 
the  greatest  anxiety.    He  did  not  agree 
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with  his  hon.  Friends  who  declared  it  to 
be  their  belief — although  he  did  not 
quarrel  with  them  for  entertaining  it — 
that  the  hour  had  struck  for  sweeping 
the  landlord  class,  in  its  entirety,  away; 
but  if,  on  Monday  night,  this  class  made 
advances  to  the  Irish  people,  even  after 
all  that  had  passed,  after  all  these  years 
of  misfortune  that  the  people  had  suf- 
fered, he  did  not  see  why  they  could  not 
live  in  the  future  in  peace  and  kindli- 
ness together.  If,  however,  they  met 
this  Bill  in  the  spirit  in  which  similar 
attempts  had  been  met  in  the  past — 
in  the  spirit  in  which  the  measure 
of  1870  was  met — and  if,  the  moment 
legislation  took  place,  they  set  in- 
genious laws  to  work  to  see  how  they 
coiild  filch  from  the  tenantry  the  protec- 
tion afforded  them,  the  matter  would  not 
be  settled,  and  the  last  chance  of  ami- 
cable settlement  would  be  gone.  For 
himself,  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friends,  who 
had  been  most  kind  to  him  in  tolerating 
and  taking  in  sood  part  his  difference  of 
opinion  with  them  in  this  matter,  would 
allow  him  to  say  this — that  if  the  mea- 
sure were  met  by  the  Irish  landlord 
class  with  a  frank  recognition  of  its  ne- 
cessity, and  with  a  careful  desire  to  work 
it  in  a  friendly  spirit — in  a  live-and- 
let-live  spirit — and  with  an  endeavour 
to  import  into  it  Amendments  without 
which  he  believed  in  his  soul  it  would 
be  abortive,  he  knew  of  no  measure  in 
the  whole  of  his  experience,  or  in  the 
whole  of  the  records  of  the  dismal  his- 
tory of  their  country,  that  would  be 
more  productive  of  beneficial  results. 
He  would  not  go  into  minute  details, 
as  he  objected  to  make  a  Committee 
speech,  having  condemned  it  in  others ; 
but  he  would  tell  the  Government,  to- 
night, that  unless  they  could  deal  with 
the  question  of  the  impending  evictions, 
they  would  leave  untouched  a  source  of 
deplorable  suffering  and  disaster.  He 
spoke  in  no  antagonism  to  the  Bill.  He 
was  ready  to  g^ve  his  heartiest  efforts  in 
support  of  the  measure,  even  at  the  cost 
of  temporary  misunderstanding  with  his 
countrymen,  if  they  got  an  undertaking 
from  the  Government  that  the  necessary 
Amendments  would  be  put  into  the  Bill. 
The  necessity  of  dealing  with  the  im- 
pending evictions  meant  life  or  death. 
It  was  a  question  of  the  actual  destruc- 
tion of  the  homes  of  thousands  of  the 
peasanhy,  over  whom  there  was  now 
impending  a  fearful  doom,  if  no  protec- 


tion was  provided  in  the  Bill  because  of 
the  arrears  that  occurred  during  the  two 
years  of  famine  and  exorbitant  rents. 
The  Bill,  as  it  stood,  would  only  enable 
the  poor  tenants  to  obtain  sufficient 
money  to  pay  the  landlords  the  arrears 
of  rent  due,  and  would  not  extend  pro- 
tection to  them — would  not  keep  them 
in  their  humble  homes.  The  only  other 
suggestion  he  would  venture  to  offer 
was  with  regard  to  the  tribunal  pro- 
vided by  the  Bill.  He  would  not  say 
anything  personally  offensive,  or  reflect- 
ing on  the  County  Court  Judges;  but 
he  would  say  this — they  were  selected 
originally  for  such  duties  as  the  working 
of  the  Land  Law,  and  the  result  was 
that  the  Bill  of  1870,  in  spite  of  its  good 
intentions,  had  led  to  nothing  because 
of  the  tribunal  that  had  to  administer  it ; 
and  he  believed  in  his  soul  that  if  an 
angel  came  down  from  Heaven  and 
drafted  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  settling 
this  difficult  question  and  put  it  in  the 
hands  of  the  County  Court  Judges  to 
administer  it,  it  would  become  a  railure 
and  an  abortion — a  monimient  of  Minis- 
terial good  intention  and  failure,  like 
the  Land  Act  of  1870.  He  had  spoken 
in  this  debate  under  a  deep  and,  he 
might  sincerely  say,  a  painful  sense  of 
the  importance  of  the  question.  He  be^ 
lieved  on  the  Land  Question  he  was  the 
senior  Member  of  the  Irish  Party  in  that 
House  since  the  death  of  Mr.  McCarthy 
Downing — unless,  indeed,  it  should  be 
one  of  the  Members  for  Waterford.  He 
believed  he  was  the  only  man  in  the 
Irish  representation  who  belonged  to 
the  Tenant  League  of  1852,  and  he  spoke 
of  it  with  feelings  of  emotion,  because 
he  had  been  in  all  the  struggles,  and 
was  acquainted  with  all  the  Bills  and  pro- 
positions which  had  been  made  on  this 
difficult  question.  He  admitted  that 
some  advance  had  been  made  since  1852. 
He  conceded  that,  and  would  ask  hon. 
Friends  behind  him  to  allow  him  to 
take  this  view,  as  one  who  had  put  some 
years  of  his  life  and  of  his  effort  into 
the  settlement  of  this  question  of  the 

Eroteotion  of  the  Irish  tenantry.  He 
elieved  that  if  the  Bill  was  amended 
in  the  way  he  had  suggested,  it  would 
depend  largely  on  the  landed  classes 
of  Ireland  whether  it  was  a  settlement 
of  the  question  ;  and  upon  those  classes 
he  threw  the  responsibility.  He  believed 
the  measure  was  destined  to  make  a  new 
Ireland  across  the  Channel. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland j) — put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Monday 
next. 

M  0  TI  ON 8. 


PIEB  AND  HAEBOUR  OHDERS  CONFIRMATION 

(no.    2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ashley,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the  Board 
of  Trade  under  "The  General  Pier  and  Har- 
hour  Act,  1861,"  relating  to  Btirghead,  Devon- 
port,  Folkestone  (Central),  Penarth,  Peterhead, 
and  Sandhaven,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Ash  LET  and  Mr.  Chambbblain.  ^ 

Bill^r^^^e^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  161.] 

LOOAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL   ORDERS 
(OOTTINGHAM,    &C.)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbekt,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relating  to  the  Local  Government 
District  of  Cottingham,  the  Lanchester  Joint 
Hospital  District,  and  the  Improvement  Act 
District  of  Middleton  and  Tonge,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Hibbebt  and  Mr.  Dodson. 

Bi]li^««^^«</,and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  162.] 

LOOAL      GOVERNMENT      (iRELAND)     PROVI- 
SIONAL   ORDERS   (BANDON,    &C.)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for 
Irelakd,  Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board  for  Ire- 
land relating  to  Waterworks  in  the  towns  of 
Bandon  and  Bangor,  and  in  the  Little  Island, 
in  the  county  of  Cork,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  and 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 

'Ban presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  163.] 

PARLIAMENTARY   REGISTRATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Boord,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Laws  relating  to  the  Registration  of  Parlia- 
mentary Voters  in  England  and  Wales,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Boord,  Mr.  Ashton 
Dilke,  and  Mr.  Grantham. 

Biilprciented^QjiA  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  165.] 

EXTRAORDINARY  TITHE. 

Select  Committee  nominated : — Mr.  Biddell, 
Mr.  Courtney,  Mr.  Duckham,  Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke,  Sir  Edmund  Filmer,  Mr.  Gre- 
gory, Mr.  Hardcabtle,  Mr.  Howard,  Mr. 
Inderwick,  Mr.  Stanley  Leiohton,  Sir 
Charles  Mills,  Mr.  Sclater- Booth,  Mr. 
Arthur  Vivian,  Mr.  Walter,  and  Mr.  Whit- 
bread  ;  Keport  and  Minutes  of  Evidence  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  Tithe  Commutation 
Amendment  Bill,  1873,  referred  to  the  Select 
Committee  : — Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 
and  recorda ;  Five  to  be  the  quorum. 


HOUSE  OF   COMMONS    (ACCOMMODATION). 

Select  Committee  nominated  on  House  of 
Commons  (Accommodation) :  —  Lord  JoHir 
Manners,  Sir  Charles  Forster,  Mr.  Onsh^w, 
Mr.  Otway,  Sir  William  Hart  Dtkb,  Mr. 
Kylands,  Sir  James  M*Garel-Hooo,  Mr. 
Richard  Power,  and  Mr.  Shaw  Lefstbb: — 
Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  reoords ; 
Three  to  be  the  quorum. 

House  adyoumed  at  a  qoartw 
after  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Friday,  IZth  May,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— 5rt^  First  in  Parli<ment'--Th9 
Lord  Strathspey,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 

Public  Bills — Second  Heading — Local  Govern- 
ment Provisional  Orders  (Bath,  &c.)  *  (77) ; 
Local  Government  (Highways)  Provisional 
Order  (York)  ♦  f 78) ;  Local  Government  Pro- 
visional Orders  (Poor  Law)  ♦  (79). 

Third  Headitig— Inland  Revenue  Buildings* 
(73^ ;  Municipal  Franchise  (Scotland)  *  (66), 
and  passed, 

THE  LATE  EARL  OF  BEACONSFIELDt 

E.G. 

HEB  majesty's  ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 

The  Queen's  Answer  to  the  Address 
of  Monday  last  reported  by  the  Lord 
Steward,  as  follows  : — 

I  HAVE  received  your  Address  praying  that 
I  will  give  directions  that  a  monument  be 
erected  in  the  Collegiate  Church  of  St.  Peter, 
"Westminster,  to  the  memory  of  the  late  Right 
Hon.  the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield,  E.G.,  with  an 
inscription  expressing  the  high  sense  enter- 
tained by  the  House  of  Lords  of  his  rare  and 
splendid  gifts,  and  of  his  devoted  labours  in 
Parliament  and  in  great  offices  of  State,  and 
assuring  me  that  you  will  concur  in  giving  effect 
to  my  directions ;  and  I  Bhall  give  directions  in 
accordance  with  your  Address." 

STATE   OF   IRELAND-INTIMIDATION 
AND  OUTRAGES. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Viscount  MIDLETON,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  absence  of  any 
effectual  check  upon  the  continued  inti- 
midation of  tenant  farmers  in  Ireland, 
and  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Gt>Temment, 
Whether  they  were  prepared  to  take  any 
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and  what  steps  for  the  better  protection 
of  peaceably  disposed  subjects  of  Her 
Majesty  ?  said,  it  was  not  his  intention 
to  invite  any  premature  discussion  on 
a  measure  which  might  hereafter  be 
brought  up  for  consideration  in  their 
Lordships'  House.  He  would  not  allude 
to  the  unfortunate  feeling  which  had 
existed  for  many  months  past  between 
landlords  and  tenants  in  Ireland.  That 
was  sufficiently  known ;  but,  without 
mentioning  names,  he  was  about  to  bring 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  informa- 
tion on  the  subject  of  his  Question  which 
he  had  received  from  different  localities 
in  Ireland.  Before  doing  so,  he  must 
direct  attention  to  the  fact  that,  for 
months  past,  there  had  grown  up  in  Ire- 
land a  system  of  unwritten  law,  which 
was  not  the  law  of  the  land,  but  the  dic- 
tates of  which  were  more  exactly  carried 
out  than  were  those  of  anything  to  be 
found  on  the  Statute  Book,  and  the 
agents  of  which  were  more  vigilant  and 
successful,  because  more  active,  than 
the  legally  constituted  guardians  of  the 
public  peace.  The  manner  in  which 
that  agency  was  carried  on  was  simple, 
but  it  was'at  the  same  time  effectual.  The 
Central  Land  League  sent  down  word 
that  in  a  particular  locality  a  committee 
was  to  be  formed.  That  committee  was 
not  representative,  but  was  self-elected, 
and  consisted  of  shopkeepers,  a  few 
farmers,  a  few  men  of  no  ostensible 
occupation,  and  sometimes  one  or  two 
ministers  of  religion.  This  committee 
elected  a  president  and  promulgated 
their  decrees,  about  which  there  was  no 
secret  whatever,  and  affected  not  only 
landowners  but  all  classes  of  society.  It 
was  a  mistake  to  suppose  the  Land 
Question  was  the  only  one  with  which 
these  tribunals  wished  to  deal.  Their 
operations  had  a  much  wiser  ramifica- 
tion. No  doubt,  the  primary  object  of 
the  Land  League  committees  was  to  pre- 
vent the  farmers  from  paying  a  certain 
amount  of  rent,  the  proportion  differing 
in  different  localities;  and  their  next 
object  was  to  prevent  farms  which  be- 
came vacant  from  being  taken  up  by 
either  landlords  or  tenants  for  the  pur- 
pose of  cultivation.  But  they  also  pro- 
hibited the  taking  of  grazing  lands  near 
the  smaller  country  towns,  and  thereby 
injured  the  persons  who  would  be  oc- 
cupiers even  more  than  the  owners,  for 
the  former  could  not  get  suitable  grazing 
lands  elsewhere,    A  short  time  ago  an 


instance  came  under  his  observation  in 
which  an  attempt  was  made  to  establish 
a  butter  farm,  with  the  view  of  the  pro- 
duction of  better  butter ;  but  the  tenant 
farmers  were  prevented  from  supplying 
cream  to  that  farm.  Then  there  was  the 
case  of  a  gentleman  who  commenced  to 
thin  his  wood  in  order  to  sell  fuel ;  but 
an  edict  at  once  went  forth  that  no  one 
should  buy  it  of  him,  and  as  a  conse- 
quence a  large  number  of  men  who  had 
been  employed  in  cutting  the  wood  were 
thrown  out  of  employment.  A  small 
farmer  who  had  been  employed  to  sell 
the  wood  was  warned  that  if  he  continued 
to  do  so  his  house  would  be  burnt  down. 
He  need  not  say  how  stewards  and 
bailiffs,  as  persons  called  on  to  protect  their 
masters*  property,  were  made  victims  to 
the  discharge  of  their  duty.  Shopkeepers 
who  ventured  to  sell  goods  to  persons 
obnoxious  to  the  committees  were  also 
placed  under  the  ban  of  the  organization. 
Artizans  also  suffered  from  it.  At  a 
meeting  of  the  trades  of  Dublin,  it  was 
stated  that  such  was  the  dearth  of  work 
last  winter  that  there  never  had  been 
so  many  artizans  on  the  relief  lists  as 
during  that  season.  To  the  labourers  of 
Ireland  the  loss  caused  by  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Land  League  might  be  put 
down,  not  at  hundreds,  but  at  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  pounds.  Medical  prac- 
titioners had  been  threatened  ;  and  he 
heard  of  a  case  in  which  one  of  them 
was  afraid  to  attend  a  patient  to  whom 
he  had  been  called.  A  name  had  to  be 
invented  for  one  of  the  penalties  im- 
posed by  the  Land  League,  and  it  was 
now  known  as  '*  Boycotting,"  which  was 
sometimes  carried  to  the  extent  of  gross 
personal  outrage.  In  the  papers  of  that 
evening  there  was  an  account  of  an  out- 
rage in  which  one  man  was  shot  and 
another  had  his  ears  cut  off.  How  were 
process-servers  dealt  with  ?  At  first,  they 
were  paid  double  fees  for  not  serving  the 
writs,  and  that  was  successful  for  some 
time ;  but  when  the  process-servers  had 
to  proceed  to  make  service,  they  were 
seized  and  perhaps  thrown  into  a  river. 
K  after  that  they  continued  obstinate, 
they  were  in  some  instances  subject  to 
torture.  Solicitors  were  deprived  of  their 
business  if  they  did  an  act  of  professional 
duty  of  which  the  agitators  did  not  ap- 
prove ;  auctioneers  were  commanded  not 
to  sell ;  and  so  the  game  was  carried  on, 
one  class  of  the  community  being  per- 
secuted after  another,  till  no  one  knew 
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how  far  he  must  consider  himself  de- 
nounced and  what  were  the  penalties 
which  he  might  have  to  suffer.  As  to  the 
unfortunate  military  and  police  called 
out  to  what  was  called  protect  the 
peace,  they  were  stoned.  Recently,  a 
police  barrack,  in  which  some  obnoxious 
person  took  refuge,  was  placed  in  a 
state  of  siege,  and  the  siege  was  not 
raised  until  two  companies  of  soldiers 
arrived  at  the  spot.  He  had  a  letter 
from  a  competent  authority,  who  said 
that  in  his  part  of  the  country  every 
tenant  farmer  was  at  the  mercy  of  any 
blackguard  who  might  think  fit  to  attack 
him.  The  writer  said  that  civil  war 
would  be  preferable  to  the  existing  state 
of  things.  That  was  strong  language, 
but  he  believed  it  to  be  true.  In  no 
civilized  country  was  it  possible  to  find 
Buch  a  state  of  things,  unless  there  was, 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Neapolitan  Camorra, 
a  secret  S3rmpathy  between  the  outlaws 
and  the  higher  classes  of  society.  If  it 
existed  in  America  it  would  be  put  an 
end  to  in  less  than  a  month  by  the  in- 
terposition of  a  Vigilance  Committee ; 
and  he  believed  he  was  right  in  saying 
that  some  men  applied  to  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  power  to  enrol  themselves  in 
such  a  confederacy,  but  were  dismissed 
with  the  assurance  that  such  things  were 
not  lawful  in  this  country.  He  wanted, 
then,  to  know  what  was  going  to  be 
done?  There  were  some  things  which 
he  hoped  would  not  be  said  in  answer 
to  him  that  evening.  It  would  be  no 
answer  to  say  that  the  rejection  by  that 
House  last  Session  of  the  Compensation 
for  Disturbance  Bill  was  the  main  cause 
of  the  existing  state  of  things,  because 
most  of  the  cases  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred occurred  in  districts  which  were 
not  scheduled  under  that  Bill.  It  would 
be  no  answer  to  say  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  introduced  in  **  another 
place  "  a  measure  dealing  with  the  land, 
because  that  Bill  could  not  become  law 
for  two  or  three  months  in  any  case. 
Then  he  hoped  it  would  not  be  said  that 
Her  Majesty's  Qt)vemment  had  done  all 
they  could  have  done  for  the  repression 
of  crime ;  because,  if  such  a  statement 
were  made,  he  should  be  obliged  to  op- 
pose to  it  a  direct  negative.  He  did  not 
impute  motives.  It  had  been  alleged 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  an 
arrthr$  p0ns4d  which  made  them  desire 
the  agitation  of  the  Land  League  as  a 
means  of  advancing  theijr  own  Bill.    He 
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did  not  believe  that  allegation ;  but  it 
had  been  publicly  made,  and  oa^t  to 
be  publicly  denied  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.      He    believed    that    ihm 
errors  of  the  Government  were  not  of 
intention,  but  of  judgment.     When  the 
Bill  for  the  better  protection  of  life  and 
property  was  first  announced  there  was 
an  improvement,  and  it  seemed    as  if 
happier  days  were  about  to  arrive    in 
Ireland;    but  the  Land  League    soon 
noted  the  manner  in  which  that  Bill 
was  put  in  force  when  it  became  lair. 
The  Government  had,  under  that  Act, 
been  fiddling  with  the  tail  instead   of 
striking  at  the  head.     The  accounts  of 
outrages  which  appeared  in  the  pabHc 
prints  were  no  index  to  the  entire  num- 
ber.    He  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
three  or  four  times  the  number  of  out- 
rages in  excess  of  those  which  met  the 
public  eye  were  actually  committed.     It 
had  been  stated  in  the  public  Press  that 
a  clergyman's  house  had  been  fired  at ; 
but  the  public  had  not  been  informed 
that  on  the  same  night  the  house  of 
every  farmer  in  the  neighbourhood  had 
been  visited   by  men  with    blackened 
faces,  who  gave  commands  and  warned 
the  inmates  that  they  must  take  the  con- 
sequences if  those  injunctions  were  not 
obeyed.    He  had  received  an  account  of 
a  man  who  was  found  on  the  ground 
with  five  men  standing  over  him,  and 
who  was  only  saved  by  the  interposition 
of  the  parish  priest.  There  was  an  utter 
absence  of  power  on  the  part  of  the  con- 
stituted authority.     To   make   the  law 
respected  the  Government  must  enforce 
it;   but  they  were  not  masters  of  the 
country.     Those  who  g^t  their  behests 
carried  out  were  the  masters,  and  that 
was  the  point  to  which  he  wished  more 
particularly  to  direct  their  Lordships' 
attention.     It  might  be  said  that   he 
ought  to  offer  some  suggestions.     He 
would  do  so.     He  fully  recognized  the 
difficulties  of  the  Qt)vemment ;   but  he 
thought  that  in  some  cases  the  police 
did  not  back  up  the  magistrates,  and  in 
others  the  magistrates  did  not  back  up 
the  police.   Now,  the  stipendiary  magis- 
trates did  not  always  reside  in   their 
own  districts.     He  would  suggest  that 
they  should  do  so,  and  as  near  the  cen- 
tres of  their  districts  as  possible.     He 
would  further  suggest  that  the  number 
of  stipendiary  magistrates  should  be  in- 
creased ad  hoc  by  investing  special  ma- 
gistrates with  the  commisaion.    There 
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were  nmnbers  of  half- pay  officers  who 
would  be  found  ready  to  accept  such 
temporary  appointments.  He  would 
suggest  that  there  should  be  a  little 
more  stimulus  applied  to  the  police  in 
respect  of  arresting  participators  in 
riots,  and  a  little  more  encouragement 
given  to  them  when  they  made  such 
arrests.  He  had  been  informed  of  an 
attack  on  a  house  next  a  police  barrack 
made  by  persons  whose  faces  were  well 
known  y  and  yet  no  arrest  was  made  for 
that  riot  until  several  weeks  after  the 
occurrence.  He  assured  their  Lordships 
that  he  had  not  taken  selected  cases  in 
the  instances  which  he  had  mentioned 
to  their  Lordships ;  and  when  he  made 
his  appeal  he  did  so  to  a  Cabinet,  two 
of  whose  Members  had  filled  with  credit 
to  themselves  and  advantage  to  the 
oountrv  the  Office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Lreland,  and  three  of  whose  Members 
had  filled  the  post  of  Chief  Secretary. 
Those  Members  of  the  Cabinet  must 
know  the  danger  of  the  combustion.  He, 
therefore,  appealed  to  the  Government 
to  see  the  law  put  in  force,  which  they 
only  could  administer  efiPectually,  and 
break  down  the  power  of  an  organiza- 
tion which  set  at  defiance  the  law,  to 
protect  persons  from  its  crushing  and 
g^nding  tjrranny,  and  to  put  an  end  to 
a  state  of  things  which  was  intolerable, 
and  to  which,  he  feared,  posterity  would 
point  as  the  shame  and  scandal  of  the 
age  in  which  they  lived. 

LoKD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment would  contradict  the  statement 
that  had  been  recently  made  as  to  a 
compact  or  understanding  between  Mr. 
Gladstone  and  Mr.  Pamell  ?  It  had  been 
believed  for  some  time  before  that  state- 
ment was  made  that  such  was  the  case ; 
and  the  Lrish  Executive  had  boasted 
that  for  the  first  time  in  the  State  trials 
the  jury  had  not  been  packed,  but  one 
of  the  jurors  had  subscribed  £10  to  the 
Pamell  Defence  Fund,  and,  though  this 
was  known  to  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  he  was  not  challenged.  He  also 
thought  that  Mr.  John  Bright,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Government  and  a 
Quaker,  and  therefore  specially  pledged 
to  secure  peace  amongst  men,  was  in  a 
large  measure  responsible  for  the  exist- 
ing state  of  affairs  in  having  said  and 
written  things — as  in  his  letter  to  Lord 
Carnarvon,  in  which  he  chuckled  at  the 
fact  that "  many  landlords  were  running 


for  their  lives  " — which  must  have  had 
the  effect  of  leading  the  people  of  Ire- 
land to  suppose  that  the  Ghovemment 
sympathized,  not  only  with  agitation, 
but  with  outrage  ?  He  thought  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  give  an  explanation 
of  that  letter. 

The  Duke  of  MAELBOROUGH  said, 
he  regarded  the  question  before  the  House 
as  one  of  deep  importance.  It  was  re- 
markable that  on  every  other  occasion 
when  Parliament  felt  bound  to  pass  an 
Act  for  the  better  protection  of  life  and 
property  in  Irelana,  that  action  was  fol- 
lowed by  a  sensible  and  steady  diminu- 
tion of  crime  in  that  country ;  but  the 
result  of  the  passing  of  the  recent  Act 
of  that  kind  had  been  exactly  the  con- 
trary. The  Returns  presented  to  Par- 
liament showed  that  in  January  last, 
before  the  passing  of  the  Coercion  Act, 
the  reported  number  of  outrages  was 
439 ;  ia  February  they  had  diminished 
to  170,  and  in  March  to  146;  but  they 
had  risen  in  April,  when  the  Act  was  in 
force,  to  295,  and  there  was  no  apparent 
diminution  in  their  frequency  at  the 
present  time.  He  quite  a^eed  that 
after  the  passing  of  the  Protection  of 
Life  and  Property  Bill,  such  a  state  of 
things  was  very  significant  and  very 
alarming.  It  would  be  remembered  that 
though  the  Government  had  announced 
remedial  legislation,  they  declined  to 
introduce  it  until  the  measure  for  the 
protection  of  life  and  property  were 
disposed  of.  They  did  so  on  the  very 
proper  ground  that  Parliament  should 
not  legislate  remedially  under  terrorism. 
The  first  effect  of  the  Protection  of  Life 
and  Property  Act,  however,  as  he  had 
shown,  vanished  in  less  than  three 
months,  and  the  outrages  increased  by 
100  per  cent.  Now,  that  was  a  fact  to 
which  the  attention  of  the  Government 
ought  earnestly  to  be  called.  No  doubt, 
his  noble  Friend  (Viscount  Midleton) 
had  shown  the  immediate  cause  of  the 
outrages  in  Ireland ;  but  he  would  ven- 
ture to  point  out  another  reason.  The 
public  were  told  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  that  the  Act  for 
the  Better  Protection  of  Life  and  Pro- 
perty was  one  to  put  down  terrorism  by 
terror.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
it  would  put  down  by  terror  the  village 
ruffians.  He  asked  their  Lordships 
whether  effect  had  been  given  to  that 
statement  ?  He  did  not  impute  any  un- 
worthy motive  to  the  Government.     He 
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thouglit  their  fault  was  an  error  of 
judgment — of  kindness  amounting  to 
weakness.  Their  system  was  one  of 
kicks  and  kisses.  The  coercion  had 
been  of  so  mild,  so  velvety  a  character, 
that  it  almost  made  agitators  seek  the 
shelter  of  prisons  in  which  they  were  so 
well  provided  for.  The  first  Return  of 
arrests  under  the  Act  of  1879  was  nine ; 
the  first  under  the  Act  of  the  present 
Session  was  35 ;  but  more  persons  had 
been  arrested  since.  Under  the  mild 
prison  rules  and  regulations  applied  to 
the  Land  League  prisoners,  these  persons 
were  allowed  to  enjoy  exercise  together 
within  the  prison  walls.  Then  they  had 
six  hours'  communication  at  other  times 
of  the  day.  Looking  at  the  character  of 
those  prisoners — and  they  must  be  of 
notorious  bad  character,  or  they  would 
not  have  been  arrested — it  was  a  great 
mistake  ta  put  them  together  in  one 
prison.  They  had  all  the  comforts  of  a 
Fenian  Club;  and  now  that  they  had 
got  their  Chief  (Mr.  John  Dillon)  with 
them,  it  might  be  expected  that  they 
would  hatch  future  conspiracies  to  the 
sore  detriment  and  misfortune  of  the 
country.  He  must  say  that  the  adoption 
of  such  rules,  relaxing  prison  discipline 
to  such  an  extent  as  they  had,  was  a 
great  mistake  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  ramifications  of  this 
Land  League  conspiracy  were  almost 
universal;  and  who  could  doubt  that 
there  were  out  of  prison  persons  just  as 
guilty  as  those  who  were  already  in  pri- 
son. Since  the  passing  of  the  Act  there 
had  been  a  number  of  Land  League 
meetings  in  various  parts  of  the  country. 
If  it  were  necessary  to  strike  terror  into 
those  people,  why  had  not  the  Govern- 
ment at  one  stroke  swept  into  prison  a 
large  number  of  the  people  who  acted 
as  organizers  at  these  Land  League  as- 
semblages as  soon  as  they  got  the  re- 
quisite information,  which,  as  the  Exe- 
cutive, they  ought  to  have  been  in  pos- 
session of  ?  This  pointed  to  an  important 
consideration,  with  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  supply  of  information — was 
it  adequate,  as  obtained  from  the  con- 
stabulary, and  from  the  resident  magis- 
trates, to  enable  the  Government  to  put 
the  law  into  force  ?  It  had  been  whis- 
pered— he  did  not  know  with  how  much 
accuracy-;— that  that  supply  was  lament- 
ably deficient,  and  that  the  deficiency 
was  causing  anxiety  and  surprise  to  the 
authorities  in  Dublin.     During  the  time 
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he  was  Viceroy  the  Land  League  had 
not  reached  the  degree  of  importance  to 
which  it  had  since  attained;  but  he 
believed  the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount 
Midleton)  had,  if  anything,  understated 
its  danger;  and  he  believed  that  no- 
thing really  efiectual  would  have  been 
accomplished  till  there  was  an  Act 
passed  against  the  existence  of  the  Land 
League.  He  wished  to  ask,  what  had 
the  Government  done  with  regard  to  the 
Land  League  ?  He  thought  they  were 
bound  to  give  some  explanations  to  their 
Lordships^  House  on  that  subject.  It 
was  true  that  some  time  ag^  the  Gt)- 
vemment  instituted  a  prosecution  in  a 
manner  which  was  even  high-handed. 
The  police  entered  a  room  in  Limerick, 
and  arrested  members  of  the  Land 
League  therein  assembled.  He  believed 
the  same  thing  was  done  at  Tralee. 
Well,  the  men  arrested  at  Limerick 
were  conveyed  to  gaol,  and  the  magis- 
trates regarded  the  offence  charged 
against  them  as  so  serious  that  they  re- 
fused to  admit  them  to  bail,  and  subse- 
quently their  friends  had  to  make  an 
application  for  bail  in  a  Superior  Court. 
What  had  become  of  that  prosecution  ? 
No  doubt,  such  a  prosecution  must  have 
a  salutary  effect.  The  audacity  of  the 
people  who  formed  themselves  into  land 
tribunals  was  without  bounds ;  and  he 
knew  a  case  in  which  men  had  been 
summoned  to  a  Land  League  Court  for 
attending  a  sale  of  cattle  by  auction, 
and  not  allowed  to  go  until  they  had 
pledged  themselves  not  to  attend  an- 
other under  the  circumstances.  There 
was  another  point  to  which  he  would 
direct  the  attention  of  the  Government. 
In  the  Coercion  Bill  powers  were  given 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  put  a  stop  to 
meetings  at  which  inflammatory  speeches 
were  made  that  would  necessarily,  among 
a  sensitive  and  excitable  people,  become 
incentives  to  outrage.  Power  was  also 
given  to  suppress  printed  publications 
of  a  similar  character  and  tendency. 
These  were  most  salutary  provisions, 
and  he  wished  to  know  how  they  had 
been  exercised  ?  It  was  not  only  what 
was  said  at  meetings,  but  what  was  pub- 
lished and  circulated  by  pestilent  publi- 
cations, which  influenced  and  demora- 
lized the  minds  of  the  Irish  people.  One 
of  the  most  licentious  and  infamous  pub- 
lications was  named  The  Irish  Worlds 
which  was  very  largely  circulated.  It 
was  printed  in  America,  but  a  letter 
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written  in  London  formed  part  of  its 
contents.  He  believed  the  circulation 
had  enormously  increased.  It  was  cir- 
culated through  the  Post  Office ;  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken,  or  intended  to  take, 
any  steps,  either  in  the  way  of  applying 
to  Parliament  for  power  or  otherwise 
to  stop  its  circulation  ?  He  hoped  the 
Qovemment  would  not,  in  their  reply, 
make  light  of  this  question.  He  had  no 
doubt,  if  those  who  committed  outrage 
were  given  to  understand  that  persons 
who  violated  the  law  would  have  to  un- 
dergo real  punishment,  and  not  spend 
their  time  in  prison  in  a  pleasant  and 
luxurious  manner,  as  was  the  case  in 
many  instances  at  present — if  the  law 
were  administered  without  undue  seve- 
rity, but  with  perfect  firmness,  with  a 
gprasp  of  iron,  and  not  with  a  glove  of 
velvet,  crime  would  diminish,  and  the 
people  of  Ireland  would  be  contented 
and  peaceful ;  and  if  further  legislation 
was  necessary,  terrorism  and  violence 
would  not  be  resorted  to. 

Lord  ORANMORE  and  BROWNE 
said,  that  the  statistics  of  outrages  in 
Ireland  showed  that  while  in  March 
last  the  number  had  been  only  145,  they 
had  increased  last  month  to  295.  Crime, 
in  fact,  had  doubled  in  one  month.  That 
being  the  case,  it  evidently  became  the 
duty  of  the  Executive  to  find  some 
means  by  which  crime  should  be  stayed. 

Eabl  spencer  said,  he  felt  some 
difficulty  in  giving  a  precise  answer  to 
the  Questions  put  by  the  noble  Duke 
and  the  noble  Lord.  Those  Questions 
could  be  answered  by  those  who  were 
directly  connected  with  the  administra- 
tion of  Ireland ;  but  he  was  not  directly 
responsible  for  the  government  of  Ire- 
land, and  was  thus  in  a  position  of  some 
difficulty  in  meeting  the  particular  cases 
to  which  his  attention  had  been  directed. 
He  had  no  intention,  in  replying  to  the 
Question  of  the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount 
Midleton)  of  alluding,  as  the  noble  Vis- 
count seemed  to  suppose,  to  the  Bill 
which  was  rejected  by  their  Lordships 
last  year — he  meant  the  Compensation 
for  Disturbance  Bill.  Nor  would  he 
allude  to  the  efi'ects  of  a  remedial  cha- 
racter likely  to  be  produced  by  the  Land 
Bill.  The  noble  Viscount  had  advised 
him  to  repudiate  certain  statements 
which  he  had  said  were  believed  in 
certain  quarters.  He  had  always  felt 
the  greatest  possible  indignation  when- 
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ever  he  had  heard  from  any  speaker,  or 
seen  stated  in  the  public  Press,  that  there 
were  Members  of  the  Grovernment  who 
wished  the  agitation  in  Ireland  to  con- 
tinue, in  order  that  they  might  be  able 
to  bring  in  a  strong  measure  for  the 
reform  of  the  Irish  Land  Law.  He 
always  felt  that  no  one  would  be  worthy 
to  sit  in  an  English  Government  who 
could  advocate  such  views,  and  he  was 
glad  that  the  noble  Viscount  had  said 
he  did  not  attribute  them  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  The  noble  Viscount 
had  referred  to  the  efiect  of  the  Land 
League  in  Ireland,  and  he  quite  agreed 
that  it  had  exercised  the  most  pernicious 
and  pervading  influence  in  all  the  rela- 
tions of  life.  It  had  not  only  afiPected 
landlords  and  tenants,  but  labourers  and 
persons  in  every  grade  and  condition  of 
life.  No  one  deplored  or  denounced 
more  strongly  than  he  did  the  immoral 
conduct  of  many  of  those  who  had 
spoken  on  behalf  of  the  Land  League. 
With  regard  to  the  position  of  Ireland 
at  the  present  time,  he  did  not  propose 
to  attempt  to  prove  that  the  condition  of 
that  country  was  satisfactory.  He  felt 
that  Ireland  was  in  a  most  unfortunate 
and  unsatisfactory  condition;  and  not 
only  he,  but  the  other  Members  of  the 
Government,  felt  very  strongly  with  refer- 
ence to  the  relapse  of  crime  into  which 
Ireland  had  fallen  within  the  last  six 
weeks.  The  Government  thought  that 
the  measures  which  it  was  their  painful 
duty  to  pass  through  Parliament  would 
have  been  more  efiectual  than  they  had 
been  in  restoring  order.  The  only  thing 
he  had  to  point  out  as  to  the  application 
of  those  measures  was  that  within  the 
last  few  weeks  they  had  been  going 
through  a  most  trying  time  with  regard 
to  agrarian  crime.  There  had  been  con- 
siderable abstention  during  the  last  two 
months  on  the  part  of  the  landlords  from 
evictions  for  non-payment  of  rent ;  but 
that  abstention  having  ceased,  and  a 
large  increase  of  evictions  having  taken 
place,  outrages  had  undoubtedly  in- 
creased. He  was  not  going  to  find  fault 
with  the  conduct  of  the  landlords.  He 
was  quite  aware  that  many  of  them  had 
been  most  patient  and  long-suffering 
with  their  tenants,  and  that  they  only 
did  what  tliey  wore  obliged  to  do  in 
carrying  out  these  notices.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  he  felt  bound  to  call  attention 
to  the  fact,  in  order  to  show  that  at  the 
present  moment  they  were  going  through 
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a  period  of  greater  difficulty  than  even 
tliat  of  December  and  January  last, 
and  tliat  tliis  might  account,  to  some  ex- 
tenty  for  the  large  number  of  outrages 
that  had  latterly  taken  place.  The  fact 
had  been  referred  to  that  when  these 
measures  were  firsi  passed  there  was  a 
large  diminution  of  crime  in  Ireland; 
but  the  fact  was  that  the  diminution  of 
crime  was  apparent  the  moment  the 
notice  was  given  of  the  bring^g  in  of 
those  Acts.  There  was  then  a  lull 
throughout  the  country.  Unfortunately, 
however,  it  should  be  admitted  that 
there  had  since  been  an  increase  of 
crime.  The  noble  Viscount  referred  to 
what  he  thought  the  want  of  enerey  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  Ohief  Se- 
oretary  in  enforcing  the  exceptional 
powers  which  the  l&w  put  into  their 
nands.  It  might  appear  that  under  the 
Protection  of  l^erson  and  Property  Act 
almost  anybody  could  be  arrested  whom 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  thought  fit  to 
arrest.  But  that  was  not  the  case.  The 
clauses  of  the  Bill  laid  down  very  strictly 
the  kind  of  persons  who  could  be  ar- 
rested, and  tnose  who  thought  that  a 
ffreat  many  more  persons  ought  to  have 
been  arrested  seemed  to  forget  the  strin- 
gency of  the  clauses  of  the  Act.  It  was 
said  that  the  Irish  Government  otight  to 
have  struck  at  the  leaders  of  the  move- 
ment, and  not  merely  their  dupes.  No 
doubt,  if  the  leaders  could  have  been 
brought  under  the  operation  of  the 
clauses  in  question,  the  Irish  Gt>vem- 
ment  ought  to  have  put  the  law  in  force 
against  them.  But  the  Irish  Gk>vem- 
ment  had  most  carefully  to  consider  all 
tiie  cases  brought  before  them,  both  of 
leaders  and  foUowers,  and  to  act  within 
the  law.  Yery  lately  they  did  put  the 
Act  in  force  by  arresting  one  of  the 
leaders,  1^.  Dillon.  It  was  easy  to  say 
that  more  ought  to  have  been  arrested ; 
but  unless  those  who  said  so  were  in 
possession  of  the  information  belonging 
to  Uie  Executive,  it  was  impossible  to 
know  whether  die  Government  were 
guilty  of  the  laxity  of  duty  laid  to  their 
charge.  He  had  to  confess  that  he  was 
disappointed,  as  was  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, at  the  result  of  the  operation 
of  the  Act.  Lately,  the  Government 
had  found  it  necessary  to  make  many 
more  arrests  than  they  did  in  the  first 
instance,  and  in  the  course  of  a  few 
weeks  he  trusted  they  should  have  better 
results  trom  the  Act.    The  noble  Duke 
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(the  Duke  of  Marlborough)  said  tha^ 
only  35  had  been  arrested  until  latelyt 
when  there  were  some  more.  He  bad 
before  him  the  number  of  those  arrests, 
and  it  amounted  now  to  72.  The  noble 
Viscount  (Viscount  Midleton)  said  that 
the  Viceroy  ought  to  have  consulted 
the  lords  lieutenant  of  counties  in 
order  to  know  who  should  be  ar- 
rested. Now,  from  the  experience  he 
had  in  putting  into  operation  the  Act 
of  1871,  he  could  not  conceive  that  the 
lords  lieutenant  of  counties  were  the 
proper  persons  to  consult  in  such  a  mat- 
ter. The  Viceroy  required  very  par- 
ticular knowledge  before  he  could  be 
satisfied  that  persons  came  under  the 
Act.  He  was  bound  to  inquire  very 
minutely  into  all  the  facts  connected 
with  the  case ;  and  surely  it  was  not 
the  lords  lieutenant  of  counties  who 
could  give  him  the  necessary  informa- 
tion. The  Viceroy  had  to  get  evidence 
— not  sufficient,  indeed,  for  a  Court  of 
Law,  but  enough  to  satisfy  him  that 
a  person  was  reasonably  suspected  and 
could  be  brought  under  the  operation 
of  the  Act.  The  noble  Viscount  also 
stated  that  more  outrages  had  been 
committed  than  were  reported  by  the 
police.  But  his  own  experience  was 
that  the  police  were  very  vigilant  in 
obtaining  evidence  of  crime.  It  was 
not  always  necessary  that  the  people  on 
whom  outrages  had  been  committed 
should  themselves  give  information ; 
but  in  almost  eveiy  case  the  police 
obtained  information  in  the  districts 
of  the  outrages  which  were  committed, 
and  reported  them  to  the  Government. 
Things  must  have  changed  very  much 
since  he  knew  Ireland  if  many  of  those 
outrages  remained  unreported.  He  was 
very  glad  to  hear  what  the  noble  Vis- 
count said  about  the  merits  of  the  Boyal 
Irish  Oonstabulary,  to  whom  too  much 
praise  could  not  be  given  for  their 
loyalty  and  devotion  to  duty.  During 
the  last  winter  they  had  a  most  trying- 
ordeal  to  go  through,  and  there  was  no 
ground  whatever  K>r  saying  that  they 
had  neglected  their  duty,  and  not  g^ven 
the  Government  the  information  which 
it  required.  The  noble  Viscount  sug- 
gestea  that,  as  far  as  possible,  every 
resident  magistrate  should  reside  in 
some  town  in  the  centre  of  his  district. 
But  there  was  ffreat  difficulty  in  Ire- 
land, as  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Marlborough)  would  bear    him  (Earl 
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Spenoer)  out  in  saying,  in  finding  pro- 
per Hoases  for  resident  magistrates.  The 
towns  in  Ireland  were  often  very  small, 
and  houses  suitable  for  resident  magis- 
trates were  not  always  to  be  found  within 
several  miles  of  the  centre  of  the  district. 
But  it  had  always  been  the  endeavour 
of  the  Gt>vemment  to  place  the  resident 
magistrate  in  the  centre  of  his  work 
wherever  it  was  possible  to  do  so.  Then 
the  noble  Viscount  had  made  a  sug- 
gestion about  sending  additional  magis- 
trates into  districts  where  outrages  were 
committed.  That  was  a  very  proper  sug- 
gestion. In  former  cases  it  was  usual 
to  send  magistrates  of  known  experience 
and  skill  to  aid  those  who,  in  ordinary 
times,  would  be  quite  sufficient  for  the 
duties.  The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Marlborough)  had  accused  the  Govern- 
ment of  blowinc^  hot  and  cold,  and  deal- 
ing alternately  m  kicks  and  Idsses.  But 
it  should  be  remembered  that  when  men 
were  deprived  of  their  liberty  it  could 
not  be  looked  on  as  a  pleasure  to  them. 
The  noble  Duke  found  fault  with  the 
prison  rules  in  the  case  of  those  men, 
and  attributed  the  lapse  into  crime 
which  had  occurred  in  Ireland  partly 
to  the  lenient  treatment  given  to  the 
prisoners.  He  believed  he  could  say 
that  the  rules  in  force  with  regard  to 
the  prisoners  now  in  detention  under 
the  Lord  Lieutenant's  Warrant  were  the 
same  as  those  which  were  in  force  when 
he  was  in  Ireland  in  connection  with 
prisoners  in  custody  under  the  Act  of 
1871.  He  was  not  aware  that  any 
alteration  had  been  made  in  the  rules. 
At  that  time  they  had  no  reason  to 
believe  that  the  prisoners  were  treated 
in  a  lenient  manner,  and  he  was  en- 
titled to  say  that  the  operation  of  the 
Act  was  Buccessfol ;  nor  was  any  charge 
made  of  its  being  carried  out  insuf- 
ficiently. With  regard  to  there  being 
but  one  prison,  he  imagined  it  had  been 
found  desirable  that  prisoners  of  that 
kind  should  be  confined  in  one  prison  ; 
and  that,  he  conceived,  was  the  reason 
why  the  great  body  of  the  prisoners 
were  confined  in  Dublin.  But  he  be- 
lieved that  at  the  present  moment,  both 
in  Gkdway  and  Limerick,  there  were 
some  detained  under  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant's Warrant.  He  was  unable  to 
answer  the  noble  Duke  with  respect  to 
the  prosfoutions  at  Limerick  and  Tra- 
lee,  because  the  noble  Duke  had  given 
him  no  Notice  of  the  Question.    But  he 


believed  the  reason  why  the  prosecu- 
tions, had  not  been  carried  to  a  con- 
clusion was  that  the  officers  who  con* 
ducted  them  thought  that  on  public 
grounds  the  trials  should  be  deferred. 
He  understood  the  noble  Duke  to  say 
that  the  Gbvemment  had  power  under 
the  Act  to  stop  meetings  at  which  in- 
flammatory language  was  expected  to 
be  used ;  but  he  was  not  aware  of  any 
such  exceptional  and  new  power  being 
sought  for,  and  could  not  recollect  any 
clause  in  the  Bill  by  which  it  had  been 
conferred.  The  meetings  in  question 
were  always  carefully  watched  by  the 
Government ;  but  when  the  noble  Duke 
asked  what  course  the  Gt>vemment  in- 
tended to  take  with  regard  to  them,  and 
in  reference  also  to  the  newspapers,  he 
was  quite  unable  to  give  a  reply.  K 
the  Government  contemplated  moving  in 
the  matter,  their  objects  would  be  de- 
feated if  they  were  to  announce  their  in- 
tention in  Parliament.  For  the  same 
reason  he  was  unable  to  answer  the  last 
part  of  the  noble  Viscount's  Question. 
All  he  could  say  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  determined  to  do  all  in  their 
power  to  enforce  the  law  with  energy 
and  vigour,  and  that  nothing  would  be 
left  undone  that  might  effect  that  object. 
Lord  INCHIQUIN  observed,  that  he 
did  not  intend  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  for 
information  as  to  individual  cases  of 
outrage  ;  but  no  one  who  read  the  daily 
papers  could  fail  to  notice  the  lament- 
able state  into  which  the  country  had 
been  allowed  to  drift.  Day  after  day 
accounts  were  published  of  assaults  on 
process-servers,  and  of  every  kind  of 
outrage,  nearly  all  of  which  crimes  were 
apparently  committed  with  impunity,  in 
defiance  of  the  very  large  military  and 
police  force  now  in  Ireland,  and  in  spite 
of  the  recently  passed  Coercion  Bill. 
For  such  notorious  facts  an  explanation 
was  due  to  Parliament,  and  especially 
to  the  loyal  residents  in  Ireland.  In  his 
opinion,  the  present  state  of  that  coun- 
try might  briefly  be  ascribed  to  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Land  League.  There  would 
be  no  peace  in  Ireland  until  that  organi- 
zation, or,  rather,  that  illegal  conspiracy, 
was  suppressed.  But  what  had  been  the 
course  of  the  Government  ?  They  had 
allowed  an  agitation  to  continue,  the 
results  of  which  were  altogether  incon- 
sistent with  the  institutions  of  civilized 
society.  For  six  months  the  Land 
League  had  been  permitted  to  work  un« 
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checked ;  and  at  last,  instead  of  striking 
boldly  at  the  ringleaders,  the  Govern- 
ment had  arrested  a  few  insignificant 
persons.  True,  Mr.  Dillon  had  now 
been  arrested,  but  not  until  he  had  seve- 
ral times  used  the  strongest  language. 
The  so-called  remedial  legislation  in 
which  the  Government  were  now   en- 

faged  would  not  bring  peace  to  Ireland, 
ts  completeness  was  doubted  by  Irish- 
men themselves ;  indeed,  Mr.  Parnell 
and  his  followers  cared  nothing  for  it 
except  as  a  means  of  further  confiscating 
the  property  of  the  landlords.  The  Go- 
vernment, if  they  really  intended  to  stop 
agrarian  outrages,  ought  to  ask  Parlia- 
ment for  power  to  deal  more  effectually 
with  the  Land  League. 

Eakl  FORTESCUE  said,  he  looked 
upon  the  condition  of  affairs  in  Ireland 
as  most  serious,  and  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Earl  would  cause  great  disappointment 
to  all  Her  Majesty's  loyal  subjects  there. 
The  Government  had  acted  with  great 
tardiness  in  regard  to  John  Dillon ;  and 
even  yet  the  Government,  judging  from 
the  statement  they  had  just  heard  from 
the  Lord  President  of  the  Oouncil,  seemed 
to  look  upon  the  condition  of  affairs  in 
Ireland  with  a  certain  complacency.  His 
noble  Friend's  explanation  of  the  in- 
crease of  outrages  seemed  to  him  by  no 
means  the  right  one.  They  all  remem- 
bered the  fable.  The  splash  made  by 
the  passing  of  the  Protection  of  Person 
and  Property  Act  had  at  first  somewhat 
frightened  the  Land  League  ;  but  they 
soon  found  that,  up  to  a  certain  point, 
they  had  nothing  to  fear  from  the  Irish 
Executive,  and  were  now  hopping  upon 
King  Log.  If  further  illustration  were 
wanted,  the  morning  papers  would  sup- 
ply a  fr^sh  instance  of  the  helplessness 
of  the  Government  in  dealing  with  cases 
that  required  prompt  and  energetic 
action.  It  was  stated  as  a  piece  of  news 
that  the  Government  were  now  buying 
horses  and  oars  for  the  use  of  the  police ; 
but  for  many  months  past  the  police  had 
been  denied  the  use  of  conveyances,  and 
it  seemed  extraordinary  that  the  Execu- 
tive now  for  the  first  time  recognized 
that  fact,  and  prepared  to  take  this  most 
obvious  step.  The  difficulty  of  moving 
the  police  frt>m  place  to  place  must  of 
necessity  tend  to  discourage  the  mem- 
bers of  the  severely  tried  Constabulary 
Force,  while  it  correspondingly  en- 
oooraged  the  disaffected:   He  mentioned 
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this  one  illustration  of  that  general 
want  of  firmness,  energy,  and  resource 
in  the  Irish  Executive  which  furnished, 
he  believed,  the  true  explanation  of  the 
recent  increase  of  crime  and  outrage  in 
Ireland,  notwithstanding  the  passing  of 
the  stringent  Act  for  the  protection  of 
life  and  property. 

The  Eakl  of  OAENAEVON  said,  he 
had  heard  with  gp:eat  regret  the  speech 
of  his  noble  Friend  the  Lord  President  of 
the  Council,  because  he  feared  it  would 
carry  far  and  wide  the  impression  that, 
whatever  their  intentions  might  be. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  singu- 
larly wanting  in  that  energy  and  eameat- 
ness  of  purpose  which  could  alone  suc- 
cessfully meet  the  present  difficulty  with 
Ireland.  It  was  surprising  that  the 
strongest  and  fittest  adjective  the  noble 
Earl  could  find  to  describe  the  present 
state  of  Ireland  was  "  unsatis^u^xj, 
disgraceful,  perilous,  and  ruinous;" 
and  he  believed  this  intimation  of  irre- 
solution and  uncertainty  of  purpose  on 
the  part  of  the  Gt)vernment  would  only 
strengthen  the  present  state  of  things. 
He  had  rarely  heard  in  their  Lordships' 
House  a  more  lucid  and  temperate  state- 
ment than  that  in  which  his  noble  Friend 
had  brought  this  question  before  their 
Lordships  House ;  but  the  noble  Earl  had 
not  given  anything  like  a  reply  to  the 
noble  Viscount.  He  was  sorry  that  the 
noble  Earl  should  have  rested  part  of 
his  case  upon  the  supposed  increase  of 
ejectments  on  the  part  of  the  landlords. 
He  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  thought 
that  when  the  history  of  the  present 
time  was  fairly  reviewed  men  of  all  sides 
would  acknowledge  that  the  Irish  land- 
lords, as  a  class,  had  been  singularly 
patient  and  forbearing. 

Earl  SPENCER  explained,  that  he 
only  mentioned  that  as  a  fact  in  the 
case.  He  had  thrown  no  blame  on  the 
Irish  landlords,  and  he  had  admitted 
they  had  been  long-suffering. 

The  Earl  of  CARNAEYON  said,  if 
the  noble  Earl  did  not  impute  blame,  he 
had  certainly  dwelt  upon  it  as  a  cause 
of  the  present  state  of  things ;  and  he 
thought  that  expression  on  his  part 
would  carry  weight  of  a  very  undesir- 
able kind  in  Ireland.  He  did  not  know 
that  in  the  course  of  the  present  century 
Ireland  had  ever  been  in  a  more  miser- 
able state  than  it  was  at  the  present 
time;  for,  as  was  patent,  outrages  of 
almost  every  kind  were  being  committed 
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in  every  part  of  the  country.  It  was  all 
very  well  to  say  that  the  tenants  had 
Buffered  heavily  in  some  instances ;  but 
there  were  cases  of  quite  as  great 
hardship  among  the  landlords,  and 
there  were  many  cases  within  his  own 
knowledge,  where  rentals  had  come 
down  from  thousands  a- year  to  a  few 
pounds,  and  where  men  who  were  de- 
pendent upon  rentals  for  their  subsist- 
ence had  been  reduced  to  beggary.  He 
must  say  that  he  had  been  astonished  at 
the  lenient  terms  of  the  Protection  of 
Person  and  Property  Act — a  measure 
which  hardly  seemed  to  have  been  framed 
in  order  to  strike  terror  into  wrongdoers. 
Instead  of  arresting  the  prime  movers 
in  the  disturbance,  the  Executive  had 
confined  their  arrests  mainly  to  inferior 
agents,  and  had  put  them  under  restraint 
in  circumstances  amoimting  almost  to 
absolute  luxury.  But  there  were  two 
facts  daily  growing  in  importance,  and 
threatening  to  overshadow  all  other 
considerations,  to  which  he  earnestly 
prayed  the  attention  of  the  Government 
before  it  was  too  late.  First,  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  the  most  staunch, 
loyal,  and  faithful  body  of  men  in  Ire- 
land were  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary. 
On  them  depended  whatever  of  peace 
and  order  remained  in  the  country, 
and  whatever  of  peace  and  order  might 
be  hereafter  restored ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment was  just  now  exposing  that  force 
to  a  pressure  that  flesh  and  blood  could 
scarcely  bear.  And,  secondly,  he  ob- 
served in  the  papers  of  that  very  day 
the  account  of  an  attack  on  the  troops 
by  an  Irish  mob.  No  blood  had  been 
shed,  and  the  officers  had  succeeded  in 
preventing  any  retaliatory  act ;  but  this 
marked  a  new  point  of  departure.  It 
was  impossible  that  matters  should  re- 
main here  ;  they  must  either  improve  or 
grow  much  worse,  impunity  would  beget 
fresh  collisions  ;  and  he  warned  the  Go- 
vernment to  consider  very  carefully  the 
course  they  pursued,  for  the  country  was 
within  a  measurable  distance  of  trouble 
and  bloodshed  far  greater  than  any  she 
had  yet  passed  through. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  that  the 
principal  objection  made  by  the  nj^ble 
Earl  who  had  just  sat  down  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  to  the  speech  of  his  (Lord 
Carlingford's)  noble  Friend  the  Lord 
President  was  an  objection  to  the  use  of 
an  adjective  in  describing  the  condition 
of  Irdand  as  "  nnflfttiwfftclory.*'  The  use 


of  that  epithet  should  not  be  the  subject 
of  grave  accusation.     He  would  admit, 
however,  that  it  was  not  possible  to  ad- 
dress to  the  House  a  satisfactory  speech 
on  the  condition  of  Ireland  during  the 
period  through  which  the  country  was 
now  passing ;  but  he  hoped  that  period 
would  be  only  a  limited  and  temporary 
one.     He  had  listened  to  the  speeches 
of  noble  Lords  opposite,  but  had  failed 
to  gather  from  them  any  suggestion  of 
a  short  cut  out  of  the  difficult  and  painful 
position  in  which  some  parts  of  Ireland 
were  now  placed,  unless  they  accepted 
the  ultima  ratio  of  suppressing  the  Land 
League  by  Act  of  Parliament.  He  would 
express  no  opinion  on  that  subject.   But 
had  those  noble  Lords  considered  how 
far  the  suppression  of  that  body  would 
have    the   effect  desired?      Had  they 
considered  the  possibility  that  a  course 
of  that  kind   might  have  the  effect  of 
converting   the    Land   League   into    a 
secret   society   corresponding  with  the 
Ribbon  and  other  secret  societies  which 
were  known  in  Ireland  in  times  past. 
Had  they  also  considered  the  time  that 
would  be  sacrificed  in  the  task  of  carry- 
ing such  a  Statute   through  **  another 
place?"     Without,  in  the  least,  com- 
plaining  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
subject  had  been  introduced  to  the  no- 
tice of  their  Lordships,  he,  nevertheless, 
thought  that  noble  Lords  opposite  had 
not  sufficiently  weighed  the  difficulties 
which  any  Government  in  Ireland  would 
have  to  encounter  in  dealing  with  the 
present  widespread  combination  against 
the  payment  of  rent.     Those  difficulties 
were,  in  fact,  far  greater  than  any  which 
had  arisen  under  the  various  other  or- 
ganizations which  had  from  time  to  time 
held  sway  in  the  country.     The  more 
sanguinary  and  dangerous  Ribbon  or-, 
ganization  was  limited  in  its  area  and 
its  numbers;  and  when  certain  of  its 
leaders  were  arrested,  as  under  the  pro* 
visions  of  the  Westmeath  Act,  its  power 
was  broken.     The  present  agitation  was 
more  far-reaching  in  its  effects.     The 
**  intimidation  "  of  tenant  farmers  by  vio- 
lent, and  sometimes  sanguinary,  means 
was  not  the  only  thing  which  had  to  be 
considered.    He  thought  the  word  **  de- 
moralization ''    more    applicable    than 
**  intimidation"  to  the  present  state  of 
Irish  tenants,  for  there  was  a  general 
feeling  among  them  which  facilitated  the 
promulgation  of  the  doctrine — always 
an  easv  one  to  disseminate — that  it  was 
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advisable  and  even  heroic  not  to  pay 
rent.  It  was  that  demoralization  which 
had  made  the  Land  League  successful ; 
for  it  was  no  more  difficult  in  Ireland 
than  elsewhere  to  persuade  men  not  to 
pay  their  debts.  One  great  difficulty, 
which  was  known  to  all  who  were  ac- 
quainted with  the  country,  was  that,  from 
causes  lying  deep  in  its  history,  the  pea- 
sants and  tenants  of  Ireland  were  very 
much  in  the  habit  of  following  each 
other  blindly  in  any  cause,  good  or  bad, 
which  happened  to  come  to  the  front. 
The  phrase,  **  We  cannot  go  against  the 
people,*'  was  one  familiar  to  everyone 
acquainted  with  Ireland ;  and  it  was  from 
the  sentiment  so  expressed — the  dislike 
of  people  to  disassociate  themselves  from 
their  neighbours,  and  from  the  opinion 
of  the  neighbourhood — that  the  Land 
League  derived  much  of  its  power.  A 
sentiment  of  that  kind  could  not  be  over- 
come by  the  mere  action  of  the  police, 
or  by  measures  of  repression;  but  he 
had  a  strong  hope  and  belief  that  such 
sentiments  could  be  dealt  with  and  over- 
come by  wise  legislation.  It  was  the 
opinion  of  those  best  acquainted  with 
Ireland  that  the  great  body  of  the 
tenant  farmers  were  not  ready  to  become 
revolutionists  even  on  the  subject  of 
land  ;  and  that  they  were  not  prepared 
to  reject  any  reasonable  measure  for  the 
improvement  of  their  condition.  At  the 
same  time,  he  fully  admitted  that  the 
hopes  entertained  of  a  peaceful  solution 
of  the  difficulty  did  not,  in  the  smallest 
degree,  exonerate  the  Government  from 
the  imperative  duty  of  using  all  the 
powers,  ordinary  and  extraordinary,  now 
in  their  hands  for  the  purpose  of  main- 
taining peace,  of  encountering  and  re- 
sisting intimidation,  and  of  supporting 
all  the  fair  rights  of  property. 

The  Eabl  of  FEVERSHAM  said, 
the  present  unsatisfactory  state  of  things 
in  Ireland  was  attributable,  in  a  great 
measure,  to  the  apathy  and  want  of 
energy  on  the  part  of  the  Government  in 
having  unjustifiably  allowed  the  Peace 
Preservation  Acts  to  expire,  and  to  their 
having  failed,  when  the  land  agitation 
had  developed  itself,  immediately  to  call 
Parliament  together  in  the  autumn,  in 
order  to  take  energetic  measures  for  the 
vindication  of  the  law.  They  had  en- 
deavoured to  reverse  the  policy  of  their 
Predecessors,  and  had  disregarded  the 
warning  voice  of  his  late  lamented 
Friend  the  Earl  of  Beaconsfieldi  allow- 
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ing  things  to  drift  in  Ireland  until  they 
got  from  bad  to  worse ;  and  at  len^^tk, 
when  they  did  pass  a  Bill  for  the  protec- 
tion of  life  and  property,  the  state  of 
Ireland  was  such  that,  notwithstanding 
that  remedial  measures  were  introduce^ 
they  had  been  of  little  or  no  avail.  X7n- 
less  they  acted  with  greater  energy  than 
they  had  hitherto  done  in  dealing  with 
the  matter,  it  would  end  in  the  state  of 
the  coimtry  becoming  worse  than  ever. 

FRANCE  AND  TUNIS  —  CIRCULAR  OF 
THE  FRENCH  MINISTER  OF  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Earl  DE  LA  WAER,  in  rising,  ac- 
cording to  Notice,  to  ask  the  Seeretanrof 
State  at  the  head  of  the  Foreign  Omoe, 
If  the  recent  Circular  of  M.  St.  Hilaire, 
the  French  Minister  of  Foreign  ASam^ 
explanatory  of  the  objects  of  the  Freneh 
invasion  of  the  Begency  of  Tunis,  can 
be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House? 
said,  that  although  his  noble  I^end 
(Earl  Granville)  was  not  in  the  House, 
he  would  put  the  Question  generally.  In 
doing  so,  he  would  observe  that  the 
differences  which  had  arisen  between 
France  and  Tunis  had  come  to  a  criais 
which  could  not  fail  to  awaken  reiy 
grave  considerations.  The  French  ex- 
pedition to  Tunis  was  undertaken  with 
the  avowed  object  of  putting  a  stop  to 
the  predatory  incursions  of  some  lawless 
tribes  on  the  Frontier  of  Tunis  and 
Algeria.  It  was  not  easy  to  ascertain  to 
what  extent  these  raids  had  been  carried 
on,  though  they  had,  in  former  instanoee, 
not  unfrequently  been  easily  checked 
and  repressed  by  the  Bey.  The  French, 
however,  seemed  to  have  treated  the 
matter  as  a  serious  one,  and  sent  a  force 
of  20,000  men  in  search,  as  alleged,  of 
those  lawless  tribes.  It  would,  perhaps, 
be  difficult  to  say  that  the  French  were 
not  justified  in  taking  some  steps  to  put 
a  stop  to  annovances  which  they  might 
receive  from  lawless  tribes  on  their 
Frontier.  But,  under  pretext  of  this,  a 
neighbouring  and  friendly  country  was 
invaded  against  the  protest  of  the  Sove- 
reign, who  had  always  been  on  friendly 
terms,  and  was  still  desirous  of  keeping 
up  friendly  intercourse  with  France ; 
and  the  French  troops,  after  occupjring 
several  places  in  the  Kegenoy  of  Tunis, 
advanced  far  into  the  interior  of  the 
countxy,  and  were  now  within  a  few 
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milea  of  the  capital.  Simultaneously 
with  this,  a  Circular  was  despatched  by 
M.  St.  Hilaire  to  the  French  Bepre- 
sentatiyee  in  foreign  countries,  in  which 
it  was  announced  that  there  must  now 
be  a 

*'  Treaty  guaranteeing  ufl  both  from  the  incur- 
rion«  from  which  our  frontiers  are  perpetually 
•uffering,  and  from  the  unfair  dealings  of  which 
the  Bardo  (i>.,  the  Goyenunent  of  the  Bey) 
has  too  often  been  the  instrument  and  the 
centre.** 

He  (Earl  De  La  Warr)  believed  this  to  be 
a  most  unjust  and  unfounded  accusation, 
and  that  it  would  be  found  that  the  Bey 
had  always  endeavoured  to  be  on  the 
most  friendly  terms  with  France.  Judg- 
ing &om  what  followed  in  the  document, 
a  French  Protectorate  of  Tunis  was  the 
ultimate  object  of  the  invasion  of  the 
country.  M.  St.  Hilaire  goes  on  to  say 
that — 

**  Tunis  is  in  general  yery  fertile,  as  the  pro- 
digious wealth  of  ancient  Carthage  sufficiently 
shows.  Under  the  protection  of  France  all  the 
natural  gifts  of  that  country  can  be  developed 
afresh." 

And  here  ho  might  refer  to  what  seemed 
to  be  a  somewhat  questionable  sentence 
for  the  Foreign  Minister  of  a  great 
country  to  put  into  a  Circular  addressed 
to  the  foreign  Representatives  of  that 
country  in  speaking  of  the  Soverei^  of 
a  neighbouring  State.  M.  St.  Hilaire 
continued — 

"  It  is  yery  possible  that  the  present  Bey  may 
toon  Icam  to  his  cost,  at  the  expnense  of  his 
Throne  or  his  freedom,  Derhaps  of  his  life,  what 
a  tremendous  mistake  his  ill-inspired  advisers 
made  him  commit.'* 

He  need  offer  no  comment  upon  those 
words.  And  now  he  would  ask  their 
Lordships  to  look  at  the  present  attitude 
assumea  by  France  as  compared  with 
the  avowed  objects  of  the  military  in- 
vasion of  the  Eegency  of  Tunis.  Their 
Lordships  had  heard  more  than  once 
from  his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  that  France 
had  no  intention  of  conquest  or  annexa- 
tion ;  that  the  French  Government  had 
authorized  Lord  Lyons  to  assure  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  they  had  no 
intention  of  annexation  or  conquest;  and 
the  same  assurances  were  given  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  "  another 
place,    where  it  was  stated — 

^  The  French  Government  informed  Lord 
Lyons  on  the  0th  instant  that  their  military 
oymtions  in  Tunis  will  be  confined  to  the 


neighbourhood  of  its  frontier  and  the  punish- 
ment of  its  lawless  frontier  tribes." 

Such  were  among  the  repeated  assur- 
ances of  the  French  Government  at  the 
commencement  of  the  campaign ;  and  he 
(£arl  De  La  Warr)  asked  how  far  they 
were  consistent  witii  the  present  opera- 
tions of  the  French  Army,  which  was 
now  far  distant  from  the  Frontier,  and 
within  a  few  miles  of  the  City  of  Tunis  ? 
He  ventured  to  hope  that  the  noble  Earl 
would  be  able  to  assure  their  Lordships 
that  some  action  would  be  taken  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  to  show  that  this 
country  was  not  indifferent  to  what  was 
taking  place,  not  only  with  regard  to  the 
injustice  which  was  being  done,  but  also 
in  consideration  of  the  interests  of  this 
country.  He  believed  his  noble  Friend 
received  yesterday  a  direct  communica- 
tion from  the  Bey  of  Tunis — a  Copy  of 
which  had  been  sent  to  the  other  Powers 
— showing  how  that,  relying  on  the  assur- 
ances of  France,  he  had  offered  no  re- 
sistance, and  appealing  in  the  extreme 
urgency  of  the  case  to  the  British  Go- 
vernment, as  well  as  to  the  Governments 
of  the  other  Powers.  He  would  most 
earnestly  press  upon  the  attention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  whether 
some  joint  action  with  other  Powers 
might  not  bring  the  question  to  a  satis- 
factory issue. 

LoKD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  that  he  rejoiced  at  the  news  of  a 
Treatv  having  been  signed  at  Tunis, 
and  tnat  further  effusion  of  blood  had 
been  stopped,  and  the  danger  avoided 
of  anv  mUitarv  accidents  such  as  might 
have  induced  the  French  to  impose  more 
onerou&termson  theGovemmentof  Tunis 
than  those  they  originally  intended  to 
impose,  or  had  professed  to  intend  to 
seek.  No  final  ^nreaty  could  be  entered 
into  by  the  Bey  of  Tunis  alone  without 
ratification  by  the  Sublime  Porte.  The 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Earl  Granville)  would, 
thereuire,  haveopportimities  of  watching 
over  the  negotiations  and  preventing  the 
insertion  into  this  Treaty  of  clauses  which 
might  clash  with  the  independence  of 
Tunis,  or  with  the  rights  of  other  nations 
under  Treaties  with  the  Ottoman  Porte. 
The  qualities  and  past  political  services 
of  his  noble  Friend,  and,  he  might  add, 
those  of  the  hon.  Baronet  his  Under  Se- 
cretary (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  gave  him 
exceptional  faoilitiea  for  these  negotia- 
tions. 
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The  Eael  of  KTMBERLET,  in  reply, 
said,  be  could  only  repeat  what  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Aflfairs  had  already  stated — that  he  in- 
tended to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
very  shortly  Papers  on  the  subject,  and 
that  among  them  would  be  the  document 
which  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  De 
La  Warr)  asked  to  have  produced. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  Eight 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 
Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Fridai/,  ISth  May,  1881. 


PunLic  Bills — Ordered— First  Rendintj — Local 
Government  Pronsional  Orders  (Horfield, 
&c.)  *  [166]  ;  Tramways  Orders  Confirmation 
(No.  1)  ♦  [  167] ;  Tramways  Orders  Confirma- 
tion (No.  2)  •  [168] ;  Tramways  Orders  Con- 
firmation (No.  3)*  [169]. 

Sefen-ed  to  Select  Committee — Bills  of  Sale  Act 
(1878)  Amendment  (re-comm,)  [104]. 

Cotnmittee — Newspapers  (Law    of    Libel)    [6] 

— B.P. 

MOTIONS. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS 
(horfield,    &C.)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbeut,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Ordeis  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relating  to  the  Local  Government 
Districts  of  Horfield  and  Tci^nmouth,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.   Hibbebt  and  Mr. 

DODSON. 

'biilpresentedfdji^  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  166.] 

TRAMWAYS  ORDERS  CONFIRMATION  (NO.  1) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ashley,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Prov-isional  Orders  made  by  the  Board 
of  Trade  under  "The  Tramways  Act,  1870,'* 
relating  to  Bootlo  -  cum  -  Linacro  (^'urporation 
Tramways,  Gmvcsend,  Koshtfrville,  and  North- 
fleet  Tramways,  Jarrow  and  Hebburn  and  Dis- 
trict Tramways,  Liverpool  Corporation  Tram- 
ways (Extension),  Manchester  Corporation 
Tramways,  Middlesborough  Tramways  (Exten- 
sions), North  Staffordshire  Tramways  ^Exton- 
sions),  Rusholme  I^ocal  Board  Tramways,  Ship- 
ley Tramways,  South  Gosforth  Tnimways, 
South  Shields  Corporation  Tramways,  Woolwich 
and  South  East  London  Tnimways,  and  York 
Tramways  (Extensions),  ordered  to  bo  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Ashley  and  Mr.  CnAJiBEiiLAiN. 

Bill/^/«mM,and  read  the  first  time.  [3111167.] 


TRAMWAYS  ORDERS  CGNTIRMATIOK   (kO.  2) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ashley,  BUI  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the  Board 
of  Trade  under  "The  Tramways  Act,  1870," 
relating  to  Birmingham  and  Western  Districts 
Tramways,  Dudley  and  Tipton  Tramways, 
Dudley,  Stourbridge,  and  Kingswinford  Tram- 
ways, South  Staffordishire  Tramways,  and  Wed- 
nesbury  and  West  Bromwich  Tramways,  pr- 
dered  to  be  brought  in  by  Bfr.  Ashlst  and  Mr. 
Chambbrlain. 

'b\]lpre9ented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  168.] 

TRAMWAYS  ORDERS  CONFIRMATIOW  (KO.  8) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ashley,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the  Board 
of  Trade  under  "The  Tramways  Act,  1870," 
relating  to  Bristol  Tramways  (Extensions), 
Bury  and  District  Tramways,  City  of  London 
and  Metropolitan  Tramways,  Lincoln  Tram- 
ways, Lincolnshire  Tramways,  Rochdale  Tram- 
ways, Shepherd^s  Bush  and  Hammersmitli 
Tramways,  and  Worcester  Tramways,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Ashley  and  Mr.  Cham- 
berlain. 

Billi7r^MM<e<^,  andread  the  first  time.  [Bill  169.] 

QUESTIONS. 


CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  ACTS— ACTION 
OF  THE  POLICE. 

Mr.  hop  wood  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether,  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of 
such  cases  as  that  of  Elizabeth  Burlej 
at  Dover,  the  Police  employed  under 
the  Contagious  Diseases  Acts  will  be  in- 
structed and  cautioned  that  no  authority 
is  given  to  them  bj  those  Laws  to  stop, 
or  question,  or  molest  any  woman,  but 
only  to  proceed  against  those  suspected 
of  prostitution  under  a  summons  or  order 
of  justices  of  the  peace? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUBT:  Sir, 
I  understand  that  the  matter  occurred 
in  the  sense  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  Question.  It  is  altogether 
contrary  to  the  duty  of  the  police  to 
molest  any  woman  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  out  these  Acts,  or  to  do  other- 
wise than  obtain  an  order  of  the  Justices, 
except,  of  course,  in  the  case  of  volun- 
tary submission.  Directions  to  that 
effect  have  been  given  to  the  police,  and 
will  be  enforced. 

INDIA— THE  SALT  DUTY. 

Mr.  WILBBAHAM  EOEBTON 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
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Whether,  as  it  is  desirable  to  encourage 
the  freight  of  salt  to  India,  he  would 
urge  upon  the  Government  of  India  that 
English  salt  should  not  be  placed  at  a 
disadvantage  in  India,  by  a  higher  rate 
of  duty  of  £1  per  ton  than  that  levied 
on  Sambhur  Lake  salt,  and  that  the  salt 
made  in  India  should  not  be  sold  under 
the  cost  of  production,  plus  the  duty 
charged  on  English  salt;  and,  whether 
lie  can  lay  upon  the  Table  any  corre- 
spondence on  the  subject  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
Sir,  I  have  been  in  correspondence  with 
the  Government  of  India  on  the  subject 
of  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  in  con- 
sequence of  a  Memorial  from  the  Salt 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  have  ascer- 
tained that  salt  made  in  India  is  not 
sold  under  the  cost  of  production.  It  is 
necessary,  for  financial  reasons,  to  fix 
the  Salt  Tax  in  Bengal  about  £  1  a-ton 
higher  than  in  Upper  India,  and  hence 
the  English  salt  consumed  in  Bengal 
pays  a  higher  rate  of  tax  than  the 
Sambhur  salt  of  Upper  India.  But  the 
Indian  salt  made  in  or  imported  into 
Bengal  and  the  English  salt  imported 
into  Bengal  pay  the  same  rate  of  tax. 
Under  those  circumstances,  I  do  not 
consider  it  necessary  to  lay  the  Corre- 
spondence which  has  been  communicated 
to  the  Salt  Chamber  of  Commerce  on  the 
Table  of  the  House. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE-ASSIZES. 

Mb.  hicks  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  small  number 
of  criminal  cases  tried  at  the  autumn 
assizes  1879  and  winter  assizes  1880,  as 
shown  in  the  Return  presented  to  the 
House  on  the  24th  day  of  March,  he 
intends  to  bring  forward  any  measure 
to  reduce  the  number  of  assizes,  and  thus 
save  a  great  waste  of  judicial  power,  and 
relievo  all  classes  of  jurors  and  others 
from  unnecessary  expense,  trouble,  and 
loss  of  time? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  Sir, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  my 
Predecessor  in  Office,  for  reasons  which 
I  entirely  approve,  established,  I  think 
with  great  advantage,  quarterly  gaol 
deliveries,  in  order  that  no  man  who 
might  be  innocent  should  be  left  untried 
in  prison  for  more  than  three  months. 
That  is  a  principle  from  which  I  have  no 
disposition  to  depart.    I  am,  however, 


quite  aware  of  the  inconvenience  which 
is  caused  in  some  cases  both  to  the  Judges 
and  to  others  who  have  to  attend  those 
Assizes,  and  I  have  been  in  communica- 
tion with  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the 
Attorney  General  on  the  subject,  and  I 
hope  that  some  more  convenient  system 
may  be  devised  by  which  all  prisoners 
may  be  brought  to  trial  speedily  and  our 
gaol  system  consolidated. 

PERU— MASSACRE  OF  CHINESE. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  has  received  any  informa- 
tion from  Her  Majesty's  Minister  in  Peru, 
concerning  the  massacres  of  Chinese, 
referred  to  in  a  letter  published  in  the 
**  Times  "  on  April  27th  ;  and,  whether 
any  steps  are  being  taken  to  protect  the 
lives  of  subjects  of  Her  Majesty  in  the 
present  disturbed  state  of  that  Country  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  Mr. 
St.  John  has  reported  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  the  Chinese  shop- 
keepers of  Lima  were  attacked  by  a 
cowardly  Peruvian  mob  the  night  before 
the  entry  of  the  Chilian  Forces,  and  that 
70  or  80  of  them  were  killed.  Seven 
hundred  persons  were  compelled  to  seek 
refuge  in  the  British  Legation,  where 
the  British  Admiral  and  his  Staff  and 
five  blue-jackets  also  were.  At  daylight 
the  Foreign  Eepresentatives  called  out 
the  Foreign  Urban  Guard,  and  the  riots 
were  quelled  by  them.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  informed  that  Chinese 
have  been  killed  up  the  country;  but 
Her  Majesty's  officers  will,  of  course, 
continue  to  do  all  in  their  power  to  pre- 
vent these  massacres  and  protect  the  Hves 
of  British  subjects. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)  —  DELIVERY 
OF  LETTERS  AT  BONNYBEG,  CO; 
LIMERICK. 

Major  O'BEIRNE  asked  the  Post- 
master  General,  If  the  Post  Office  autho- 
rities in  Dublin  have  as  yet  been  able  to 
come  to  any  decision  as  to  whether  the 
alteration  in  the  route  of  the  letter  car- 
rier from  Drumsna  to  Bonnybeg,  county 
Leitrim,  as  suggested  in  a  Question  in 
the  Orders  of  the  Day  of  the  4th  April 
1881,  can  be  carried  out  without  any 
disadvantage  to  the  public  service  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  that 
he  had  inquired  into  the  matter  referred 
to  in  the  Question ;  but  he  found  that 
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the  alteration  suggested  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  could  not  be  made,  as 
it  would  operate  unfairly  towards  a 
larger  number  of  people  in  the  district 
than  those  whom  it  would  benefit. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  —  THE  TRANSVAAL 
(MILITARY  OPERATIONS)— CASUAL- 
TIES. 

Mr.  S.  LEIGHTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  the 
unprecedented  proportion  of  killed  to 
wounded  amongst  Her  Majesty's  troops 
during  the  Transvaal  campaign  was 
caused  by  the  use  of  explosive  bullets 
by  the  Boers,  or  by  the  slaughter  of  the 
wounded,  or  whether  there  are  any 
other  causes  to  account  for  it ;  and, 
when  he  will  be  able  to  inform  the 
House  of  the  losses  among  the  troops 
from  sickness  since  the  commencement 
of  the  campaign  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEBS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
number  of  deaths  by  sickness  in  the 
recent  campaign  in  the  Transvaal  is 
reported  to  oe  25.  We  have  not  as  yet 
any  reports  of  the  cases  of  sickness  which 
have  not  proved  fatal ;  and  no  accurate 
information  can  be  expected  until  the 
medical  monthly  Eeturns  have  been  re- 
ceived. None  have  reached  us  for  any 
month  of  the  year  1881.  As  to  the  first 
part  of  the  Question,  there  is  no  evidence 
to  show  that  the  proportion  of  killed  to 
wounded  is  due  either  to  the  use  of  ex- 
plosive bullets  or  to  the  slaughter  of  the 
wounded.  In  one  case  it  was  reported 
that  a  bullet  was  heard  to  explode  cd'ter 
it  had  passed  through  the  body  of  an  offi- 
cer who  was  wounded ;  but  I  can  find  no 
other  reference  to  any  suspicion  that  these 
bullets  were  used.  As  to  any  slaughter 
of  the  wounded,  the  reports,  on  the  con- 
trary, describe  their  treatment  as  con- 
siderate and  humane.  The  high  pro- 
portion of  deaths  may  be  simply  due  to 
the  very  accurate  shooting  of  expert 
riflemen  at  short  distances. 

In  reply  to  Lord  Eustace  Cecil, 
Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  it  was  reported 
that  a  buUet  had  passed  through  the  leg 
of  a  wounded  officer  and  exploded  in  the 
air ;  but  he  doubted  very  much  whether 
the  rumour  was  well  founded. 

CRIME   (SCOTLAND)-THE    GLENLUCE 

^rCTRDER. 

Sir  HEEBERT  MAXWELL  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  If  any  further  in- 

Mr  FawceU 


quiry  in  the  Glenluce  murder  case  is  oon* 
templated  by  the  Government,  in  order, 
if  possible,  that  the  guilty  person  or 
persons  may  be  brought  to  justice,  or, 
at  least,  that  the  person  or  persons 
against  whom  local  suspicion  attaches 
may,  if  possible,  be  exonerated  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Laren)  :  Sir,  I  can  assure  my  hon. 
Friend  that  the  Glenluce  murder  case 
has  within  the  last  few  weeks  oc- 
cupied much  of  the  time  and  attention 
of  the  local  authorities  and  of  the  Crown 
counsel  in  Edinburgh  under  my  direc- 
tion, and  a  very  full  and  careful  inquiry 
has  been  instituted  with  reference  to  the 
persons  to  whom  suspicion  is  directed. 
As  regards  the  girl  Anderson,  who  was 
suspected,  she  has  been  examined  in 
Edinburgh,  in  presence  of  the  Crown 
agent  and  two  of  the  Crown  counsel, 
who  have  separately  written  to  me  that 
they  are  perfectly  satisfied  as  to  her  can- 
dour and  innocence.  As  to  the  other 
parties  referred  to  in  the  Question,  after 
reading  the  depositions,  I  see  no  ground 
for  a  criminal  prosecution  against  any  of 
them.  I  must  now  express  the  hope 
that,  after  the  very  careful  inquiry  made, 
the  people  of  Wigtownshire  will  let  this 
matter  rest,  with  the  assurance  that 
everything  will  be  done  that  is  possible 
on  the  part  of  the  Prosecution  Depart- 
ment to  discover  the  guilty  party  and 
bring  him  to  justice. 

COAL  MINES  BEGULATION  ACT — 
LILLY  DALE  COLLIEBY  (STAFFORD- 
SHIRE). 

Mr.  MAODONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
statements  that  the  mine  was  carried  on 
without  a  certified  manager,  and  was  on 
fire  for  a  considerable  time,  made  before 
the  coroner's  jury  on  5th  instant,  in  re- 
spect to  the  management  of  the  Lilly 
Dale  Colliery,  Bucknall,  North  StafiTord, 
where  at  least  seven  persons  have  lost 
their  lives,  a  report  of  which  appeared 
in  the  **  Stafibrdshire  Daily  Sentinel " 
on  the  6th  instant ;  whether  it  be  cor- 
rect that  the  owner  was  mulcted  in  fines 
and  costs  to  the  extent  of  £30  some  little 
time  ago ;  and,  further,  will  he  direct 
some  one  to  attend  the  inquest,  which 
opens  again  on  24th  instant,  to  watch 
the  proceedings  on  behalf  of  the  Home 
Office,  to  see  that  a  searching  investiga- 
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tion  is  made  into  the  whole  circumstances 
in  connection  with  the  explosion,  and 
the  management  of  the  colliery  without 
a  certified  manager  ? 

fiiR  WILLIAM  HARCOUET,  in 
reply,  said,  it  was  a  fact  that  this  mine 
was  carried  on  without  a  certified 
manager.  Only  12  men  were  usually 
employed,  and  in  those  circumstances 
the  mining  engineer  was  allowed  to 
manage  the  mine  himself.  It  was  true  that 
the  owner  was  fined  £30  for  negligence. 
The  Inspector's  Report  was  so  clear  that 
he  did  not  think  it  would  he  necessary 
for  anybody  to  attend  the  inquest  on  he- 
half  of  the  Home  Office,  except  an  ex- 
perienced Inspector. 

POST  OFFICE— TELEGRAPH  CLERKS. 

Mr.  MACLIVER  asked  the  Post- 
master  General,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  meetings  of  telegraph 
elerks  held  on  Saturday  last  in  various 
towns  in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  that 
at  these  meetings  Resolutions  were 
passed  expressing  surprise  at  the  delay 
which  has  taken  place  in  the  settlement 
of  the  questions  in  dispute;  and,  whe- 
ther he  can  fix  a  time  when  he  will  be 
able  to  make  a  statement  with  regard  to 
the  position  of  the  telegraph  clerks  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT:  Sir,  I  have  observed 
the  reports  of  the  meetings  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  refers.  In  reply  to  the 
latter  part  of  his  Question,  I  can  only 
repeat  that  the  fullest  possible  attention 
has  been  and  is  being  given  to  the  sub- 
ject to  which  it  refers,  and  that  imme- 
diately a  decision  is  arrived  at  I  will 
take  the  earliest  opportunity  of  making 
it  known. 

TUNIS— THE  ENFIDA  CASE. 

Mr.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  M.  St.  Hilaire's  Circular  in 
the  French  Yellow  Book,  which  has 
just  been  published,  in  which  he  men- 
tions the  Enfida  case  as  one  of  the 
motives  of  the  Expedition  by  the  French 
Army  and  Navy  to  Tunis ;  whether  Her 
Majesty^ s  Government  will  take  steps  to 
prevent  the  claims  of  a  British  subject 
being  endangered  by  the  French  occu- 
pation of  Tunisian  territory,  and  to 
msure  the  question  being  impartially 
tried  by  the  local  courts,  in  accordance 
with  the  decision  arrived  at  by  the  Law 


Officers  of  the  Crown ;  and,  when  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  Papers  referring  to  this  case, 
as  promised  before  Easter ;  and  if  it  will 
include  the  Law  Officers'  Report  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
the  Circular  of  M.  Barth61emy  St. 
Hilaire  has  been  received  in  the  French 
Yellow  Book  on  Tunisian  affairs,  and 
contains  a  reference  to  the  Enffda  case. 
With  regard  to  the  second  portion  of 
my  hon.  Friend's  Question,  I  think  that 
I  shall  do  best  in  asking  him  to  await 
the  publication  of  the  Papers  which  will 
be  laid  on  the  Table  next  week,  and 
which  will  clearly  show  the  attitude  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  with  regard 
to  the  Enfida  question.  My  hon.  Friend 
must  be  aware  that  the  Reports  of  the 
Law  Officers  are  confidential  documents 
which  are  never  made  public. 

TUNIS— SUZERAINTY  OF  THE  PORTE. 

Mb.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment did  not  recognize  the  Firman 
of  1871,  in  which  the  relations  between 
the  Porte  and  Tunis  as  "an  integral 
part  of  the  Ottoman  Empire"  were 
fully  set  forth ;  and,  if  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  the  Despatch  congratulating 
the  Bey  of  Tunis  on  the  conclusion  of 
the  Convention  between  Khriedine 
Pasha  and  the  Porte  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
the  Firman  of  1871  was  virtually  recog- 
nized by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  who 
considered  Tunis  to  be  under  the  suze- 
rainty of  the  Porte.  The  French  Go- 
vernment, as  my  hon.  Friend  is  aware, 
and  as  I  have  already  stated  in  this 
House,  have  since  1838  held  a  contrary 
view.  No  despatch  of  the  nature  re- 
ferred to  by  my  hon.  Friend  exists. 

THE  NATIONAL  GALLERY— THE 
PROPOSED  EXTENSION. 

Mr.  COOPE  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Government 
is  prepared  to  carry  out  the  further 
extension  of  the  buildings  of  the  Na- 
tional Gallery,  for  which  plans  were 
prepared  some  years  since  by  Mr. 
J3arry,  so  as  to  provide  sufficient  space 
not  only  for  those  paintings  already  in 
the  possession  of  the  Nation,  but  also 
for  such  additions  as  may  be  made  from 
time  to  time  by  gift  or  bequest  ? 
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Lord  FREDEEIOK  CAVEISTDISH: 

Sir,  by  the  request  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  I  will  answer  the  Question.  No 
application  has  been  received  from  the 
Trustees  of  the  National  Gallery  for  a 
further  space.  There  is,  therefore,  no 
present  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  propose  a  further  extension 
of  the  buildings  of  the  National  Gallery. 

CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE  BILL 
—DISTRICT  REGISTRARS  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  p.  MAETIN  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  been  called  to  the  fact  that,  under 
the  34th  section  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
Bill,  the  five  District  Registrars  for  Kil- 
kenny, Tuam,  Ballina,  Cavan,  and  Mul- 
lingar,  would  be  deprived  of  a  large 
proportion  of  the  fees  by  which  they 
are  at  present  paid ;  and,  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government,  in 
case  the  Clause  shall  pass  in  its  present 
form,  to  place  those  officers  on  fixed 
salaries  equivalent  to  their  present  offi.- 
cial  incomes;  and,  is  it  not  the  fact 
that,  with  the  exception  of  those  five 
officers,  all  other  District  Registrars, 
both  in  Ireland  and  England,  are  now 
paid  by  salaries  in  lieu  of  fees  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  our  attention  has  already  been 
called  to  the  fact  brought  forward  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  and  I 
have  to  state  there  is  no  intention  that 
the  interests  of  any  individual  officer 
should  be  prejudiced  by  the  operation 
of  the  clause  in  question.  The  best 
way  of  meeting  the  case  of  these  five 
gentlemen  is  now  receiving  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Treasury.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  is  correct  in  saying 
that  all  other  district  registrars  in  Ire- 
land and  England  are  now  paid  by 
salary. 


RAILWAYS  (INDIA)— THE  PORTUGUESE 

TERRITORY. 

Mr.  R.  N.  FOWLER  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  Whether  a 
line  constructed  entirely  in  British  terri- 
tory from  the  harbour  of  Kurwar  to 
Hubli,  the  centre  of  the  Dhurwar  cotton 
districts,  which  a  Committee  appointed 
by  the  Government  of  Bombay  recom- 
mended after  long  investigation,  would 
not  better  secure  the  interests  of  the 
Bouthem  Mahratta  Country  than  a  line 


running  to  the  same  point,  partly 
through  foreign  dominions  from  the 
Portuguese  part  of  Mumozou  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  this  is  almost  a  repetition  of  the 
Question  recently  put  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Blirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Camx>- 
bell),  and  I  can  only  return  a  similar 
answer  to  that  which  I  then  gave— 
namely,  that  under  all  the  drcum- 
stances  of  the  case  it  was  considered 
desirable  to  enter  into  the  arrangement 
by  which  a  line  is  to  be  taken  troia 
Marmagoa  through  Portuguese  terri- 
tory to  Hubli,  and  that  there  is  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  interests  of 
the  Southern  Mahratta  Country  would 
be  better  secured  by  the  alternative  line 
from  Karwar  to  Hubli. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  DALY  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  L*eland,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
Eesolutions  passed  by  the  Dean  and 
Clergy  of  Listowel,  in  conference  as- 
sembled, on  Wednesday  the  4th  in- 
stant : — 

"licsolvcd  (1).  That  this  conference  expresse* 
its  unqualified  condemnation  of  the  practice  re- 
sorted to  on  several  estates  within  the  deanery 
of  issuing  writs  from  the  superior  courts  for  tha 
recovery  of  rents  which  are  notoriously  exces- 
sive and  exorbitant,  thus  involving  the  unfor- 
tunate tenants  in  heavy  and  to  many  of  them 
ruinous  costs ; 

"  Resolved  (2).  That  the  evictions  which  hare 
lately  taken  place  in  the  district  call  for  the  re- 
probation of  every  humane  and  right  minded 
man  ;  that  one  of  the  evictions  on  the  property 
of  Mr.  Gunn  Mahony,  an  absentee,  was  invested 
with  all  those  characteristics  which  entitle  it  to 
be  described  as  an  act  of  barbarous  inhumanity, 
the  father  of  a  large  family  having  been  flung 
on  the  roadside  in  an  apparently  djing  state, 
without  a  home,  and  without  any  shelter  what- 
ever; 

**  Ivcsolved  (3).  That  profound  tranquillity, 
perfect  order,  and  peace  have  up  to  this  pre- 
vaili'd  over  and  represent  the  normal  condition 
of  North  Kerrj' ;  but  that  this  conference  cannot 
contemplate  without  horror  what  may  be  the 
result  should  the  extermination  of  a  law-abiding 
and  industrious  people  continue  and  the  execu- 
tion of  the  writs  referred  to  with  their  revolting 
concomitants  bo  persevered  in ;  " 


and,  whether,  if  on  inquiry  he  ascertains 
the  statements  above  mentioned  to  be  cor- 
rect, and  that  what  is  true  of  the  district 
referred  to  is  equally  true  of  many  other 
districts  in  Ireland,  he  will  feel  it  his 
duty  to  advise  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  immediately  pass  a  Bill  for  the 
temporary  suspension  of  eviotiooB  pend- 
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ing  the  passing  of  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Bill  through  the  Houses  of  Par- 
liament ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  I  cannot 
answer  this  Question  to-day.  I  hoped 
to  get  information  of  this  particular  case, 
but  I  have  not  yet  received  it,  though  it 
may  be  received  in  a  few  days.  But  I 
may  say  that  I  could  not  answer  the  last 
part  of  the  Question.  I  do  not  think 
that  any  Member  of  the  Government 
ought  to  be  asked  what  is  the  course  he 
will  take  in  consultation  with  his  Col- 
leagues on  public  matters.  Of  course, 
the  hon.  Member  may  ask  a  Member  in 
charge  of  a  Bill  what  course  he  intends 
to  take ;  but  it  is  not  a  usual  thing  to  ask 
a  Member  of  the  Government  what  ad- 
vice he  will  give. 

PROTECTION  OF   PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,   1881— 
ARREST  OF  JAMES  LALOR. 

Mb.  LALOR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the  '*  Standard  " 
newspaper  of  the  11th  instant,  that 
James  Lalor,  of  Eaheen,  in  the  Queen's 
County,  has  been  arrested  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Peace  Preservation 
Act  (Ireland) ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  rea- 
sonable suspicion ;  and,  if  he  is  aware 
that  James  Lalor  and  his  family  had 
been  evicted  from  his  holding  only  a  few 
days  previously,  after  he  had  sown  his 
land  under  crops  ? 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK:  Before,  Sir, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers  this 
Question  I  beg  to  ask  him  whether  it  is 
not  a  fact  that  James  Lalor  owed  two 
and  a-half  years'  rent,  and  was  always 
an  unsatisfactory  tenant ;  and  whether 
the  following  statement  relating  to  the 
holding  of  James  Lalor  is  correct,  as 
stated  in  T/te  Leinster  JixpresB  of  May  7, 
that  James  Lalor 

**  Held  16  Irish  acres  at  £18  15«.  a-ycar,  and 
sublet  1\  of  them — 6  to  one  party  and  2^  to  an- 
other— ioT  which  ho  obtained  a  rent  of  £22  10«  r-** 

By  this  means  this  rack-rented  tenant 
obtained  £3  15».  a-year  more  for  7  J  acres 
than  he  was  asked  to  pay  by  Dr.  Jacob  for 
16  acres.  And,  further,  whether,  excel- 
lent landlord  that  he  is,  Mr.  Lalor,  in 
sub-letting  the  farm,  required  two  years' 
rent  in  advance,  or  a  sum  of  £44  ? 

Mb.  LALOE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  Whether  he  was  aware 
that  the  land  for  which  that  man  had 


received    the    money   at    conacre    was 
manured  land  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  Sir,  it  is  true 
that  James  Lalor  has  been  arrested  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Protection  Act.  The 
ground  is  reasonable  suspicion  of  arson. 
It  is  also  true  that  he  was  evicted  from 
his  holding  a  short  time  before,  and  I 
am  told  that  his  land  was  sown  under 
crops.  As  to  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  the  only  informa- 
tion I  have  is  that  he  was  not  considered 
an  industrious  tenant.  I  have  seen  the 
statement  with  regard  to  the  sub-letting, 
and  I  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  it 
is  not  true.  With  respect  to  the  Ques- 
tion of  manuring,  I  really  cannot  answer 
it.  It  is  true  that  a  year  and  a-half's 
rent  was  owing. 

Mr.  LALOE  wished  to  call  the  atten- 
tention  of  the  House  to  that  matter. 
[*'  Order !  "]  He  would  conclude  with 
a  Motion. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  put  his  Question  and  has  received 
an  answer.  If  he  desires  to  put  any 
further  Question  arising  out  of  the  an- 
swer he  is  in  Order  in  so  doing. 

Mr.  LALOE  begged  to  say  that  he 
intended  to  conclude  with  a  Motion. 
[**  Oh ! '»]  He  lived  within  about  half 
a  mile  of  where  that  poor  man  had  been 
evicted,  and  ho  understood  the  whole 
case.  During  the  last  12  months  he 
had  four  different  ejectments  served  upon 
him.  Two  of  these,  he  believed,  were 
from  the  Superior  Courts  in  Dublin, 
while  the  case  could  have  been  tried  in 
the  County  Court  or  district  where  he 
resided.  There  had,  no  doubt,  been  a 
burning  in  the  neighbourhood  where 
that  man  had  been  evicted ;  but  it  was 
generally  understood  in  the  neighbour- 
hood that  it  had  occurred  through  the 
carelessness  and  insobriety  of  the  owners 
of  the  place  themselves,  and  there  was 
not  the  slightest  suspicion  that  it  had 
been  caused  by  Lalor.  There  was 
damage  done  by  the  fire  to  the  extent 
of  some  £70  or  £80 ;  but  the  owner  of 
the  place  claimed  compensation  to  the 
extent  of  £300.  He  would  remind  the 
Chief  Secretary  that  the  person  who  got 
Lalor  arrested  and  the  county  proclaimed 
was  the  person  who  had  a  direct  interest 
in  keeping  the  man  in  prison.  Lalor 
had  his  ci*op  sown,  and  there  was  an 
abundant  crop  in  the  ground  to  enable 
him  to  pay  at  the  next  harvest  if  he  had 
been  allowed  to  reside  on  the  farm  \  but 
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the  fact  of  his  being  kept  in  prison 
would  disable  him  from  doing  so,  and 
there  was  reason  to  believe  that  that 
was  the  motive  for  putting  him  in  gaol. 
It  was  most  objectionable  that  the 
Queen's  County  should  have  been  pro- 
claimed, as  it  was  one  of  the  most  peace- 
ful districts  in  the  Kingdom.  It  was 
believed  that  this  had  been  done,  not  to 
put  down  outrages,  but  to  enable  the 
landlords  to  eject  their  tenantry  and  col- 
lect their  rents.  He  begged  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR,  in 
seconding  the  Motion,  said,  that  James 
Lalor  had  the  misfortune  to  be  the 
tenant  of  a  man  who,  besides  being  a 
landlord,  was  a  mag^trate  of  well- 
known  proclivities.  It  was  a  matter  of 
perfect  notoriety[thatthat  landlord  would 
crush  and  ruin  that  man  if  he  possibly 
could.  He  understood  that  this  magis- 
trate had  on  four  successive  occasions 
taken  proceedings  against  tenants,  and 
having  lost  his  case  he  entertained  vin- 
dictive feelings  towards  them.  Queen's 
County  was  conspicuous  in  Ireland  for 
its  freedom  from  everything  like  crime  and 
outrage ;  and  it  was  a  matter  of  common 
report  that  that  particular  landlord  had 
been  peculiarly  instrumental  in  causing 
that  county  to  be  proclaimed.  They 
had  a  right,  therefore,  to  ask  the  Go- 
vernment for  some  declaration  of  the 
grounds  on  which  Queen's  County  had 
been  proclaimed.  He  challenged  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  deny  that  during  a 
large  portion  of  last  year  the  police  were 
not  required  at  all  in  Queen's  County. 
In  the  month  of  April  he  believed  that 
in  that  county  there  was  only  one  of- 
fence of  a  serious  agrarian  kind,  and 
another  of  a  very  mild  description. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(^Mr,  Lalor.) 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  I  would 
only  state  that  James  Lalor  was  not 
arrested,  nor  was  Queen's  County  pro- 
claimed, on  account  of  the  representa- 
tion of  the  landlord  to  whom  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  alluded.  Having  had  no 
reason  to  expect  that  the  question  of  the 
proclamation  of  Queen's  County  would 
come  up  this  evening,  I  can  only  now 
say  that  I  have  a  very  different  opinion 
on  the  subject  from  that  of  the  hon. 
Member ;  but  if  the  Question  is  repeated 
on  Monday  or  Tuesday  I  will  give  an 

Mr.  Lahr 


answer  as  to  the  grounds  on  whioli  the 
county  was  proclaimed. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  a  very  good  meimorj 
for  some  things  and  a  very  bad  one  on 
others,  as  suited  his  convenience.  He 
could  tell  that  Lalor  had  sub-let  part  of 
his  lands  for  more  rent  than  he  paid  the 
head  landlord  for  the  whole  holding; 
but  he  could  not  tell  whether  it  had 
been  so  sub-let  as  conacreand  as  manured 
land.  In  those  cases  between  landlord 
and  tenant  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  always  inclined  to  take  the  aide 
of  the  strong  party  against  the  weak, 
and  no  reply  that  he  gave  to  those 
Questions  was  entitled  to  much  oonsi- 
deration  from  the  Irish  Members.  There 
had  been  only  one  or  two  slight  outrages 
in  the  Queen's  County  recently,  and 
these  did  not  at  all  just^  the  prodama- 
tion.      

Mr.  HEALT  said,  he  was  glad  his 
hon.  Friend  had  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House,  and  he  thought  the  Irish 
Party  ought  to  come  down  and  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  on  every  oo- 
casion  of  this  kind.  He  thought  the 
Irish  Party  were  to  blame  for  not  having 
actod  with  sufficient  firmness  in  this  di- 
rection. He  thought  the  adjournment 
of  the  House  ought  to  be  moved  on  Oo- 
vemment  nights  as  well  as  on  other 
nights  to  raise  the  question  of  these 

E reclamations  and  arrests.  It  was  only 
y  action  in  the  House  of  Commons  that 
they  could  retaliate  on  the  Government. 
They  had  been  told  that  Dr.  Jacob  had 
not  moved  in  the  matter  of  the  prodama* 
tion  of  the  Queen's  County ;  but  if  Dr. 
Jacob  had  any  dirty  work  to  do  he  would 
get  someone  else  to  do  it.  It  would  be 
easy  for  him  or  his  agents  to  prime  the 
Government  with  information  which 
they  might  use  as  a  means  of  getting  the 
county  proclaimed  ;  and  he  ventured  to 
say  that  what  information  they  possessed 
came  from  such  statements.  Owing  to 
the  state  of  the  Grand  Jury  Laws  in 
Ireland,  when  a  man's  house  or  hay- 
stack was  burned  accidentally,  he  had 
the  temptation  to  plead  that  it  was 
malicious;  and  then,  with  the  present 
cry  about  agrarian  outrages,  if  he  pre- 
cented  for  £200  or  £300,  the  Grand 
Jurors,  who  were  landlords,  were  only  too 
happy  to  mulct  tho  district  where  the  act 
was  committed.  IIo  had  known  cases  of 
this  kind  whore,  in  place  of  punishing 
the  really  guilty  parties — namely,  the 
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landlords,  the  unfortunate  tenants  were 
ponished. 

Mb.  lea  my  stated  that  very  few  of 
iiie  tenant  farmers  of  Ireland  insured 
their  stocks.  If,  unfortunately,  a  bum- 
in|^  took  place,  and  if  there  was.  no 
endence  as  to  how  it  occurred,  the  first 
thing  that  a  fiarmer  did  was  to  rush  o£f 
to  the  police  barracks  and  give  the  requi- 
site notices  in  order  to  apply  for  com- 
pensation. There  was  the  strongest 
possible  temptation  for  a  farmer  who 
nad  not  insui^  to  proye  that  the  burn- 
ing was  malicious,  because  that  was  the 
omy  way  of  securing  compensation.  Now, 
he  understood  that  a  burning  had  re- 
cently taken  nlace  where  this  man  had 
been  arrested  ;  and  he  thought  they 
had  a  right  to  know  on  what  grounds 
the  man  was  arrested,  and  whether  the 
burning  for  which  he  was  arrested  was 
the  one  in  connection  with  which  there 
was  a  claim  before  the  Presentment 
Sessions  for  compensation. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  wished  to 
enter  his  protest  against  the  calumnies 
which  had  been  heaped  upon  the  farmers 
of  Ireland  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down.  The  hon.  Member 
had  stated  in  his  place  in  the  House  of 
Commons  that  it  was  a  usual  thing  for 
Irish  farmers,  whenever  a  fire  occurred 
on  their  premises,  to  go  off  to  the  police 
and  make  false  oaths  and  statements. 
[*'0h!"] 

Mb.  TjKAMY  denied  that  he  had  made 
any  such  charge.    [(7riM  of  "  Order !"] 

Mh.  SPEAKEB:  The  hon.  Member 
for  (^alway  County  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 
is  in  possession  of  the  House,  and  he  is 
entitled  to  proceed  to  the  end  of  his 
address;  if  at  the  end  of  it  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  Leamy) 
desires  to  make  any  explanation,  no 
doubt  the  House  will  afford  him  an  op- 
portunity. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
must  protest  against  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member,  for  it  was  one  of  the 
neatest  calumnies  ever  uttered.  He 
Knew  as  a  fact  that  the  farmers  of  Ire- 
land were  not  guilty  of  this  conduct;  and 
he  never  would  be  a  party  to  branding 
poor  people  as  perjurers  and  perpetra- 
tors of  crime,  even  when  the  aeousation 
came  from  that  side  of  the  House,  which 
assumed  to  be  guardians  and  champions 
of  the  tenant  farmers. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  he  had  not  at- 
tempted to  brand  the  farmers  of  Ireland 


as  perjurers,  or  in  any  way  to  reflect 
upon  their  characters.  Wnat  he  did 
say  was,  that  an  Irish  farmer  did  not,  as 
a  rule,  insure  his  stock,  and  that,  when 
any  of  his  stock  was  burned,  there  was 
the  strongest  temptation,  in  cases  where 
there  was  no  evidence  as  to  how  the  fire 
occurred,  to  endeavour  to  prove  that  it 
was  malicious,  as  it  was  the  only  way  in 
which  he  could  get  compensation  in  the 
present  state  of  the  law. 

Mb.  Dawson  said,  the  perception 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Qtuway  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry),  in  mistaking  the  re- 
marks of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Leamy), 
must  not  be  very  keen.  The  Irish  far- 
mers would  be  well  able  to  judge  between 
the  two  hon.  Members,  and  decide  who 
was  most  likely  to  brand  the  Irish  cha- 
racter. His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Leamy) 
had  merely  stated  what  the  history  of 
Ireland  had  proved  to  be  a  fact.  The 
temptation  was  so  strong  in  these  matters 
that  the  wonder  was  that  there  were  not 
many  more  compelled  to  make  claims  for 
compensation;  and  what  his  hon.  Friend 
contended  was  that  that  temptation  ought 
to  be  removed  out  of  their  way  by  an 
alteration  of  the  law.  He  was  not  utter 
ing  a  calumny  against  his  fellow-country- 
men, but  rather  wishing  to  deprive  them 
of  this  temptation. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

PARLIAMENTARY  OATH  (MR.  BRAD- 

LAUGH). 

NOTICB  OF  MOTIOir  (SIB  WILFBID 

lawson). 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  rose  to 
make  an  appeal  to  his  hon  Friend  the 
Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son)  ;  and,  in  doing  so,  with  a  view  to 
expedite  Business  which  was  set  down 
for  that  evening,  he  should  be  under  the 
necessity  of  following  the  example  of  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Lalor),  and 
would  conclude  with  a  Motion.  "His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle  had  given 
Notice  of  a  Resolution  which  he  now  saw 
on  the  Paper.  When  the  Speaker  was 
asked  whether  that  Notice  would  have 
precedence  over  all  others  as  a  question 
of  Privilege,  he  stated  that  this  question 
could  not  be  put  in  its  present  form,  but 
that,  in  order  to  have  precedence,  it  would 
be  necessary  that  the  hon.  Baronet  should 
specifically  move  a  Resolution  rescinding 
one  on  the  subject  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
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whicli  was  passed  some  time  ago  by  the 
House.  The  view  held  on  that  side  of 
the  House  was  that  the  Resolution  was 
illegal  in  the  sense  that  it  was  contrary 
to  the  statutory  law  and  the  statutory 
rights  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  Into  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  enter.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Carlisle  would  not  be  able  to  put  this 
Resolution  in  its  present  form  before  the 
House  ;  he  would  be  obliged  to  move  a 
Resolution  rescinding  the  previous  Re- 
solution ;  and  he  confessed  that  he  did 
not  for  himself  think  tha'j  the  bringing 
of  such  a  Resolution  before  the  House 
would  in  any  way  tend  towards  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  taking  his  seat  there.  Since 
the  Resolution  of  last  month  had  been 
carried  the  Government  had  asked  leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  enable  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh to  affirm  instead  of  taking  the 
Oath.  \^Ironical  cheers,']  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  thought  it  very  funny 
when  he  mentioned  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  but 
they  knew  very  well  that,  although  t  he 
Bill  was  a  general  one,  it  was  specifi- 
cally stated  that  it  was  brought  in  in 
order  to  meet  a  particular  difficulty. 
\ Renewed  cheers.']  He  was  astonished 
hon.  Members  should  cheer  that  state- 
ment. It  was  well  known  that  that  was 
the  reason  why  it  was  brought  forward 
at  the  present  moment.  Objection  was 
taken,  when  leave  was  asked  to  bring  in 
the  Bill,  to  a  Morning  Sitting  being 
taken  ;  and  hon.  Gentlemen  stated 
that  they  were  prepared  to  sit  up  all 
night  in  order  to  prevent  it.  [**  No  ! "] 
It  was  within  the  recollection  of  the 
House  that  hon.  Members  declared  that 
they  would  contest  the  matter  during 
the  whole  night.  ['*  No,  no !  "]  They 
thought  it  more  simple  to  pass  the  night 
objecting  to  a  Morning  Sitting  than  to 
sit  the  next  morning  for  three  or  four 
hours.  However,  it  appeared  very  evi- 
dent that  the  Morning  Sitting  would  be 
of  very  little  use,  because  they  would 
then  have  been  favoured  with  very  valu- 
able observations  from  several  Gentle- 
men, and  at  7  o'clock  have  been  very 
much  in  the  same  position,  so  far  as 
that  Bill  was  concerned.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  bore  him  out  that  they  in- 
tended to  use  the  Forms  of  the  House  to 
prevent  that  Bill  being  brought  in. 
Under  these  circumstances,  ho  would 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  what  bo  intended 
to  do  with  regard  to  the  Parliamentary 
Oaths  Act.  He  need  not  say  in  conse- 
quence uf  ^Ir.  Ihadlaugh  oidy,  because 


it  concerned  the  constituency  whicli  he 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  had  the  honour  to 
represent.  That  constituency  was  natu- 
rally anxious  that  it  should  have  full 
representation  in  that  House.  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  himself  was  naturally  anxious 
that  he  should  not  sit  at  the  further  side 
of  that  door  for  ever  like  a  Peri  at  the 
gates  of  Paradise. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out 
that  I  understood  the  hon.  Member  to 
rise  to  make  an  appeal  to  the  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  Carlisle;  but  no 
question  has  been  put  to  the  hon.  Baro- 
net. No  doubt  the  hon.  Member  is  en- 
titled to  make  any  remarks  necessary  to 
make  his  question  plain  to  the  House, 
but  he  is  going  beyond  that  conces- 
sion. 

Me.  labouchere  said,  of  course 
he  should  follow  that  direction.  He  was 
arriving  at  his  Question  to  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle,  and 
was  trying  to  clear  the  ground,  and  to 
explain  to  him  what  the  position  was 
before  the  Question  was  put.  As  he 
had  said,  the  constituency  of  Northamp- 
ton felt  deeply  grateful  to  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  to  his  Col- 
leagues for  what  they  had  done,  for 
the  efforts  they  had  made  to  secure  to 
that  constituency  their  Constitutional 
rights.  At  the  same  time,  that  consti- 
tuency, he  was  happy  to  say,  was  a  tho- 
roughly Radical  constituency,  and  did 
not  wish  to  impede  the  progress  of  the 
Land  Bill.  He  would,  therefore,  ven- 
ture, in  order  to  clear  the  matter  for  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carlisle,  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  to  be  good  enough  to 
tell  the  House,  if  possible,  what  course 
the  Government  intended  to  pursue. 
His  constituents  were  quite  willing  to 
wait  patiently.  But  he  would  venture 
to  ask  the  Government  when  the  Oaths 
Bill  would  be  brought  in.  He  would 
venture  to  suggest  that  it  should  not  be 
brought  in  until  the  Land  Bill  passed. 
He  presumed  that  after  the  second  read- 
ing thoy  would  soon  bo  in  Committee. 
Ho  hoped  the  Bill  would  be  passed  in  a 
reasonable  time.  The  Parliamentary 
Oaths  BiU  was  a  Government  Bill,  and 
he  hoped  that  the  influence  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle  with  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister would  give  some  expectation  that 
the  Bill  would  soon  be  submitted  to  the 
House,  when  the  House  might  decide 
whether  to  accept  or  reject  it.  If  he 
might  be  allowed  to  make  a  suggestion 
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— ^he  would  ask  to  be  allowed  to  say  tliis. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  not  actu- 
ated by  any  personal  feeling  against  Mr. 
Bradlaugh 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gentieman 
may  make  suggestions  to  the  House  ; 
but  he  may  not  address  any  particular 
Members  of  the  House. 

Colonel  MA  KINS :  I  rise  to  Order. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  at 
the  commencement  of  his  remarks, 
stated  that  he  would  conclude  with  a 
Motion.  If  he  does  so,  I  presume  he 
will  be  in  Order  ?  I  wish  to  ask  if  that 
is  not  the  case  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  detain  the  House;  but  he  ap- 
pealed to  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlide 
and  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  whether 
they  were  actuated  by  any  personal  or 
malevolent  feelings  towards  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh.  [**No,  no!"]  He  asked  them 
not  to  say  '*No,  no!"  in  a  hurry,  but 
to  think  over  the  matter;  and  it  was 
possible  that  if  he  was  to  bring  in  an 
Indemnity  Bill  for  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  and 
considering  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  a 
poor  man,  as  everybody  knew — [Oim 
of  "Question!"  and  *' Order !"]— and 
had  incurred  considerable  expense — 
[Renewed  ories  of  **  Order ! "] 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  quite  out  of  Order. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  Then  he  would 
ask  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Car- 
lisle to  withdraw  his  Motion,  and  for- 
mally begged  to  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  he 
begged  to  second  that  Motion,  as  that  was 
the  most  orderly  course  to  pursue,  and 
would  enable  him  to  state  the  position  in 
which  he  and  the  House  stood  with 
regard  to  the  Motion.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
make  a  statement  adverse  to  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  "Member  for  Northampton. 
With  that  he  had  nothing  to  do.  He 
merely  wished  to  explain  why  he  gave 
Notice  of  what  he  intended  to  do.  The 
Speaker  had  read  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  at  12  o'clock  on  Wednesday, 
when  there  was  hardly  anybody  in  the 
House.  He  asked  the  Speaker  whether 
the  question  of  Privilege  might  be 
brought  forward  at  half-past  4  o'clock, 
and  the  Speaker  had  said  that  it  might. 
But  he  thought  it  better  not  to  do  so  at 
once,  but  to  give  one  or  two  days'  Notice. 
He  waited  all  that  afternoon  and  found 
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that  nobody  else  took  the  matter  up,  and 
then  on  the  Wednesday  he  gave  Notice 
of  the  Motion  which  stood  in  his  name  in 
the  Order  Book.  Now,  that  letter  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  a  very  important 
one.  There  was  an  important  statement 
in  it  that  the  House  had  done  something 
in  absolute  defiance  of  the  statute — had, 
by  actual  physical  force,  prevented  him 
from  doing  the  duty  imposed  upon  him 
by  the  express  words  of  the  statute.  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  had  requested  that  the  letter 
should  be  communicated  to  the  House, 
and  the  Speaker  had  done  so.  When 
such  a  letter  came  from  a  Gentleman 
representing  a  large  constituency,  it 
ought  to  be  dealt  with  in  the  House  in 
some  way  or  other.  It  was  a  gfrave 
charge,  a  serious  charge,  and  he  hoped 
the  House  would  discuss  it  in  a  spirit 
totally  free  from  bias.  There  was  a 
real  and  grave  Constitutional  ques- 
tion  

Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Baronet  that  it  is  not  regular  on 
a  Motion  for  the  Adjournment  of  the 
I  House  to  discuss  a  Motion  which  is  on 
the  Paper. 

Sm  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  that 
the  last  thing  he  wished  to  do  was  to 
run  counter  to  the  Rules  of  the  House ; 
but  he  understood  that  this  was  a  ques- 
tion of  Privilege. 

Mb.  speaker  :  It  is  not. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  that 
being  the  case,  he  would  simply  state 
what  he  intended  to  do.  He  had  in- 
tended to  move  a  Resolution  declaring 
the  Resolution  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir 
StaflPord  Northcote)  illegal,  because  he 
believed  it  was  illegal ;  but  the  Speaker 
had  stated  that  the  most  regular  course 
would  be  to  move  the  rescission  of  that 
Resolution.  He  should  have  been  very 
glad  to  have  done  that  that  evening ;  but 
he  thought  it  would  not  be  quite  courteous 
either  to  friends  or  foes  to  bring  that 
Motion  on  without  due  Notice ;  and  it 
would  be  very  like  taking  the  House  by 
surprise.  [  Cries  of  **  No,  no ! "  and  **  Go 
on !"]  Some  Members  said  **  No,  no ! " 
but  that  was  his  humble  opinion.  But 
he  would  tell  the  House  what  he  would 
do.  He  proposed,  on  some  day  of  which 
he  would  give  due  Notice,  to  move  his 
Resolution  as  a  matter  of  Privilege. 
p*No,  no!"]  Mr.  Speaker  had  told 
him  that  he  was  in  Order.  [ '  *  No,  no ! "  ] 
Very  well,  if  that  was  not  so,  the  Speaker 
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trv  ^fr^,/0if,    H*  dlii  arx  lnio»  wiifitk-a-  he 
fi|«u*7  h^^fri  th^  B/'.'>iit  Lori  eorrictiT  is. 
hsr,y\Un^  V>  th.*  Pfixn*  XI:ii3t«r  thai  he  j 
Wl  rn^ind  aca  hr>ii,  Mi^izib<r  in  a  dis- 
wiwi  J  e^>nm»  wLi^Ji  had  resJilt^  in  his  I 
•Tpr.l4i<«,     H*  woold  auk  whether  it  j 
Wftd  in  OH«r  to  icr.pit*  to  a  Member  of 
that  UrAU¥t  that  he  had  icfpired  coadoct 
irhU^h  had  l>r>oght  down  the  ceosore  of 
the  lf/>Twe?  

Ma,  OLATj^TOXE:  I  Tentnre,  Sir, 
i/>  «nlar^e  the  appeal  of  the  hon.  and 
learnt  yL*fUi\f*fr  tat  Meath«  I  haring 
iUted  ift  mj  plaee  within  no  great  nnm- 
\p^  fA  dajn  that  I  had  no  commonica- 
ii//n  whaterer  with  Mr  Bradlangh,  I  beg 
i^  pnt  H  to  yon,  8if,  reupectfiilly,  but 
T«T  fVtfdMy,  wh^her  the  noble  Lord  ia 
in  6rder  in  stating,  in  direct  contradic- 
il//n  to  mj  aMertion,  that  Mr.  Bradlangh 
hA4i  tak^m  all  hi«  steps  in  this  matter 
undw  the  dirMi  insjiiration  of  the  Prime 
Minister  and  his  ^>illeagae§  ? 

Ma.  HVKAKFAi  :  I  am  bound  to  say 
tfiat,  r/wing  to  tho  noise  which  prerailed 
at  the  time  the  noble  Lord  was  speaking; 
the  wwds  STK>kmi  by  him  did  not  reach 
fny  fittr  If  the  words  imputed  to  him 
hv  the  hrni.  and  learned  Member  for 
Mnaih  (Mr,  A,  M,  HuUiyan)  were  cor- 
rM)i\y  imputed  to  him,  they  were  quite 
out  of  Order. 
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woas  Mr.  Brkilxazk  sttfai  at  tliaS 
TxbleL  X:  'irrabc  Mr.  Br^ilaa^  took 
VLXi  ecuiae  aft^r  coo^suItaiicM  with  his 
irieiKis.  w^  were  ixieBii^  of  great  skill 
aci  exreri-aLee*  and  with  tk«  Tiew  of 
r«;.^r.g  a  discttssLca.  Whal  took  place  ? 
The  boa.  Baro!iet  tk«  Meo&ber  ior 
Carlisle  ^Sir  WH&id  Lawaoii)  uuiie- 
diately  said  he  woold  call  the  attentum 
of  the  Hoose  to  that  letter,  and  he  gare 
Xodce  on  the  same  day  of  a  Motion 
declaring  that  the  Beeolatio&  of  April 
26  was  illegal.  He  would  esfdam  to  the 
Prime  Minister  why  he  ^Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill,  thought  tkis  step  was  not 
taken  without  consultation  with  some 
Member  of  the  GoTonment,  if  not  with 
the  Prime  Minister.  When  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr. 
Newdeg^te)  asked  the  Prime  Minister 
yesterday  what  course  he  proposed  to 
adopt  with  regard  to  the  Oaths  Bill,  the 
Prime  Minister  said  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  state  that  until  the  House  de- 
cided  upon  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Carlisle,  showing 
perfectly  clearly  what  it  was  open  to 
anyone  to  infer.  [Ori^of  **  No,  no ! "] 
Mb.  NE  WDEOATE  begged  the  noble 
Lord's  pardon.  What  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister  did  say  in  answer  to  his  Question 
was  that  he  could  not  reply  to  the  Ques- 
tion because  he  did  not  know  what  would 
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be  done  witH  the  Motion  of  tHe  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECETELL 
said,  it  was  the  celebrated  difference  be- 
between  tweedledum  and  tweedledee. 
There  was  not  the  smallest  difference 
whatever.  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  put  the  Question,  what 
course  the  Government  was  going  to 
take  with  the  Oaths  Bill,  and  the  Prime 
Minister  replied  that  he  could  not  state 
until  the  House  had  decided  upon  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle. 
It  was  perfectly  open  to  the  House  to  infer 
that  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carlisle  was  brought  forward  with  the  as- 
sent of  the  Government  and  would  receive 
the  Government's  support.  [*'0h!"] 
That  was  the  opinion  largely  shared  by 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
— that,  until  the  House  decided  upon 
that  Motion,  the  Government  would  not 
proceed  with  the  Oaths  Bill.  What  had 
taken  place  since  ?  It  had  been  ascer- 
tained by  sources  of  information  open  to 
the  Government  that  if  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Carlisle  brought 
forward  that  Motion,  it  would  be  rejected 
by  a  large  majority,  who  would  not  de- 
clare their  former  action  to  have  been 
arbitrary  and  illegal;  upon  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton — and  he 
asked  the  House  particularly  to  mark 
this — got  up,  and,  though  doubly  inte- 
rested in  getting  Mr.  Bradlaugh  into 
this  House,  he  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle  not  to  bring  for- 
ward that  Hesolution,  because  the  Go- 
yemment  would  not  support  it,  and  the 
Government  would  not  support  it  be- 
cause the  House  was  going  to  reject  it. 
And  he  wished  to  point  out  to  the  House 
further,  to  show  how  completely  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  was  in  accord 
with  the  Government,  that  he  asked 
the  House  to  postpone  legislation  in  re- 
gard to  the  Oath  until  the  Irish  Land 
Bill  should  have  passed  the  House — 
somewhere  about  July  30  or  August 
15.  The  whole  transaction,  as  he  had 
said,  was  a  carefully  got-up  t)urlesque« 
A  fly  was  thrown  over  the  House  to 
ascertain  whether,  by  hook  or  by  crook, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  could  be  brought  into 
the  House.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Carlisle  had  only  for  the  moment  with- 
drawn his  Motion,  and  now  arose  the 
question  of  procedure.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle  said  he  would  hold  his 
Resolution  in  terrorem  over  the  House, 


so  that  if  the  House  would  not  agp'ee  to 
any  measure  initiated  or  devised  by 
him,  he  would  bring  forward  his  Mo- 
tion on  any  day  he  thought  expedient. 
Mr.  Speaker  ruled  yesterday  that  the 
Motion  was  of  a  privileged  character. 
In  his  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill's)  part 
of  the  House  they  did  not  understand 
that  ruling,  for  when  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister last  year  brought  forward  a  Reso- 
lution of  an  identical  character,  asking 
the  House  to  rescind  a  Resolution  of 
precisely  the  same  kind  as  this  one,  Mr. 
Speaker  ruled  that  it  did  not  partake  of 
a  privileged  character.  They  were  un- 
able to  see  the  difference  between  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle 
and  the  Motion  of  the  Prime  Minister 
last  Session.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
whatever  that  the  essence  of  Privilege 
was  the  immediate  character  of  the 
Question  or  Motion.  The  reason  of  the 
Privilege  was  that  the  nature  of  the  sub- 
ject was  so  urgent  that  it  could  not  wait, 
and  that  all  other  Business  must  give 
way  before  it.  The  Speaker  would,  he 
hoped,  rule  that  if  this  Motion  was  not 
proceeded  with  at  once,  it  entirely  and 
utterly  lost  its  privilege.  That  was  a 
point  on  which  he  particularly  desired  a 
ruling,  so  that  this  Motion  might  not  be 
held  over  them  in  terrorem  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle.  He  also  hoped 
the  Prime  Minister  would  answer  the 
Question  put  to  him  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton,  and  state  the  course 
he  proposed  to  take  with  the  Oaths  Bill 
— whether  he  intended  to  put  it  off  till 
the  Greek  Kalends,  or  to  take  it  imme- 
diately. There  was  no  use  keeping  the 
House  in  the  dark  on  a  subject  which, 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
said,  involved  a  great  Constitutional 
question.  The  hon.  Member  also  asked 
what  would  be  the  fate  of  any  Bill  of 
Indemnity  he  might  bring  in?  Speaking 
only  for  himself,  he  would  be  glad  to 
see  him  introduce  the  Bill,  and  would  be 
ready  to  support  him,  for  there  was  no 
doubt  the  action  Mr.  Bradlaugh  took 
was  entirely  owing  to  the  remarkably 
imprudent  advice  given  by  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown ;  and,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh having  acted  upon  it,  the  Govern- 
ment must  pass  a  Bill  of  Indemnity,  or 
put  down  a  Vote  for  him  on  the  Esti- 
mates. No  one  on  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House  would  object  to  such  a  Bill. 
Turning  to  another  point,  he  wished  to 
draw  attention  to  the  Resolution  under 
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which  Mr.  Bradlaogh  was  allowed  by 
the  Honse  to  affirm.  At  the  inBtigation 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  that 
Besolution  had  been  placed  among  the 
Standing  Orders  of  the  House.  Now, 
tiie  Courts  of  Law  had  declared  that 
Affirmation  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  il- 
legal ;  and  therefore  he  wished  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  would 
move  a  Besolution  proposing  that  the 
Motion  permitting  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to 
affirm  be  expunged  from  the  Kecords  of 
the  House  ?  A  Standing  Order  which 
invited  Members  to  take  action  which 
had  been  declared  illegal,  and  which 
subjected  them  to  the  heaviest  penalties, 
was  a  disgrace  and  discredit  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  having  compelled  the 
House  to  place  the  Stajiding  Order  on 
its  Books,  was  the  proper  person  to  move 
that  it  be  removed. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  shall  begin 
by  answering  the  Question  which  the 
noble  Lord  last  put  to  me,  because 
in  his  speech  he  has  raised  so  many 
points,  especially  respecting  the  engage- 
ments of  the  Government,  that  1  am 
unwilling  to  delay  answering  them  while 
they  are  in  my  recollection,  as  otherwise 
I  might  forget  them.  He  asks  me 
whether  I  wul  move  to  rescind  a  very 
discreditable  Besolution,  which  he  says 
I  induced  the  House  to  pass.  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  discreditable  Besolution 
taken  by  the  House  at  my  instigation 
last  year,  and  I  am  not  aware  that  it  is 
in  my  power  to  compel  the  House  to  re- 
move a  Besolution  from  its  Becords.  As 
regards  the  Besolution,  I  have  not  made 
any  examination  of  it  lately,  and  there- 
fore if  I  give  a  reply  now  it  is  subject 
to  correction ;  but  according  to  my  re- 
collection the  Besolution  simply  dis- 
claims a  dictum  which  this  House  does 
not  possess.  rLordBAin)OLPH  Churchill: 
The  Besolution  allows  anyone  to  affirm.] 
It  disclaims  any  jurisdiction  as  to 
whether  certain  persons  are  entitled  to 
affirm  or  not.  If  you  deem  that  to 
be  a  very  discreditable  Besolution,  I  am 
not  at  present  advised,  but,  subject  to 
consideration  and  further  examination 
of  it,  I  have  no  intention  of  the  kind 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord.  The 
noble  Lord,  aner  he  had  withdrawn  one 
disorderlv  affirmation  under  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Chair,  proceeded  to  other 
affirmations  very  much  in  his  own  man- 
ner.   It  seems  to  me  that  the  noble 
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Lord  hazards  affirmations  upon  specu- 
lation. Sometimes  they  refer  to  what 
he  supposes  has  been  done  by  individual 
Members  of  the  Government  outside  the 
House ;  sometimes  to  what  he  supposes 
has  been  done  inside  the  House  itself; 
and  he  makes  them  upon  the  chance  of 
getting  contradicted  or  not,  as  the  case 
may  be.  Well,  the  noble  Lord  went 
stumbling  on  until  he  made  three  asser- 
tions about  the  Government,  for  not  one 
of  which  is  there  the  slightest  founda- 
tion. He  says,  in  the  first  place,  that 
the  Gt)vemment  assented  to  the  proceed- 
ings of  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  The  Govern- 
ment has  assented  to  no  proceedings 
of  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  ["  Oh !  "]  It  is 
not  to  assent  to  me  proceedings  of  any 
man  when  you  affirm  that,  in  your  opi- 
nion, the  cognizance  of  that  proceeding 
is  beyond  your  competence  and  jurisdic- 
tion. Our  doctrine  has  been  all  along 
that  it  belongs  to  others  to  assent  to  or 
dissent  from,  to  authorize  or  condemn, 
the  proceedings  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  I 
hold  that  that  is  not  a  distinction  be- 
tween tweedledum  and  tweedledee.  It 
is  a  very  broad  distinction  palpable  to 
the  common  sense  of  anyone.  JBut  the 
noble  Lord  went  on  to  say  that  we  were 
now  acting  in  concert  with  mv  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir 
WilMd  Lawson).  That,  a^ain,  is  totally 
inaccurate.  The  Order  of  .me  Day  which 
was  imder  our  charge  was  postponed 
before  my  hon.  Friena  had  made  public 
intimation  on  the  subject  of  his  intention 
to  proceed  with  a  Kesolution  in  this 
House,  and  the  two  matters  were  totally 
disconnected.  Then  the  noble  Lord  says 
that  I  stated  that  it  was  totally  impos- 
sible for  me  to  say  anything  upon  the 
subject  of  the  proposed  Oaths  BiU  until 
the  House  should  have  disposed  of  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Baronet.  I  said  nothing 
about  it  being  totallv  impossible.  What 
I  said  was  that,  as  the  Order  of  the  Day 
stood  for  next  Tuesday,  and  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  for  to-day,  it  ap-. 
peared  to  me  that  it  would  be  convenient 
that  I  should  watch  the  fate  of  that  Mo- 
tion before  making  any  declaration  of 
intentions.  The  noble  Lord  also  said 
that  we  are  in  concert  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chore)  in  regard  to  the  course  which  he 
hasjtaken  to-day ;  but  that  happens,  also, 
to  be  totaUy  iniiccurate  and  unfounded. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
courteously  made  a  communication  last 
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Highlit  to  my  noble  Friend  near  me  (Lord 
Hieh  ard  Ghx)svenor) ,  which  was  communi- 
cated to  me  a  few  hours  ago.  That  com- 
munication did  not  at  all  invite  mj  noble 
Friend  to  enter  into  negotiations  with 
the  hon.  Member,  but  announced  that 
the  hon.  Member  intended  to-day  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carlisle,  Therefore,  Sir,  we  have  no 
more  to  do  with  the  proceedings  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  than 
with  the  proceedings  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle.  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  the  Notice  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  did  not  make  any  refer- 
ence and  did  not  include  any  matter  in 
which  I  am  concerned.  It  was  a  Notice 
that  he  would  make  an  appeal  to  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle ; 
but  instead  of,  or  rather  in  addition  to, 
that,  the  hon.  Member  made  an  appeal 
to  myself.  Well,  I  am  about  to  answer 
that  appeal,  which  I  consider  a  perfectly 
legitimate  appeal.  In  order  to  explain  that 
which  I  am  about  to  say  as  to  what  we 
propose  to  do  I  had  better,  I  think,  refer 
m  very  few  words  to  that  which  we  have 
done.  When  the  great  difficulty  arose, 
and  those  scenes,  painful  to  us  all,  oc- 
curred in  connection  with  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh,  a  question  was  raised  whether 
that  difficulty  might  not  be  got  rid  of 
on  the  principle,  which  has  been  re- 
peatedly pointed  out  as  the  only  true  basis 
of  dealing  with  the  question — namely, 
a  general  measure  which  would  dispose, 
not  only  of  this  particular  case,  but  of 
all  cases  that  could  ever  come  within  a 
similar  category  as  to  the  option  between 
taking  the  Oath  and  making  a  Declara- 
tion. However,  in  the  state  of  the 
Business  of  the  House,  and  with  the 
sense  which  I  have  entertained  all  along, 
and  which,  if  possible,  increases  from 
day  to  day,  of  the  paramount  import- 
ance of  the  Irish  Land  Bill,  I  was  not 
disposed  to  charge  myself  or  the  Go- 
vernment with  any  new  engagement  of 
a  serious  character — I  mean  of  a  charac- 
ter likely  to  make  any  sensible  demands 
upon  our  time.  But  on  communication 
in  various  quarters  we  did  certainly  re- 
ceive the  impression  that  a  proposal  of 
the  nature  which  has  since  been  indi- 
cated by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  was  a  proposal 
likely  to  be  opposed  by  a  section  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  some  of  whom  I  see 
opposite,  and  who  very  ti'ankly  g&ve 
Notice  of  their  intention  to  that  effect ; 


but  that,  nothwithstanding,  the  pro- 
posal was  likely  to  receive  a  very  large 
and  general  assent.  [Mr.  Warton:  No!] 
We  nad  that  impression,  and  thoufi^ht 
it  was  correct.  I  had  no  doubt  that 
those  Members  to  whom  I  have  referred 
would  have  stated  their  objections  in  a 
manly  and  outspoken  way,  and  that 
when  they  found  they  were  not  largely 
supported  they  would  have  given  way 
to  the  general  sense  and  opimon  of  the 
House.  It  was  with  that  expectation 
that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  made  known  to  the 
House  his  intention  to  submit  a  pro- 

Eosal  for  legislating  on  the  subject ; 
ut  I  am  bound  to  say  that  we  learnt 
by  degrees  that  our  impression  did  not 
correspond  with  the  facte.  In  the  first 
place,  we  found  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  disposed  to  resist  almost 
en  bloc  the  granting  of  a  Morning  Sit- 
ting for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the 
judgment  of  the  House  ;  but  I  am 
bound  to  say  —  and  it  would  not  be 
candid  or  ingenuous  if  we  did  not 
admit  it— that  when  we  tried  that  case 
on  a  second  occasion  we  were  made 
aware  that,  while  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  disposed  to  assume  a  large  and 
active  share  in  resistance  to  a  Morning 
Sitting — which  we  understood  to  be  re- 
sistance to  the  principle  of  the  Bill — 
there  were  many  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House  who  showed  their 
reluctance,  by  their  absence  from  the 
division,  to  take  any  part  in  the  matter. 
That  being  so,  it  became  clear  to  me 
that  the  subject  would  require  further 
consideration ;  and  consequently  I  have 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  it  is  our 
duty  to  adjourn  the  further  considera- 
tion of  our  course  in  this  matter  until 
wo  have  absolutely,  or  in  substance, 
disposed  of  the  Irish  Land  Bill.  As 
far,  therefore,  as  we  are  concerned, 
that  Order  practically  will  be  no  more 
heard  of  until  we  have  reached  that 
point  in  our  Parliamentary  progress. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  begged  to 
apolo^e  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber lor  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  for  having  interrupted  him 
while  speaking  ;  but  he  had  felt  it  due 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  the  House  itself,  to  cor- 
rect the  erroneous  impression  enter- 
tained by  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  reply  to  the  Question 
which    he  (Mr.  Newdegate)    had  ad* 
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dressed  to  the  right  hon.  Oentleman. 
He  now  wished  to  call  attention  to  this 
— that  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  seemed 
to  think  that  he  was  entitled  to  keep 
the  question  of  Privilej^e  as  long  as  he 
liked  in  his  pocket.  This  appeared  to 
him  (Mr.  Newdegate)  to  be  quite  con- 
trary to  the  clear  understanding  upon 
which  questions  of  Privilege  were  raised 
in  the  House.  He  would,  therefore, 
suggest  to  the  hon.  Baronet  that  if  he 
meant  to  raise  the  question  of  Privilege, 
it  would  not  be  respectful  to  the  House 
if  he  did  not,  within  the  next  two  or 
three  days,  move  in  the  matter.  Every 
question  of  Privilege  took  precedence 
of  all  other  Orders,  all  other  Business 
in  that  House;  and  the  House  had  a 
right  to  know  when  its  regular  Busi- 
ness was  to  be  thus  interfered  with  and 
to  be  superseded.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  would  tmderstand 
that  promptitude  in  Motions  of  Privi- 
lege was  essential.  He  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
had,  during  his  long  experience,  known 
many  questions  of  Privilege  raised  in 
the  House,  and  had  never  known  them 
allowed  to  stand  over  more  than  a  day 
or  two.  He  was  afraid  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  had  given  too  accurate  a  descrip- 
tion of  the  manner  in  which  the  ques- 
tion of  the  alteration  of  the  Oath  taken 
by  Members  was  to  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Government.  The  question  was  not 
a  small  one.  A  question  which  affected 
the  constitution  of  the  House  was  of  far 
greater  importance  than  any  Irish  ques- 
tion. It  was  a  matter  of  Imperial  im- 
portance; and  he  thought  the  House 
had  a  right  to  complain  of  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  Prime  Minister  when 
he  told  them  that  he  would  virtually 
act  upon  the  advice  of  his  substitute, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton — and 
who  seemed  to  expect  to  be  his  suc- 
cessor— that  he  should  press  the  Irish 
Land  Bill  forward,  and,  when  the 
House  became  thin  and  weak  at  the 
end  of  the  Session,  then  proceed  with 
the  Oaths  Bill,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  had  informed  them,  de  die 
in  diem.  This  suggestion  —  that  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  should  take  advan- 
tage of  the  House  —  would  not,  he 
hoped,  be  accepted  by  the  Govern- 
ment. Throughout  the  country  this 
question  as  to  the  Paliamentary  Oath 
was  regarded  as  one  of  the  greatest 
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importance.  He  received  letters  on  the 
question  d^y  by  day;  some  of  them 
expressing  a  hope  that  he  would  vote 
in  favour  of  a  measure  to  admit  the 
elected  Member  for  Northampton  to  a 
seat  in  the  House,  some  accompanied 
by  threats.  But  the  vast  majority  of 
the  communications  he  received  depre- 
cated, in  terms  which  did  high  honour 
to  the  writers,  the  proposal  to  introduce 
a  Bill  for  the  admission  to  a  seat  in 
that  House  of  a  person  who  was  not 
allowed  to  take  an  oath  in  a  Court 
of  Law,  and  whom  the  Oourts  of  Law 
had  decided  to  be  unfit  to  pronounce 
the  solemn  affirmation  which,  by  law, 
was  in  some  cases  substituted  for  the 
oath.  The  feeling  of  the  country  was 
opposed  to  any  such  proceedina^ ;  and, 
while  he  hoped  the  House  would  insist 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Carlisle  should  not  continue  to  trifle 
with  the  question  of  Privilege,  he  de- 
sired to  say,  on  behalf  of  the  great 
majority  of  those  from  whom  he  had 
received  communications  on  the  subject, 
that  they  would  regard  it  as  a  grave 
departure  from  his  duty  by  the  Prime 
Minister  if  he  attempted,  by  deferring 
the  question  and  taking  advantage  of 
the  weakness  of  the  House  late  in  the 
Session,  to  pass  a  measure  which  they 
firmly  believed  would  powerfully  affect 
and  would  essentially  damage  the  con- 
stitution of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Colonel  MAKINS  said,  that  yester- 
day the  Speaker  had  intimated  his  opi- 
nion that  the  word  **  illegal "  had  better 
be  expunged  from  the  Kesolution,  be- 
cause the  word  might  be  misconstrued 
to  mean  a  want  of  respect  to  the  House. 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Car- 
lisle had  not,  however,  withdrawn  the 
word,  and  it  had  even  been  repeated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  If  the  former 
Eesolution  of  the  House  were  illegal, 
there  must  be  a  remedy,  and  if  there 
wer6  no  remedy  there  could  be  no  ille- 
gality. It  was  not  only  disrespectful 
to  the  House  to  use  such  a  term  as 
**  illegal,"  but  it  was  an  absolute  absur- 
dity to  put  such  a  Kesolution  as  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  on  the 
Order  Book  of  the  House. 

Mb.  J.  O.  HUBBAED  said,  he  had 
heard  with  no  satisfaction  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle  did  not  intend  to 
proceed  with  his  Motion,  for  the  discus- 
sion of  which  he  had  come  prepared. 
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The  sitting  Member  for  Northampton  as- 
serted that  that  boroagh  was  at  present 
inadequately  represented;  but  ne  did 
himself  injustice  in  that  assertion,  for 
no  borough  could  be  more  efficiently 
represented,  according  to  the  views  of 
the  majority,  than  that  which  he  repre- 
sented. It  was  now  evident  that  the  Qo- 
yemment  Bill  was  to  be  introduced,  not 
to  deal  with  the  subject  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary Oath  generally,  but  specially 
with  the  object  of  relieving  and  with  in- 
troducing into  that  House  the  unqualified 
Member  for  Northampton.  He  denied 
that  there  was  any  foundation  for  the 
insinuation  which  had  been  brought 
against  the  Members  of  the  Opposition, 
that  they  were  actuated  in  this  matter  by 
feelings  of  malevolence  towards  Mr. 
Bradlaugh.  What  they  were  actuated 
by  was  a  desire  to  prevent  the  House 
being  implicated  in  a  g^at  insult 
offered  io  Almighty  God.  Judging 
from  what  he  had  heard  from  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  House,  the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral would,  if  they  attempted  to  force  this 
Bill  through  the  House  and  went  to  a 
division,  be  very  much  surprised  to  see 
the  defections  in  the  ranks  of  their 
supporters.  This  question  was  of  a  very 
much  larger  character  than  those  who 
sat  upon  the  Treasury  Bench  appeared 
to  think,  and  he  was  perfectly  satisfied 
that  if  time  were  given  for  the  object  of 
the  measure  to  be  fully  understood 
throughout  the  country,  such  a  feeling 
would  be  excited  against  it  that  the 
Prime  Minister  would  be  only  too  glad 
to  wash  his  hands  of  it  altogether,  and 
to  go  on  with  the  Public  Business  of  the 
House. 

8iB  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  would  not  have  taken  part  in  this  dis- 
cussion had  it  not  been  for  an  observa- 
tion which  had  just  fallen  from  the 
Prime  Minister.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  in  such  a  hurry  the  other  day 
to  introduce  this  Bill,  that  he  was  de- 
sirous of  putting  the  House  to  very  con- 
siderable inconvenience  to  carry  out  that 
object,  and  it  was  only  in  consequence 
of  the  feeling  manifested  on  the  part  of 
a  large  number  of  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  that  he  with- 
drew his  demand  for  a  Morning  Sitting 
on  Tuesday  for  the  purpose  of  bringing 
in  this  Bill  for  the  relief  of  the  junior 
Memb«r  for  Northampton.  But  al- 
though the  right  hon.  Ot&tleman  had 


been  in  such  a  hurry  to  bring  in  this 
Bill  at  that  time,  he  now  appealed  to  be 
desirous  of  putting  off  its  introduction 
to  the  Greek  Kalends.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  not,  perhaps,  exactly  by  de- 
sign, but  at  all  events  by  the  result  of  his 
action,  now  left  the  House  at  the  mercy 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Carlisle,  who  said  in  substance  that  he 
would  not  bring  on  his  Motion  then,  but 
would  flutter  with  it  over  the  House 
during  the  whole  of  the  Session,  ready 
to  swoop  down  on  some  private  Members' 
night,  and  to  bring  it  forward  as  a  ques- 
tion of  Privilege  in  the  hope  of  snatching 
a  division  on  it.  In  these  circumstances, 
he  desired  to  put  a  Question  of  Order  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair. 
Last  year,  when  the  Prime  Minister 
brought  forward  his  rescinding  Motion, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  Uie  Ohair 
ruled  that  it  could  not  be  brought  for- 
ward as  a  question  of  Privilege.  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  having  written  a  letter  a  few 
days  since  to  the  Speaker,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  Ohair  ruled  that  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Carlisle  in  reference  to  it  was  one  of 
Privilege,  which  would  take  precedence 
of  other  Business.  Doubtless  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair  had  some 
good  reason  for  this  apparent  divergence 
in  his  ruling.  It  was  laid  down  in  the 
work  which  he  (Sir  H.Drummond  Wolff) 
made  his  principal  study.  Sir  Erskine 
May's  Farltammtary  Fracties,  that  a 
question  of  Privilege  was  treated  as 
urgent  because  it  was  necessary  that  it 
should  be  decided  at  once.  He  could 
understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
ruling  yesterday,  because  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh's  interests,  which  were  paramount 
with  the  Government,  required  that  the 
matter  should  be  treated  as  one  of 
urgency.  But  in  that  case  surely  the 
question  should  have  been  brought  for- 
ward and  decided  at  once.  He  oould  not 
understand,  however,  a  question  of  Pri- 
vilege being  allowed  to  hang  over  the 
House  week  after  week,  like  the  sword 
of  Damocles,  to  be  brought  on  at  any 
unguarded  moment.  He,  therefore, 
begged  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  Chair  to  give  a  decision  on  the 
point,  because  although  it  might  be  very 
convenient  to  the  GK>vemment  to  post« 
pone  the  introduction  of  this  Bill  to  some 
indefinite  date,  and  to  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Carlisle  to  have  his 
little  flutter,  suoh  a  course  would  not 
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tend  either  to  the  convenience  or  the 
dignity  of  the  House. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon..  Member 
for  Portsmouth,  who  spoke  last,  has 
referred  to  the  valuable  work  of  Sir 
Erskine  May  in  connection  with  this 
matter,  and  I  cannot  do  better  than  read 
the  paragraph  bearing  on  this  question. 
It  is  as  follows : — 

*•  In  order  to  enable  a  question  of  Privilege 
to  be  discussed  it  must  refer  to  some  matter 
that  has  recently  arisen  which  directly  concerns 
the  Privileges  of  the  House,  and  calls  for  its 
present  interposition." 

When  I  communicated  to  the  House  on 
Wednesday  last  that  I  had  received  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle  asked 
me  whether  a  Motion  founded  on  that 
letter  would  take  precedence  as  a  matter 
of  Privilege.  Founding  myself  on  the 
passage  I  have  just  read,  I  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  telling  the  hon.  Baronet  that 
such  a  Motion  properly  framed  and 
founded  on  that  letter  would  have  pre- 
cedence. The  question  then  arose  whe- 
ther the  matter  could  be  treated  as  a 
question  of  Privilege  on  a  future  day, 
and  I  stated  that  it  appeared  to  me  if  it 
were  put  off  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House  the  hon.  Baronet  would  not  for- 
feit his  claim  by  so  doing.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  draws  my  at- 
tention to  what  occurred  last  year.  I 
then  stated  from  the  Chair,  in  reference 
to  the  Motion  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  as  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh,  that  it  was  not  a  case  of  Privi- 
lege and  could  not  have  precedence. 
That  case  and  the  case  now  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House  are  very  dif- 
ferent. In  the  first  place,  the  Motion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to 
other  Members  as  well  as  to  the  case  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh.  That  case  had  been 
before  two  Select  Committees,  and  also 
in  various  forms  before  the  House  for 
some  months,  and  it  could  not  be  said 
to  be  a  Motion  of  that  character  which 
required  the  instant  interposition  of  the 
House,  or  that  it  was  of  such  a  kind 
that  it  was  entitled  to  have  precedence 
as  a  question  of  Privilege. 

SiB  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE : 
Sir,  I  interpose  reluctantly  in  this  de- 
bate ;  but  it  is  really  important  that  we 
should  know  what  we  have  to  expect. 
The  proceedings  of  the  House  with  re- 
gard to  Mr.  l3radlaugh  are  perfectly 
well  known  to  everybody,  and  they  have 
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taken  this  form — the  House  has  refiued 
to  allow  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  go  through 
the  form  of  taking  the  Oath,  and  ne 
having  refused  to  accept  the  decision  of 
the  House  as  legally  binding  and  having 
resisted  the  authority  of  yourself,  Sir, 
the  House  has  come  to  a  Resolution  bj 
which  Mr.  Bradlaugh  is  excluded  from 
its  precincts  until  he  shall  eng^e  not  to 
disturb  the  order  of  the  House.  So  ht, 
therefore,  we  stand  upon  a  footing  which 
enables  us  to  carry  on  our  BnsineM 
properly.  I  say  nothing  vrith  r^ard 
to  the  proposal  which  the  Gt>vemment 
have  made  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  the  Parliamentazy 
Oath  further  than  this,  that  I  entirely 
protest  against  the  doctrine  laid  down 
very  boldly,  distinctly,  and  repeatedly 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
that  the  Bill  is  one  for  the  relief  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  personally.  That  was  a  vsiy 
distinct  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
Member.  If  that  is  the  light  in  which 
the  Bill  is  to  be  viewed,  I  venture  to  say 
that  the  objections  to  it  will  become  in- 
finitely more  serious  than  those  which 
would,  in  any  circumstances,  be  taken 
to  it  as  a  proposal  to  alter  the  Oath. 
That,  however,  is  a  question  which  we 
now  understand  the  Government  are  not 
prepared  to  press  forward  at  the  present 
time,  although  they  g^ve  us  notice  that 
they  will  take  it  up  by-and-bye,  when 
they  shall  have  got  through  certain 
other  Business.  We  desire  to  know 
what  in  the  meantime  is  to  be  our 
modus  Vivendi  with  regard  to  the  inter- 
rtlption  of  our  Business,  not  by  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  himself,  but  by  his  Colleague 
and  his  Friends,  who  may  from  time  to 
time  bring  forward  Motions  on  which 
the  Resolution  of  the  26th  of  April  may 
be  discussed  over  and  over  again  ?  We 
must  clearly  have  some  understanding 
on  this  subject.  The  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Carlisle  stated  that  his 
course  with  respect  to  his  Motion  must 
depend  upon  the  course  which  the  Go- 
vernment might  take  with  regard  to  the 
Parliamentary  Oath. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON :  What  I 
meant  to  say  was  that  my  bringing  for- 
ward of  the  rescinding  Resolution  would 
depend  on  the  amount  of  obstruction 
given  to  the  Attorney  General's  Bill. 

SiK  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
am  more  puzzled  than  ever.  The  Irish 
Land  Bill  is  nothing  to  it.  Are  we  or 
are  we  not  to  be  subject  to  oontinoal 
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Motions  as  to  the  illegality,  or  the  sup- 
posed illegality,  of  Qie   Hesolution  of 
the  House  ;  and  is  the  power  of  making 
Motions  on  the  subject  to   be  a  con- 
tinuous power  ?    Is  it  a  power  that  will 
continue  for  an  indefinite  series  of  weeks 
or  months  ?    If  there  is  an  immediate 
necessity  of  dealing  with  the  question, 
no  doubt  we  ought  to  proceed  to  con- 
sider it.     I  can  quite  understand  that  it 
might  be  so   held — that  the  letter  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  raised  a  question  which 
seemed  to  touch  the  Privileges  of  the 
House,  and  it  might  be  a  very  proper 
and  necessary  thing  to  take  notice  of  it. 
But  if  it  is  a  matter  for  weeks,  possibly 
even   for  a  longer  time,  I  think  that 
seems  to  have  disposed  of  any  claim  of 
precedence  which  coidd  possibly  be  made 
Dy  the  hon.  Gentleman.    This  is  a  ques- 
tion which,  whatever  we  may  say  of  the 
views  taken  on  one  side  or  the  other, 
deeply  interests  us,  and  deeply  interests 
the  country.     It  would  be  scandalous  if 
a  sudden  decision  were  taken  on  a  ques- 
tion of   this  sort  without  a  full  and 
f roper  opportunity  for  considering  it. 
cannot  for  a  moment  believe  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  would  wish  to  obtain  a 
decision  in  that  way ;  but  what  we  want 
to  know  is  whether  the  hon.  Baronet 
will  g^ve  a  distinct  assurance  that,  under 
the  circumstances  as  they  stand,  it  is  not 
his  intention^-or  if  it  is  his  intention  we 
should  be  glad  to  know  whether  it  would 
be  with  your  sanction.  Sir,  that  such  a 
step  should  be  taken — to  bring  forward 
his  Motion  and  to  claim  precedence  ? 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  said,  that  Mr. 
Speaker  had  ruled  that  it  was  perfectly 
competent  for  the  hon.  Baronet,  or  for 
an^  other  hon.  Member,  to  have  brought 
this  question  forward  upon  the  reading 
of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  letter  as  a  question 
of  Privilege,  and  that  he  did  not  forfeit 
that  right  by  postponing  it  for  a  reason- 
able time  and  for  the  convenionco  of  the 
House ;  but  he  submitted  that  it  would 
be  a  straining  of  that  power  beyond 
what  was  right  and  proper  for  the  hon. 
Baronet  to  say  he  would  bring  forward 
his  Motion  at  some  indefinite  and  distant 
day  when  it  might  suit  his  convenionco. 
The  hon.  Baronet  further  weakened  his 
oa«e  by  attempting  to  couple  with  it  a 
mni  of  condition  that  his  bringing  it 
fbrward  would  depend  very  much  upon 
the  conduct  of  the  Opposition.  He  TMr. 
Whitbread)  was  of  opinion  that  the  non. 
Baronet  had,  by  the  course  he  had  taken, 


really  forfeited  his  right  to  bring  his 
Motion  forward  on  some  future  day. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAW80N  said,  he 
understood  from  what  had  passed  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote)  that  it  would  be  a  very  abnormal 
course  if  he  followed  out  what  he 
suggested  in  his  former  speech.  He 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  wished  to  take 
that  course,  because  he  thought  it  better 
that  full  Notice  should  be  given  of  the 
rescinding  of  a  Resolution.  He  believed 
he  did  not  withdraw  the  Motion.  There- 
fore, in  that  case,  it  dropped,  and  he 
should  not  be  able  to  take  that  course. 
But,  as  Notice  was  given  that  night  that 
he  should  call  attention  to  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh's  letter,  he  should  like  to  ask 
whether,  after  what  had  taken  place, 
he  should  be  allowed  then  that  even- 
ing—[  Cries  of'  No,  no ! "  and  ''  Yes !  "] 
— whether  he  should  then  be  allowed  to 
move  on  the  letter  these  words — 

"  That  the  Resolution  of  April  26,  1881,  for- 
bidding' Mr.  Bradlaughto  take  the  Oath,  be  re- 
scinded as  subversiye  of  the  rights  of  the  whole 
body  of  electors  ?  " 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  course  proposed 
to  be  taken  by  the  hon.  Baronet  must  be 
subject  to  the  usual  Rules  in  regard  to 
alterations  of  Notices  of  Motion  that 
have  been  placed  before  the  House. 
Now,  it  appears  to  me  that  there  is  one 
expression  which  I  caught  from  the  hon. 
Baronet  which  certainly  imports  into  the 
Resolution  new  matter.  Thus  he  speaks 
of  the  proceedings  of  this  House  as  sub- 
versive  perhaps    the    hon.  Baronet 

will  read  it  again. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  the 
Motion  he  read  was  an  exact  copy  of  a 
Motion  passed  in  1781,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  word  "subversive,**  which 
ho  substituted  for  the  word  "  expunged.'* 
It  was  as  follows : — 

**  That  tho  Uesolution  of  April  26,  1881,  for- 
bidding Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  take  tho  Oath,  be  re- 
Hoinded  as  BubviT»ive  of  the  righta  of  tho  whole 
body  of  electors.** 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  point  I  have  to 
consider  is  this,  whether  the  Hesolution 
in  its  altered  form  imports  new  matter 
not  contained  in  the  original  Resolution ; 
and  in  the  original  Resolution  there  was 
no  expression  whatever  with  regard  to 
the  rights  of  electors.  I  think  if  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  to — if  he  will  allow 
me  to  say  so— terminate  the  Beeolution 
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at  tlie  word  *'  rescinded,"  he  would  be 
quite  in  Order. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  he  should  like  to 
call  attention  to  the  position  which  the 
House  was  then  in.     [**  Order !  "] 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  House  that  the  Motion  now  before 
it  is  one  for  adioumment. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  he 
had  supposed  that  this  Motion  for  re- 
scinding the  Resolution  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  arising,  as  it  did, 
upon  the  letter  which  had  been  received 
from  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  would  be  con- 
sidered a  question  of  Privilege,  and  that 
he  should  have  the  opportunity  of  pro- 
ceeding with  it  after  the  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  had  been  dis- 
posed of. 

Mr,  SPEAKER:  I  am  of  opinion 
that  if  the  hon.  Baronet  put  his  Motion 
in  a  regular  form,  he  will  be  entitled  to 
bring  it  on  as  a  question  of  Privilege. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  he  wished  to  draw 
attention  to  the  serious  position  in  which 
they  were  now  involved  by  the  most  ex- 
traordinary proceedings  of  that  evening. 
After  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
quite  60  Members  disappeared  from  the 
Conservative  Benches  in  consequence  of 
the  statement,  most  distinctly  made  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Car- 
lisle, that  it  was  not  his  intention  to  pro- 
ceed with  his  Motion  that  night.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  hoped  a  mine 
would  not  be  sprung  on  absent  Mem- 
bers. It  would  be  foreign  to  the  spirit 
of  the  House,  and  opposed  to  all  gentle- 
manly feeling,  to  discuss  the  Motion 
then  ;  although  to  do  so  might  possibly 
be  only  of  a  piece  with  the  whole  of  that 
wretched  affair.  On  Wednesday  after- 
noon, after  a  long  debate,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  who  was 
sitting  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House, 
got  up  and  said  distinctly  that  he  un- 
derstood it  to  be  the  general  feeling  of 
the  House  that  some  measure  should  be 
introduced  for  the  purpose  of  getting  rid 
of  the  difficulty.  Other  Members  got  up 
and  repudiated  that  suggestion.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North 
Leicestershire  (Lord  John  Manners)  dis- 
tinctly declined  to  promise  on  his  own 
part,  or  on  the  part  of  those  who  sat 
near  him,  support  to  any  such  measure. 
He  (Mr.  Lewis)  ventured  to  get  up,  and, 
amid  cheers,  declined  to  have  anything 
to  do  with  that  Bill,  but  claimed  to  be  at 
liberty  to  oppose  it  at  every  stage.     On 
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the  present  occasion  they  were  told  that, 
after  all,  this  question  was  to  be  intro- 
duced as  a  question  of  Privilege.  He 
trusted  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle 
would  at  once  see  the  impropriety  of 
proceeding  in  the  way  he  had  suggested. 
He  desired  to  draw  the  Speaker  b  atten- 
tion to  a  matter  which  appeared  to  have 
escaped  his  recolleotiony  although  it  had 
been  referred  to  by  one  or  two  Mem- 
bers. It  was,  whether,  if  the  hon. 
Baronet  did  not  proceed  with  his  Motion 
for  a  week,  a  fortnight,  or  three  weeks 
hence,  it  would  still  be  competent  for 
him  to  claim  Privilege  for  it  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  thought  I  had 
made  it  plain  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
could  not  postpone  indefinitely  a  Motion 
founded  on  the  letter  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
and  still  claim  precedence  for  it  aa  a 
matter  of  Privilege. 

Mr.  BERESFOED  HOPE  said,  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Car- 
lisle, in  answer  to  an  appeal  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  had  dis- 
dinctly  intimated  to  the  House  that  he 
would  withdraw  his  Motion.  He,  there- 
fore, wished  to  ask  the  Speaker  whether 
it  was  competent  for  the  hon.  Baronet 
first  to  give  Notice  of  withdrawing  a 
Motion,  and  then  capriciously  to  declare 
his  intention  of  bringing  that  Motion  on 
at  a  later  hour  of  the  night,  especially 
when  a  number  of  Members  had  left 
the  House  in  consequence  of  his  intima- 
tion that  it  would  be  withdrawn  ? 

Sir  WILFEID  LAWSON  said,  he 
was  anxious  to  put  a  stop  to  that  con- 
troversy. He  withdrew  his  Motion  at 
the  beginning  of  the  evening  on  the 
understanding,  as  he  then  thoiight,  that 
he  should  be  able  to  bring  it  on  in  a 
few  days'  or  a  week's  time.  In  the 
course  of  the  discussion  it  appeared  that 
he  could  not  do  so,  and  then  it  occurred 
to  him  that  he  might  not  get  another 
chance,  and  that  it  would  be  better  that 
he  should  that  night  make  the  Motion, 
the  terms  of  which  he  had  read  to  the 
House.  But  it  was  stated  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  had  gone  away  not  expecting  the 
Motion  to  come  on ;  and,  therefore,  al- 
though Members  on  his  side  mifi^ht  be 
ready  to  discuss  the  question,  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  fair  to  proceed  with  it 
that  night,  as  that  course  might  be  held 
to  be  a  surprise.  Whether  he  should 
be  able  to  bring  the  question  on  another 
night  was  another  matter. 
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Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  the  Bill  of 
the  Goremment  had  been  described  as  a 
Bill  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh — 
\^Crie8  of  *'  Order!  "]  —but  it  was  not 
specfklly  for  that  Gentleman's    relief. 

[Rene teed  cries  of  **  Order  !  "]    He  asked 
eave  to  withdraw  the  Motion  for  ad- 
journment. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  that  before  the 
discussion  closed  he  wanted  to  say  that 
the  wasting  of  time  on  a  question  of  this 
sort  came  with  a  very  bad  grace  from  the 
GoTemment.  They  had  arrested  his 
friend  John  Dillon  at  a  period  when  a 
subject  in  which  he  was  deeply  inte- 
rested was  being  discussed  in  this  House, 
and  they  had  thus  partially  disfran- 
chised Tipperary.  There  was  nothing 
of  remarkable  interest  for  the  borough 
of  Northampton  coming  on,  so  far  as 
they  knew,  during  the  present  Session  ; 
and  he  would  therefore  suggest  that  the 
question  of  the  disfranchisement  of  that 
constituency  should  be  allowed  to  stand 
over  until  next  Session. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  remarked, 
that  many  Gentlemen  on  that  (the  Mi- 
nisterial) side  did  not  view  the  Bill  of 
the  Government  as  a  Bill  for  the  relief 
of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  but  as  a  Bill  for  tho 
relief  of  the  House  of  Commons  from  the 
difficulty  in  which  it  had  placed  itself. 
He  believed  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was 
legaUy  entitled  to  take  his  seat,  and 
that  the  House  had  placed  an  illegal 
impediment  in  the  way  of  his  doing  so. 
The  House  of  Commons  had  before  then 
committed  itself  in  an  unguarded  moment, 
and  been  afterwards  obliged  to  eat  its 
words.  He  believed  that  the  same  thing 
was  likely  to  happen  again,  and  that, 
unless  some  means  were  found  for  get- 
ting out  of  the  difficulty,  the  House 
would  appear  in  a  humiliating  position 
before  the  country. 

MotioUi  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

MONT'MENT  TO  THE  EARL  OF 
BEACONSFIEU),  K.G. 

HER     majesty's     ANSWER     TO     THE 
ADDRESS. 

The  COMPTEOLLER  of  tub 
HOUSEHOLD  (Lonl  Kensington)  re- 
ported Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the 
AddreM,  as  foUoweth : — 

/  As90  rti^vHl  feur  Addrtu  pruning  that  I 
wiUfiee  directions  thmi  m  Monument  hi  er*et$d  in 
the  CeUegiaU  Chwrch  of  Seint  Peter^  Wsetmineter, 


to  th4  Memory  of  the  late  Bight  ffonble.  Earl  of 
Beacon$Jieldf  K.O.y  with  an  Jneeription  erpreseivi 
of  the  high  tenee  entertained  by  the  Houee  of  Com^ 
mons  of  his  rare  and  splendid  giftSj  and  of  his 
devoted  labours  in  Parliament  and  in  great  Offices 
of  State  ;  and  assuring  Me  that  you  will  make  good 
the  expenus  attending  the  same. 

And  I  shall  give  directions  in  aeeordanci  with 
your  Address. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY--COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

MINISTER  OF  AGRICITLTURE  AND 
COMMERCE.— RESOLUTION. 

Sir  MASSEY  LOPES,  in  rising,  pur- 
suant to  Notice,  to  move — 

*^  That  it  is  desirable  that  the  functions  of 
the  Executive  GoTcmment  which  especially 
relate  to  Agriculture  and  Commerce  should,  as 
far  as  possible,  ))e  administered  by  a  distinct 
department,  and  be  presided  over  by  a  respon- 
sible Minister  of  the  Crown," 

said,  that  he  could  claim  no  novelty  for 
the  subject' matter  of  the  Besolution 
which  he  was  about  to  submit  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House.  The  subject  had 
been  frequently  discussed  before  both 
in  that  House  and  also  outside  its  walls. 
The  two  Chambers  which  represented 
respectively  the  interests  of  Agriculture 
and  of  Commerce  had  urged  upon  suc- 
cessive Governments  the  necessity  of 
appointing  a  Minister  with  a  distinct 
Department,  whose  special  business  it 
would  be  to  watch  over  the  combined 
interests  of  Agriculture  and  Commerce. 
Joint  deputations  from  those  Institutions 
had  repeatedly  g^ne  to  the  Government 
and  endorsed  and  advocated  that  policy ; 
and  during  the  last  Parliament  a  Keso- 
lution  very  similar  to  the  one  which  he 
had  now  tho  honour  to  submit  to  the 
House  was  proposed  by  Mr.  Sampson 
Lloyd,  the  late  Member  for  Plymouth, 
in  a  most  able  and  exhaustive  speech. 
That  Motion  was  supported  by  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
and  carried  by  a  considerable  majority. 
But  the  matter  had  dropped,  and  nothing 
further  had  been  done.  On  that  occasion, 
there  was  no  difference  of  opinion  with 
reference  to  the  main  issue  —  namely, 
the  appointment  of  a  special  Minister; 
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but  some  exception  was  taken  with 
regard  to  the  latter  part  of  the  Reso- 
lution, which  made  it  imperatively  ne- 
cessary that  the  Minister  who  presided 
over  the  combined  interests  of  Agri- 
culture and  Commerce  should  be  a 
Cabinet  Minister.  He  (Sir  Massey 
Lopes)  did  not  intend  to  attach  that 
condition  to  the  present  Resolution,  not 
because  he  did  not  think  it  necessary 
that  a  Minister  presiding  over  the  com- 
bined interests  of  Agriculture  and  Com- 
merce should  be  a  Minister  of  the  first 
rank,  but  because  he  felt  that  if  those 
combined  interests  were  to  be  repre- 
sented by  a  Minister  with  a  separate 
Department,  the  position  of  that  Minis- 
ter must  necessarily  be  paramount.  That 
would  follow  as  a  necessary  and  natural 
consequence,  as  a  simple  and  certain 
corollary.  It  was  quite  right  that  a 
Prime  Minister  should  be  able  to  exer- 
cise some  discretion  in  the  selection  of 
his  Cabinet ;  but  no  Prime  Minister,  be 
he  ever  so  popular  or  powerful,  would 
be  able  to  resist  public,  opinion  ;  and 
though  it  might  be  invidious  to  particu- 
larize, all  must  admit  that  the  combined 
interests  of  Agriculture  and  Commerce 
would  have  far  higher  claims  to  be 
represented  in  a  Cabinet  than  many  of 
those  Offices  which  had  hitherto  en- 
joyed, or  even  now  enjoyed,  that  distinc- 
tion. This  was  no  Party  question.  It 
was  a  question  of  policy  rather  than  of 
Party,  and  one  in  which  both  sides  and 
all  sections  of  the  House  took  an  inte- 
rest. The  days  were,  happily,  past 
when  the  interests  of  Agriculture  and 
Commerce  wore  supposed  to  be  anta- 
gonistic. Their  interests  were  so  inter- 
woven and  dependent  one  upon  another, 
that  they  both  considered  that  there 
would  be  a  mutual  advantage  in  one 
Department  representing  their  interests. 
There  was  no  feeling  of  jealousy  or 
rivalry  between  Agriculture  and  Com- 
merce, and  the  same  Minister  could 
supervise  both  interests.  In  pressing 
this  Motion,  it  was  hardly  necessary 
to  dwell  upon  the  magnitude  of  the 
interests  of  Agriculture  and  Commerce, 
or  to  attempt  to  show  that  these  com- 
bined interests  were  of  sufficient  im- 
portance to  justify  this  special  considera- 
tion. These  two  industries  were  the 
bases  of  our  power  as  a  nation ;  they 
were  the  sourco  and  foundation  of  all 
our  national  wealth ;  the  welfare  and 
prosperity  of  all  classes  were  dependent 
upon    them,  and  there  was  scarcely  a 
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person  in  the  Kingdom  who  was  not 
directly  or  indirectly  maintained  and  sup- 
ported by  them.  If  they  were  to  leave 
out  of  consideration  the  bare  naked  land, 
and  to  estimate  the  amount  of  capitalist- 
vested  in  agriculture,  they  would  have 
some  idea  of  the  magnitude  of  the  inte- 
rests involved.  It  was  calculated  that 
the  amount  of  capital  which  had  been 
invested  in  agriculture  by  the  owners 
was  £400,000,000.  This  might  be 
called  the  fixed  capital.  Then  there 
was  the  occupiers*  capital,  which  was 
the  movable  capital,  and  that  had  been 
put  at  £380,000,000 ;  so  that  thej  had 
the  total  of  £780,000,000  inveeted  by 
owners  and  occupiers,  not  taking  into 
consideration  the  value  of  the  bare 
naked  land.  On  the  authority  of  Mr. 
Caird,  the  average  annual  value  of  am- 
cultural  produce  was  £300,000,000.  He 
need  hardly  say  the  last  four  or  five 
years  would  hardly  oome  up  to  the  ave- 
rage. These  Islands  produced  more 
produce  for  their  extent  and  area  of 
their  cultivated  land  than  any  other 
country  on  the  globe.  England  was 
admitted  to  be  the  greatest  commercial 
country  in  the  world.  With  reference 
to  its  commerce,  it  was  easy  to  oalcnlate 
the  amount  of  capital,  because  thej  had 
the  figures  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  The 
amount  of  the  exports  and  imports  for 
the  last  year  amounted  to  £686,000,000. 
This  total  was  made  up  of  imports, 
£410,000,000;  exports  of  British  and 
Irish  produce,  £223,000,000  ;  and  the 
remaining  £53,000,000  represented 
goods.  Colonial  and  Foreign,  imported 
into  this  country  and  exported  again 
from  it.  These  figures  would  give  some 
idea  of  the  magnitude  of  the  interests 
involved.  He  would  endeavour  to  ad- 
vance a  few  reasons  why  they  should 
have  a  distinct  Department  u>r  Com- 
merce and  Aniculture,  presided  orer 
by  a  responsible  Minister  in  this  coun- 
try. There  was  a  strong  feeling  abroad 
that  the  existing  machinery  of  the  Exe- 
cutive Government  for  these  objects  was 
incomplete,  inadequate,  and  inefficient. 
There  was  a  general  impression  that 
many  functions  which  the  State  ought 
to  exercise  with  regard  to  Agrioultore 
and  Commerce  were  either  inefficientlj 
performed  or  altogether  neglected ;  that 
these  interests  were  too  inaportant  to  be 
dealt  with  by  subordinate  Departments; 
that  they  suffered  from  inadequate  re- 
presentation ;  that  there  was  no  special 
or  individual  responsibility;  that  as  com- 
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meroial  and  agrioultoral  interests  bad, 
by  means  of  Cbambers,  for  years  past 
org^anized  tbemselyes  and  adopted  repre- 
sentative institutions,  tbat  tbere  sbould 
also  be  a  separate  Department  of  the 
Government  to  which  they  might  com- 
municate their  wants  and  wishes,  and 
that,  by  this  means,  a  more  ready  inter- 
course and  interchange  of  opinion  might 
be  effected,  which  would  be  conducive 
to  the  interests  of  all  concerned ;  that  if 
such  a  Department  had  existed,  it  would 
have  been  able  to  have  g^ven  valuable 
assistance  to  the  Itoyal  Commission  now 
sitting,  by  ooUectinfi^  and  forwarding 
evidence  and  giving  its  opinion  respect- 
ing the  causes  of  the  present  depression. 
Why  was  England  tne  only  important 
coimtry  that  had  not  a  responsible  Mi- 
nister and  a  distinct  Department  to  super- 
vize  these  two  important  interests  ?  Other 
coimtries  had  adopted  the  system  which 
he  advocated ;  it  had  been  found  satis- 
factory and  successful;  and  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  know  why  they  should  be  the 
only  country  in  the  world  to  neglect 
talung  this  prudent  step.  France,  Aus- 
tria, Qermany,  Belgium,  Italy,  Holland, 
almost  every  civilized  State,  and  even 
Japan,  had  a  Minister  whose  duty  it  was 
to  attend  to  these  g^eat  Departments; 
and  the  United  States,  our  chief  com- 
petitor in  all  agricultural  produce,  had 
a  separate  Depa^ment  for  Agriculture. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Somerset  (Mr.  B.  H.  Paget)  had  askod 
a  Question  with  regard  to  certain  inte- 
resting documents  relating  to  Ax^cul- 
tore  m  the  United  States ;  and  some 
of  those  Papers  were  now  in  the  Library, 
and  they  were  most  interesting.  This 
Department  in  the  United  States  super- 
intended evervthine  connected  with  Agri- 
oolture;  it  diffusea  the  most  useful  in- 
formation respecting  seeds,  plants,  and 
manures ;  it  report^  annually  to  Con- 
gress, not  only  with  reference  to  its 
own  agriculture,  but  of  that  of  all 
other  foreign  countries.  Surely  we, 
who  are  suffering  so  severely  from  this 
competition,  needed  equ^  facilities 
and  opportunities.  There  was  plenty  i 
of  information  to  be  got;  but  in  thin 
country  it  was  no  one's  business  to 
procure  it.  The  Beports  sent  home  hy 
our  Consuls  were  seldom  tabulated  or 
utilized.  Had  responsibility  attached 
to  one  Department,  greater  attention 
would  have  been  paid  to  our  foroi<^n 
Tariffs;  our  Commercial  Treaties  would 

have  boen  more  carefully  oonsidored ,  | 


our  Colonies  would  not  have  esta- 
blished hostile  Tariffis  against  the  Mother 
Country ;  we  should  nave  made  more 
favourable  terms  for  our  manufactures 
when  we  repealed  the  Sugar  Duties 
in  1864.  But  these  would  not  have 
been  all  the  advantages.  We  would 
not  have  had  the  Bankruptcy  Laws, 
which  were  a  scandal  to  this  coimtry, 
so  long  unsettled.  Because  no  one  De- 
partment was  individually  responsible 
for  these  matters  our  national  inte- 
rests had  severely  suffered ;  nay,  more, 
they  had  been  seriously  imperilled. 
He  wished  to  say  something  as  to  the 
anomalies  of  the  present  system.  Those 
anomalies  were  palpable  and  patent  to 
all.  The  various  duties  of  the  different 
Departments  connected  with  Agriculture 
and  Commerce  were  absurdly  incon- 
gruous. Their  affairs  were  distributed 
over  so  many  Denartments  of  the  Go« 
vemment — which  had  no  relation  with 
one  another — that  it  was  impossible  to 
get  information  without  great  incon- 
venience and  loss  of  time.  For  instance, 
if  one  wanted  to  get  any  information 
about  the  Diseases  of  Cattle,  he  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Minister  who  looked  after 
Art  and  Science,  Education,  and  He- 
ligion  ;  if  one  wished  to  hear  something 
about  Agricultural  Statistics  or  Com  Ee- 
tums,  he  was  referred  to  the  Minister 
whose  main  duty  it  was  to  look  after  Kail- 
ways  and  Ships ;  while  the  right  hon. 
Ghentleman  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  (Mr.  Dodson),  to  whom 
they  looked  for  information  with  regard 
to  Public  Highways,  Eoads,  and  Bridges, 
had  for  his  main  duty  to  look  after 
Paupers.  The  result  was  that  they  never 
knew  from  what  Member  of  the  (Jovem- 
ment  agricultural  legislation  was  to 
come.  The  Agricultural  Holdings  Act 
was  introduced  in  the  last  Government 
by  his  late  lamented  Friend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Hunt).  But 
the  greatest  anomaly  of  all  was  the  Board 
of  Trade.  The  Board  of  Trade  was  a 
mythical  body.  It  contained  no  Depart- 
ment of  Trade  at  all.  It  was  no  Board. 
It  novor  met  as  a  Board.  He  believed  the 
Lord  Chancellor  was  a  member  of  the 
Board,  and  also  the  Speaker;  but  he 
would  not  venture  to  aRK  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  ho  ever  attended  the 
Board.  II o  contended  that  the  designa- 
tion was  obsolete,  and  that  it  ought  to  be 
abolinluMl.  Tlio  Board  of  Trade,  as  it 
at  present  existed,  had  neither  the  ne- 

cofsaxy  organization;  nor  did  it  possess 
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the  requisite  power,  to  carry  out  its  im- 
portant functions.  In  the  Board  of 
Trade  they  had  no  Commercial  Depart- 
ment to  look  after  the  Indian  or  Colo- 
nijd  Trade,  or  Commercial  Treaties,  or 
their  Tariffs  at  home  or  abroad.  If 
any  illustrious  foreigner  were  to  ask  any 
Member  of  the  House  the  simple  ques- 
tion. What  Department  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  country  directed  our  com- 
mercial policy ;  or  what  provision  was 
made  with  respect  to  our  agricultural 
interests?  he  thought  there  would  be 
considerable  difficulty  in  giving  ayy 
satisfactory  response.  The  answer  might 
be,  **  No  one ;  "  or  *^  the  Executive ; "  or 
'  *  the  Government  generally,"  or, perhaps, 
**  the  Cabinet."  If  the  latter  were  the  cor- 
rect answer,  it  might  be  thought  to  be  an- 
other illustration  of  the  truth  of  the  old 
adage,  that  what  was  "  everybody's  busi- 
ness was  nobody's."  If  the  responsibility 
was  distributed  among  the  12  or  14  Gen- 
tlemen who  generally  composed  a  Cabi- 
net, each  of  whom  had  specific  duties  in 
his  own  Department,  and  more  than 
sufficient  to  monopolize  his  entire  time 
and  attention,  it  would  only  be  natural 
that  they  would  postpone  and  neglect 
the  consideration  of  those  duties  for 
which  they  were  not  individually  re- 
sponsible, and  that,  at  all  events,  they 
would  be  inefficiently  discharged.  But  he 
might  be  told  that  it  was  easy  to  criticize. 
What  remedy  did  he  suggest  ?  It  was 
not  his  duty  to  propose  a  remedy  for  an 
acknowledged  grievance.  His  only  ob- 
ject was  to  persuade  the  Government 
that  the  difficulty  of  arranging  those 
matters  was  not  insuperable ;  and  if  he 
ventured  to  suggest  what  duties  might 
be  transferred  to  a  new  Department,  it 
must  be  understood  that  he  was  not 
attempting  to  lay  down  any  hard-and- 
fast  line,  or  desiring  to  dictate  to  those 
in  authority.  To  carry  out  his  object, 
he  did  not  cousider  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  re-organize  all  the  other  Depart- 
ments, or  to  re-adjust  their  duties.  It 
would  not  even  be  necessary  to  create 
a  new  Department;  but  it  would  be 
absolutely  necessary  that  all  the  func- 
tions relating  to  Agriculture  and  Com- 
merce, which  at  present  were  so  irregu- 
larly and  unsystematically  administered, 
should  be  concentrated  in  one  and  the 
same  Department.  It  was  not  neces- 
sary to  create  new  work,  but  only  to  re- 
distribute existing  work.  They  wanted 
one  Minister  with  two  separate  or  dis- 
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tinct  Departments,  each  Departmentpoe- 
sessing  separate  and  permanent  offi- 
cial Staffs ;  one  Department  dealing  ex- 
clusively with  agricultural  subjects,  the 
other  with  commercial  matters  ;  and 
under  the  Minister  he  would  like  to 
see  a  Parliamentary  Secretary  attached 
to  each  Department.  The  Ag^cultural 
Department  might  include — (1.)  Super- 
vision of  traffic,  transit,  and  diseases  of 
Stock,  now  under  the  Privy  Council 
Office ;  (2.)  the  duties  now  discharged 
by  the  Copyhold  Tithe  and  Inclosure 
Commissioners,  and  also  agpricultund 
legislation,  now  under  the  Home  Office ; 
(3.)  the  classification  and  circulation  of 
all  information  received  from  Ck>nsular 
Agents,  as  well  as  the  collection,  tabu- 
lation, and  publication  of  Agricultural 
Statistics  and  Com  Returns,  now  under 
the  Board  of  Trade ;  and  (4.)  the  ad- 
ministration of  roads,  highways,  and 
bridges,  now  under  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  might  properly  be  trans- 
ferred to  this  Department.  All  these 
Departments  were  at  present  heavily 
weighted ;  and  their  duties  would  be 
somewhat  diminished,  with  benefit  to 
themselves  and  with  great  advantage 
to  the  public.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk) 
would  be  more  competent,  as  President 
of  the  Chambers  of  Commerce,  to  define 
the  duties  which  should  be  transferred 
to  the  Commercial  Department ;  but  all 
would  agree  that  they  should  include 
Tariff  regulations  at  home  and  abroad, 
Treaties  of  Commerce,  factory  labour, 
&c.  These  new  Departments  should  not 
be  overburdened  at  first ;  they  should 
grow  gradually,  and  work  should  be 
transferred  to  them  tentatively  and  by 
degrees.  It  had  been  said  that  at  pre- 
sent the  different  Commercial  and  Agri- 
cultural Societies  furnished  more  informa- 
tion of  statistical  and  other  kinds  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  than  the  latter  did  to 
them.  The  Royal  Agricultural  Society 
had  been  of  great  use  in  that  respect. 
Questions  were  often  submitted  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  Agricultural  Societies. 
He  thought  in  those  matters  reciprocity 
should  be  established.  There  was  only 
one  industry  in  the  country  which  was 
to  any  considerable  extent  supported  by 
the  Government,  and  that  was  mining. 
We  wanted,  in  short,  all  matters  con- 
nected with  these  two  interests  concen- 
trated into  one  Department,  where  all 
legislative  and  administrative  questioxu 
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oonneoted  with  them  would  be  dealt 
with.  We  wanted  one  recognized  au- 
thority, who  would  institute  inquiries 
and  initiate  measures  calculated  to  pro- 
mote their  welfare.  We  wanted  to  fix 
and  concentrate  responsibility.  If  the 
functions  of  the  Executive  Government 
were  collected  into  one  group,  instead  of 
being  scattered  over  so  many  Depart- 
ments, they  could  be  more  easily  and 
efficiently  managed.  At  present,  there 
was  no  system  or  symmetry.  There  was 
a  total  absence  ,^of  homogeneous  classi- 
fication. The  affairs  of  Agriculture  and 
Commerce  were  divided  between  the 
Home  Office,  Foreign  Office,  Board  of 
Trade,  Privy  Council  Office,  and  Local 
Government  Board.  We  had  separate 
Departments  for  Foreign,  Colonial,  and 
Indian  affairs,  for  our  Army  and  Navy ; 
why  should  not  the  same  care  and  distinc- 
tion be  given  to  these  two  important  in- 
dustries ?  It  might,  no  doubt,  be  said 
that  our  Agriculture  and  Commerce  had 
prospered  without  the  interference  of  Go- 
vernment agency ;  but  never,  in  recent 
times,  had  there  been  so  great  an  agri- 
cultural depression  as  existed  now.  He 
did  not  think  that  the  mere  recurrence 
of  bad  seasons  was  a  sufficient  explana- 
tion of  that  depression.  Foreign  com- 
petition, which  every  year  was  becoming 
more  keen  and  severe,  and  of  which  they 
could  scarcely  predicate  the  extent  or 
result,  was,  no  doubt,  the  chief  cause  of 
our  Buffering.  All  classes  interested  in 
the  land  were  looking  forward  to  the 
ftiture  with  intense  anxiety,  and  with 
no  very  sanguine  expectations.  Few 
farmers  had  made  any  profits  the  last 
four  or  five  years ;  too  many  had  been 
living  on  their  capital,  which  was  well 
nigh  exhausted ;  and,  to  the  great 
majority,  another  bad  season  would 
bring  absolute  ruin.  In  every  county 
they  heard  of  farms  imtenanted,  but, 
what  was  worse,  uncultivated,  of  insol- 
vent tenants,  and  reduced  landlords,  and 
on  many  estates  reduced  rents  barely 
paid  the  interests  of  mortgages  and  of 
charges  settled  upon  them.  Nor  were  the 
accounts  received  of  the  state  of  trade 
at  all  more  encouraging.  The  Board  of 
Trade  Betums  for  the  month  of  April 
showed  a  deficit  of  £1,500,000  of  exports 
of  British  and  Irish  produce  and  manu- 
factures, compared  with  the  correspond- 
ing period  of  last  year ;  and  the  Kt^turns 
for  the  last  four  months  were  equally 
discouraging,    showing     a    deficit    of 


£500,000.  It  was  found  that  our  exports 
steadily  diminished,  and  our  imports  in- 
creased. He  did  not  feel  so  sanguine  as 
some  did  with  reference  to  any  general 
revival  of  trade.  He  would  ask  what 
manufacturing  industry  was  at  present 
prospering  ?  Was  it  the  woollen  trade 
of  Bradford,  where  thousands  of  work- 
people were  weekly  leaving  these  shores 
to  seek  their  fortunes  elsewhere  ?  Was 
it  the  sugar,  or  the  silk  trade  ?  Was  it 
the  cotton  trade  ?  If  the  production  had 
not  diminished,  one  thing  was  certain, 
that  the  profits  were  considerably  less. 
Formerly,  English  Commerce  had  a  mo- 
nopoly ;  it  was  without  a  rival.  Now, 
owing  to  Free  Trade,  and  facilities  of 
intercourse  by  sea  and  by  land,  foreign 
competition  was  pressing  hard  on  home 
producers  in  their  home  markets.  He 
did  not  wish  to  substitute  State  protec- 
tion for  private  energy  and  enterprize ; 
but  he  was  of  opinion  that  every  reason- 
able facility  and  opportunity  must  be 
given,  every  impediment  must  be  re- 
moved, if  they  were  to  hold  their  own  in 
the  unequal  race  in  which  Agriculture 
and  Commerce  were  now  embarked.  He 
hoped  that  he  should  not  receive  from 
the  Government  the  usual  stereotyped 
answer, or  a  mere  vague  assurance  that  the 
question  should  be  carefully  considered. 
It  had  been  taken  up  by  the  majority  of 
the  Chambers  of  Commerce  throughout 
the  country,  and  **  carefully  considered  " 
by  successive  Governments  for  the  last 
20  years ;  and  in  1879  a  majority  of  that 
House  declared  in  favour  of  the  prin- 
ciples which  he  attempted  to  advocate ; 
and  outside  those  walls  this  proposal 
had  the  sanction  of  public  opinion.  In 
1869,  the  then  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  John  Bright)  said  that  he 
would  strongly  recommend  a  considera- 
tion of  the  question  now  before  the 
House  by  the  separate  Departments, 
and  he  promised  some  reforms.  No- 
thing, however,  had  been  done,  though 
1 2  years  had  elapsed.  In  the  absence, 
therefore,  of  a  very  clear  and  sufficient 
statement  from  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  he  should  consider  it  his  duty 
to  divide  the  House  at  the  conclusion  of 
the  debate.  It  was  no  good  to  attempt 
to  patch  up  the  present  system.  That 
had  been  tried  in  186},  and  had  failed. 
They  could  not  afford  to  wait  any  longer. 
Foreign  politics  had  necessarily  of  late 
years  monopolized  tluur  time  and  atten- 
tion.    It  was  now  time  to  look  at  home. 


447 


MinUUr  of 


(COMMONS)    Agr%cuUwr$  mi  Commtre^    446 


and  after  their  own  interests.  Those 
important  industries,  Agriculture,  Trade, 
and  Commerce  —  the  source  of  all  our 
national  greatness — were  unanimously 
of  opinion  that  by  such  means  only  as  he 
had  attempted  to  indicate  could  a  satis- 
factory consideration  of  their  interests 
be  secured,  and  they  asked  the  Go- 
vernment, the  Executive  of  the  British 
House  of  Commons  and  of  the  country, 
to  g^ant  them  a  boon  which  they  con- 
fidently believe  would  not  only  tend  to 
further  their  interests,  but  also  tend  to 
promote  the  welfare  and  prosperity  of 
all  classes  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
The  hon.  Baronet  concluded  by  moving 
the  Hesolution  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Mr.  monk  said,  he  had  much  plea- 
sure in  seconding  the  Hesolution.  He 
should,  however,  have  preferred  a  Ee- 
Bolution  stating  the  expediency  of  giving 
Cabinet  rank  to  a  Minister  of  Agriculture 
and  Commerce.  His  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
Massy  Lopes)  had  referred  to  the  sanc- 
tion given  by  the  late  House  of  Com- 
mons to  a  similar  proposal  in  1 879,  which 
was  brought  forwara  by  Mr.  Sampson 
Lloyd,  and  adopted  affcer  a  lone  discus- 
sion. It  had  become  his  (Mr.  Monk's) 
duty  in  February  last  to  transmit  to  the 
Prime  Minister  a  Memorial  from  the  As- 
sociation of  Chambers  of  Commerce  in 
favour  of  the  appointment  of  a  Minister 
of  Commerce  and  Ag^culture.  At  the 
same  time,  he  pointed  out  to  the  Prime 
Minister  that  the  Resolution  of  1879  had 
remained  for  nearly  two  years  unchal- 
lenged in  the  Journals  of  the  House,  and 
reminded  him  that  it  had  been  supported 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  for  L*eland  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster),  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  present  Vice  President  of  the  Privy 
Council  (Mr.  Mundella),  and  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  present  Soli- 
citor General  (Sir  Farrer  Herschell), 
while  no  single  Member  of  the  present 
Government  voted  against  it.  The  hon. 
Member  for  South  Devon  had  made  out 
an  excellent  case  in  favour  of  entrusting 
agricultural  interests  to  a  separate  De- 
partment of  the  State.  He  pointed  out 
the  strong  objections  that  existed  to  the 
intorosts  of  Agriculture  being  confided 
to  three  or  four  separate  Departments. 
If  that  were  so  with  regard  to  Agri- 
culture, how  much  more  was  it  the  case 
with  regard  to  the  commercial  interests 
of  the  country  ?  The  Board  of  Trade,  the 
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Foreign  Office,  the  Colonial  Office,  and, 
he  beUeved,  ti^e  Lord  Chancellor,  with 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  shared 
the  cares  and  responsibifidee  of  watch- 
ing over  the  interests  of  Trade  and  Com- 
merce in  this  country.  The  servicee  of  so 
many  Departments  being  called  in,  the 
results  were  not  likely  to  be  satis&ctoij. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  shown  that  this 
was  not  the  case  in  other  countries.     In 
France,  Germany,  Austria,  Italy,    and 
Belgium,  the  interests  of  Commerce  aad 
Agriculture  were  considered  of  sofficie&t 
importance  to  be  confided  to  a  special 
Department  of  the  State.     Some  years 
ago — in  1864 — ^the  relations  between  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  the  Foreign  Office 
with  reference  to  Commercial  Treaties 
were  considered  by  a  Committee  pre- 
sided over  by  his  (Mr.  Monk's)  right 
hon.  Friend  Uie  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (Mr.  W.  K 
Forster) ;  and  in  consequence  of  their 
Beport  a  Commercial  Department  was 
established  in  the  Foreign  Office.     To 
some  extent  that  had  proved  an  im- 
provement.     No    one,    he    was    sure, 
whose  duties  had   brought    him    into 
contact  with  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  oould  fail 
to  ^ve  him  credit  for  zeal,  courtesy, 
and  singular  ability.    The  same  mi^t 
be  said  of  Mr.  Kennedy,  at  the  Foreign 
Office.    But,  in  spite  of  all  that,  the 
arrangement  had  not  proved  quite  suc- 
cessful.   If  he  (Mr.  Monk)  were  asked 
why,  he  should  say  there  was  too  much 
mystery  about  the  Foreign  Office.    A 
diplomatic  atmosphere  pervaded  it  which 
commercial  men  foimd  absolutely  chil- 
ling.     They  had  an  instinctive  dread  of 
the  Foreign  Office,  and  preferred  resort- 
ing for  counsel  to  the  Board  of  Trade ; 
but  the  duties  of  that  Department  had 
been  so  largely  increased    by    recent 
legislation    in    reference  to    Merchant 
Shipping,  Hailways,  and  other  matters, 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  convert 
it   into   a  Ministry  of   Commerce    and 
Agriculture.     There  was  ample  room  for 
a  now  Department.     If  he  might  be 
allowed  to  throw  out  a  hint,  he  would 
venture  to  suggest  that  the  noble  Lord, 
so  long  and  honourably  connected  with 
the  Board  of  Trade,  who  had  recently 
received  the  appointment  of  Lord  Privy 
Seal  (Lord   Carliugford),   must   feel   a 
thirst  for  work,  and  feel  humiliated  by 
occupying  a  sinecure   Office,  or,  at  all 
events,  at   the  prospect  of  doing  the 
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work  of  odd  man  in  the  Oabinet.  In 
oonolusion,  he  would  remind  the  Prime 
Minifiter  that  le^slation  was  hanging 
fire,  that  the  Bankruptcy  Bill  had  made 
no  progress,  that  the  Law  of  Partner- 
ship required  consolidation  and  amend- 
ment, that  the  Patent  Laws  required 
revision,  while  Bills  of  Sale  were  a 
scandal  and  a  disgrace  under  the  pre- 
sent law ;  and  last — not  least — the  ques- 
tion of  a  new  Anglo-French  Commercial 
Treaty  must  be  decided  within  a  very 
few  weeks.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  expressed  a  h<^e  that  the  Prime 
Minister  would  give  his  sanction  to  a 
Motion  which  had  received  the  support 
of  a  Member  of  the  Oabinet  ana  of 
other  Members  of  the  Government. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  th« 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  word^ 
"  it  is  desirable  that  the  functions  of  the  Execu- 
tive Govemroent  which  especially  relate  to  Agri- 
culture and  Commerce  should,  as  far  as  possiblo, 
be  administered  by  a  distinct  department,  and 
be  presided  over  by  a  responsible  Minister  of 
the  Crown," — (Sir  Mtusey  Loptt,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  when  I  heard 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  op- 
posite (Sir  Massey  Lopes)  described  to 
me  at  the  outset  in  general  terms,  I  was 
afraid  it  was  of  a  character  similar  to 
that  of  1879,  which  undoubtedly  it  would 
have  been  my  duty  to  resist.  I  could 
not,  in  any  circumstances,  consent  to  any 
Parliamentary  Resolution  going  to  de- 
termine by  a  vote  of  this  House  who 
should  be,  under  all  circumstances,  con- 
stituent Members  of  the  Oabinet.  I  shall 
not  trouble  the  House  with  my  reasons ; 
but  they  are  grave  and  serious.  How- 
ever, I  am  perfectly  satisfied  with  the 
manner  in  which  the  hon.  Member  op- 
posite has  framed  the  Hesolution  and 
stated  his  case.  What  the  hon.  Member 
states  is — ''  I  am  satisfied  that  there  will 
be  such  a  development  of  these  functions, 
if  you  will  only  allow  it,  that  the  impor- 
tance of  the  Minister  will  bring  about 
a  state  of  public  opinion  which  will  in- 
volve a  sure  corollary  that  the  man  who 
has  Buoh  functions  to  discharge  must  be 
a  Member  of  the  Oabinet."  Upon  that 
footing  I  am  perfectly  ready  to  leave  the 
matter.     I  am  not  so  sanguine  as  the 
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hon.  Member  may  be  as  to  the  very 
rapid  and  early  accumidation  of  those 
functions  ;  but  it  is  a  perfectly  fair  state- 
ment. Then,  again,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  very  judiciously  said  that  this  is  to 
be  a  union,  **  as  far  as  possible,"  of  the 
functions  relating  to  Oommerce  and  to 
Agriculture  by  a  distinct  Department 
under  a  responsible  Minister  of  the 
Crown.  I  think  that  we  have  advanced 
a  little  further  in  this  direction — a  little 
further  than  the  hon.  Oentleman  is,  per- 
haps, aware  of.  There  is  certainly  no- 
thing unreasonable  in  the  general  pro- 
position that  those  functions  of  Trade 
and  Oommerce  should  be  associated  to- 
gether in  the  same  Department.  To 
that  general  proposition,  qualified  as  it 
is  by  the  practical  consideration  involved 
in  the  words  "as  far  as  possible,"  we 
are  ready  to  assent.  Let  me,  in  passing, 
express  regret  that  the  hon.  Oentleman 
should,  as  is  not  unnatural  for  him  to 
do,  have  imported  into  this  discussion 
references  to  the  present  state  of  Agri- 
culture, which  I  agree  with  him  in  de- 
ploring. I  am  only  sorry  for  it  on  this 
g^und,  that  I  fear  lest  it  should  lead  to 
expectations  in  connection  with  his  Mo- 
tion, which  expectations,  if  they  presume 
that  any  great  and  rapid  improvement 
will  be  brought  about  by  any  adminis- 
trative change  we  coidd  make,  woidd  be 
soon  turned  to  bitter  disappointment.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
is  quite  accurate  in  all  his  references  to 
foreign  countries.  I  am  informed,  for 
example,  that  there  is  nothing  in  the 
United  States  like  a  Minister  of  Agri- 
culture, and  that  the  Agricultural  Bureau 
is  simply  statistical.  I  am  also  informed 
that  they  have  no  legislation  whatever 
in  the  tlnited  States,  even  upon  such 
important  subjects  as  the  contagious 
diseases  of  animals.  Passing  from  that 
subject,  I  cannot  quite  admit  that  there 
has  been  a  want  of  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject of  foreign  Tariffs  owing  to  the  want 
of  a  formal  recognition  of  a  Minister  of 
Agriculture  and  Commerce.  It  was  my 
fate  to  be  Vice  President,  and  after- 
wards President,  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
during  a  period  when  this  country  was 
endeavouring  to  enter  into  foreign  Tariff 
Treaties,  and  I  say  without  hesitation 
that  the  machinery  of  the  Oovemment 
was  perfectly  adequate  for  the  purpose. 
The  failure  of  our  attempts  was  un- 
doubtedly on  account  of  the  difficulties 
inherent  in  the   case,  and  was  by  no 
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means  due  to  any  unfortunate  dualism 
between  the  Board  of  Trade  and  the 
Foreign  Office.  We  did  after  that  con- 
clude a  great  Commercial  Treaty,  which 
for  the  last  20  years  has  produced  enor- 
mous benefits.  But  that  was  not  done 
either  by  the  Foreign  Department  or  by 
the  Board  of  Trade.  It  was  done  en- 
tirely as  a  matter  of  revenue  by  com- 
munications between  the  Treasury  and 
Mr.  Gobden,  who  was  residing  and  prac- 
tically representing  this  country  in  Paris. 
As  at  present  advised,  I  am  not  aware 
whether  any  advantage  with  regard  to 
the  negotiation  of  Commercial  Treaties 
would  be  gained  by  a  change  of  arrange- 
ment, seeing  that  additional  expenses 
have  been  incurred  in  the  Foreign  Office, 
and  an  additional  establishment  has  been 
created  in  deference  to  the  wishes  of  the 
commercial  classes  of  this  country.  Quite 
apart  ^m  the  subject  of  Tariff  Treaties 
in  this  coimtry,  we  have  had  in  ex- 
istence for  nearly  60  years  Beciprocity 
Treaties  on  the  basis  of  equal  dues  and 
equal  facilities,  and  Treaties  on  very 
Bound  principles  thus  have  been  made 
without  any  sort  of  conflict  between  the 
Foreign  Department  and  the  Board  of 
Trade.  I  will  explain  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber what  I  mean  by  acceding  to  this 
Motion.  I  understand  myself  to  accede 
to  this  proposition — that  a  Department 
of  State  shall  be  created  to  take  up  and 
meet  any  demand  which  may  arise  in 
connection  with  Commerce  or  Agricul- 
ture ;  and  of  course  we  must  look,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  those  demands  which 
are  proximate  and  within  reach,  and 
which  mainly  have  been  mentioned  by 
the  hon.  Member.  The  office  is  hardly, 
at  the  present  moment,  to  be  made  a 
question  of  title.  The  hon.  Member 
has  animadverted  on  the  constitution  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  as  it  now  stands; 
but  he  has  failed  to  do  full  justice  to  it, 
for  he  omitted  to  name  one  most  dis- 
tinguished and  eminent  member  of  the 
Board.  He  omitted  to  inform  us  that 
the  first  name  upon  the  list  of  members 
of  the  Board  is  the  name  of  the  Lord 
Archbishop  of  Canterburv.  I  myself 
have  a  double  interest  in  the  Board,  for 
I  am  not  only  one  member  of  it,  but  two 
— as  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and 
as  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  There 
was  a  Board  before,  and  it  was  Mr. 
Butke  who  abolished  it,  it  is  supposed, 
about  the  year  17bO,  because,  as  he  de- 
•oribed  it,  there  were  eight  Members 
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receiving  £1,000  a-year  for  doing  rerj 
little,  in  order  that  they  might,  when 
superannuated,  receive  £2,000  a-year 
for  doing  less.  I  do  not  wish  to  commit 
myself  to  the  question  of  Board  or  no 
Board ;  but  I  am  bound  to  admit  that, 
with  due  consideration,  the  question 
may  fairly  be  raised  whether  a  change 
may  not  be  made  in  the  title  of  the 
Board  now  so  well  filled  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  becauM 
they  are — 

**  Lords  of  the  Committee  of  Prirj  Oovndl 
appointed  by  Her  Majesty  for  the  concidermtioa 
of  all  matters  relating  to  Trade  and  Foragn 
Plantations." 

Now,  in  the  word  *'  Plantations  "  there 
is  a  smack  of  agriculture ;  but  it  is 
''Forei^  Plantations."  The  tide,  I 
admit,  is  veiy  incongruous,  and  there 
may  be  a  fair  and  reasonaUe  questioo 
whether  there  may  not  be  a  change  in 
the  title.  I  am  not  prepared  to  announce 
what  the  title  should  be;  but  I  think 
there  should  be  a  change  of  title,  with 
the  view  of  making  it  what  I  have  now 
described — namely,  that  there  should  be 
a  responsible  Department,  of  which  it 
should  be  the  duty  to  take  up  all  func- 
tions connected  with  this  subject  as  fax 
as  possible.  At  the  same  time,  it  is  not 
always  easy  to  say  to  what  particular 
Departments  certain  subjects  snould  be- 
long ;  and,  in  order  to  see  how  far  that 
is  possible,  let  us  take  some  of  the  ques- 
tions that  have  been  raised.  There  are 
many  subjects  and  classes  of  subject* 
that  have  relation  to  more  than  one  De- 
partment. For  instance,  it  has  been 
suggested  that  factory  labour  ought  to 
go  to  the  Board  of  Trade.  I  remember 
having  a  discussion  on  that  subject  with 
the  late  Sir  James  Ghraham,  the  very  first 
Administrator  of  his  day — a  man  having 
one  of  the  most  active,  rapid,  and  com- 
prehensive judgments  on  any  adminis- 
trative question  it  has  ever  been  my  good 
fortune  to  know ;  and  it  was  after  full 
consideration  and  advice  that  factory 
labour  was  attached  to  the  Home  Office. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  ought  to 
be  reversed.  Then,  with  regard  to  Copy- 
holds, the  superintendence  of  the  Home 
Office  over  Copyholds  is  a  superinten- 
tendence  involving  minute  interference 
— whether  it  ought  to  be  treated  as  a 
matter  of  Commerce  and  Agriculture  I 
may  decline  to  give  an  opinion.  With 
regard  to  Highways  little  difficulty  will 
arise.    I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon. 
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Member  himself  has  considered  the 
queetion.  If  he  has,  I  admit  much 
weight  is  due  to  his  opinion;  but  its 
connection  with  Local  Taxation  and  Gk)- 
▼emment  I  cannot  put  out  of  considera- 
tion; and  on  the  question  of  transfer- 
ring it  there  may  be  a  good  deal  of 
doubt.  Then  the  hon.  Member  said, 
with  a  good  deal  of  force,  that  all  agri- 
oultural  statistics  and  all  returns  as  to 
the  sale  of  com,  which  are  records  of 
actual  transactions  and  the  point  on 
which  certain  local  operations  turn,  are 
proper  questions  for  the  Board  of  Trade. 
but  they  are  already  under  the  Board 
of  Trade,  and  no  doubt  they  support  the 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  principle  of  his 
Motion  that  the  functions  may  be  united. 
SeTcral  other  subjects  were  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Member — I  do  not 
wish  to  make  any  invidious  comments 
where  all  are  united.  We  have  put  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  the 
Cabinet ;  and  not  only  so,  but  we  have 
made  some  practical  progress  towards 
the  object  of  the  hon.  Gentleman — 
namely,  bringing  comprehensively  into 
his  hands  the  management  of  all  the 
great  subjects  in  which  the  commercial 
class  are  interested.  There  are  three  of 
these  to  which  we  can  point  during  the 
short  time  we  have  been  in  Office.  There 
ia  the  Patent  Law,  the  Law  of  Partner- 
ship, and  the  Law  of  Bankruptcy — a 
good  earnest,  I  submit,  of  the  disposition 
in  which  we  are  desirous  of  approaching 
this  question.  There  remains  only  one 
important  question  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Member  on  which  I  ought  to  say 
one  word,  and  that  is  the  contagious 
diseases  of  animals.  That  was  a  very 
fair  case  for  him  to  raise,  for  I  think 
0ome  consideration  should  be  g^von  to 
the  anomalous  method  in  which  those 
diseases  are  at  present  dealt  with.  He 
objected  very  much  to  the  answer  ho 
might  receive  from  the  Treasury  Bench; 
but  it  is  one  thing  to  give  a  promise  of 
careful  consideration  as  a  method  of 
getting  rid  of  a  Motion,  and  the  con- 
sideration required  as  to  the  best  method 
of  applying  it ;  and  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  something  may  be  said  for  the  way 
in  which  this  subject  is  now  adminis- 
tered, when  you  have  at  the  head  of  the 
Council  Office  almont  always  a  Noble- 
man or  country  gentleman,  not  only  of 
capacity,  but  of  influence,  conversant 
with  subjects  of  agriculture.  I  might 
mention  such  men  as  Earl  Spencer,  the 


Duke  of  Bichmond,  Lord  Bipon,  and 
the  Duke  of  Marlborough.  There  must 
be  great  advantage  in  an  arrangement 
of  that  kind ;  but,  notwithstanding,  I 
could  not  give  into  the  opinion  that  the 
present  arrangement  should  be  main- 
tained. It  is  hardly  right  to  expect  that 
a  Gentleman  widely  acquainted  with 
ag^eultural  life  should  be  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council,  and  have  charge  of 
educational  matters.  Therefore,  I  think 
there  is  very  much  to  be  said,  and,  in- 
deed, a  general  leaning  in  the  minds  of 
those  Members  of  the  Government  who 
have  considered  the  subject  is,  that  the 
administration  of  the  Contagious  Dis- 
eases of  Animals  Act  should  be  attached 
to  the  Department  which  is  specially 
charged  with  the  affairs  of  Agriculture 
and  Commerce.  I  think  I  have  now 
gone  through  the  main  points  connected 
with  the  case.  There  is  nothing  against 
which  the  Government  and  the  House 
ought  to  be  so  much  on  their  guard  as 
the  re-organization  of  a  Department; 
and  nothing,  I  am  sure,  could  be  more 
unwise,  as  connected  with  our  responsi- 
bilities with  the  public  funds,  than  to 
set  out  with  purposely  instituting  an  ex- 
tensive series  of  offices,  each  with  sala- 
ries attached  ;  but  we  undertake  to  fulfil 
the  pledge  that  means  shall  not  be  want- 
ing for  assuming,  and  adequately  dis- 
charging, such  functions  as  have  been 
described  when  they  come  into  view. 
The  Board  of  Trade  has  been  re-or- 
ganized over  and  over  again  ;  but  what 
does  it  mean?  It  means  the  superan- 
nuation of  a  great  number  of  public 
officers,  and  the  institution  of  a  great 
number  of  new  public  officers,  who  are 
probably  again,  after  the  lapse  of  a  de- 
corous number  of  years,  to  be  again 
superannuated.  We  ought  to  adapt  our 
machinery  to  the  work  to  be  done,  and 
not  set  up  a  new  machine,  before  we 
know  that  it  will  have  work  to  do  or 
not.  That  is  the  spirit  in  which  we  are 
prepared  to  accept  this  Motion ;  and  if 
we  do  not  act  upon  it  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  hon.  Member,  he  will,  no  doubt, 
be  prepared  to  call  us  by-and-bye  to  ac- 
count, and  if  we  cannot  tell  a  reasonable 
story,  we  shall,  no  doubt,  receive  an 
adequate  measure  of  animadversion. 

Mr.  B.  H.  PAGET  said,  he  had  heard 
with  the  greatest  satisfaction  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
There  were  some  points,  however,  on 
which  he  wished  to  receive  further  iu- 
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formation.  The  first  related  to  agri- 
oultural  statistics ;  and  in  reference  to  it 
the  Statistical  Department  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  was  one  to  which  great  atten- 
tion should  be  paid.  To  be  of  any  real, 
practical  value,  the  information  should 
DO  fresh,  for  stale  statistics,  like  stale 
fish,  were  of  no  use  whatever.  The 
American  Oommissioner  of  Agriculture 
produced  annually  the  most  valuable 
Beports — nay,  produced  Beports  month 
by  month.  He  (Mr.  K.  H.  Paget)  had 
been  the  means  of  procuring,  through 
the  courtesy  of  the  hon.  Baronet  me 
Under  Secretary  of  State. for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  those 
annual  and  monthly  Beports  for  the 
Library  of  the  House.  In  America  they 
were  not  satisfied  with  leaving  industiy 
entirely  unaided,  nor  ashamed  to  go  out 
of  their  way  to  procure  information  about 
crops,  cultivation,  machinery,  manures, 
ana  other  things  connected  with  agri- 
culture, and  place  that  information  at 
the  service  of  agriculturists.  The  Com- 
missioner of  Afipriculture  stated  that,  by 
obtaining  all  the  necessary  information, 
he  hoped  to  enable  even  new  industries 
to  be  successfully  prosecuted,  and  he 
pointed  to  the  action  of  England  in  the 
cultivation  of  tea  in  Assam,  which,  he 
said,  in  spite  of  repeated  difficulties  and 
disappointments,  had  proved  a  success, 
and  that  the  success  was  largely  due  to 
the  expenditure  of  State  funds.  The 
American  Agricultural  Department  had 
larg^  funds  at  their  disposal,  and  em- 
ployed them  in  proourinff  useful  sta- 
tistics, which  Uiey  put  S)rth  for  the 
public  benefit.  He  wanted  to  ask,  would 
there  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  Uie  new 
Department  a  sum  of  money  to  do  what 
was  so  ably  done  in  the  United  States  ? 
If  he  desired  to  obtain  agricultural  sta- 
tistics now,  he  had  to  go  up  and  down, 
through  half-a-dozen  Departments.  He 
was  sorry  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
was  not  in  his  place,  that  he  might  thank 
him  for  having  so  courteously  placed  at 
his  disposal  most  useful  information 
from  the  United  States.  The  ffreat  point 
was  that  everything  connected  with  agri- 
culture should  be  focussed  and  brought 
together  into  one  Department.  At  pre- 
sent agricultural  information  was  scat- 
tered in  Beports  from  India  and  in 
the  Statistical  Abstracts  of  the  Foreign 
Office,  and  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  But 
they  wanted  something  more  than  to 
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have  this  information  all  in  one  place; 
it  ought  to  be  digested  and  printed  at 
the  expense  of  the  State,  so  as  to  be 
easily  available  for  those  outside.  In 
America,  the  state  of  agriculture  was 
carefully  watched  by  the  authorities, 
who  were  at  the  utmost  pains  to  circu- 
late information  among  the  farmCTS. 
For  instance,  certain  failures  in  the 
grass  lands  having  been  reported,  the 
Department  issued  for  the  benefit  of  the 
farmers  an  illustrated  series  of  specimens 
of  different  grasses,  explaining  their  re- 
lative value  and  determining  the  best 
kind  to  grow  and  the  best  way  of  g^row- 
ing  it.  That  was  what  he  hoped  xnig^ 
be  done  in  England  by  an  Agricultural 
Department.  It  ought,  however,  to  be 
something  more  than  a  Department ;  to 
use  the  Prime  Minister's  words,  "to 
meet  any  demands  which  may  arise  in 
regard  to  agriculture,"  it  ought  to  have 
the  power  of  obtaining  information,  and 
of  spending  money  in  circulating  it.  He 
urged  that  when  the  Department  was 
created  the  two  interests  of  Agrioultnxe 
and  Commerce  should  be  kept  separate, 

S resided  over,  perhaps,  by  a  sin^^ 
[inister,  but  with  an  Under  Secretary 
of  State  responsible  for  each  separate 
branch.  He  thought  the  demand  was 
not  unreasonable,  considering  the  great 
importance  of  Agriculture,  and  the  fact 
that,  with  a  dwindling  trade,  its  im- 
portance was  graduallv  increasing. 

Mb.  SLAG^  said,  in  rising  to  say  a 
few  words,  he  must  express  his  satisfac- 
tion at  the  prospect  that  the  commercnal 
community  were  to  obtain  more  atten- 
tion in  future ;  for  it  had  often  struck 
him  as  being  surprising  that,  consider- 
ing the  vast  importance  of  our  commer« 
cial  relations,  so  little  attention  had  been 
paid  by  the  Legislature  to  the  question 
now  raised.  It  had  been  the  opinion  of 
a  large  portion  of  the  community  for 
many  years  that  a  separate  Department 
should  be  instituted  for  commercial 
affairs,  and  that  the  Minister  shoold 
have  a  seat  in  the  Cabinet.  He  must 
say,  however,  that  he  felt  Uie  difficult 
of  establishing  a  new  Department.  Wi^ 
reference  to  that  question,  our  commer- 
cial information  was  now  collected  ftom 
a  large  number  of  Gk)vemment  Depart- 
ments which  had  little  connection  wiUi 
each  other  and  very  little  S3rmpathy,  and 
in  many  instances  were  at  vanance  with 
each  other.  It  was  therefore  impos- 
sible that  these  numerous  Departments 
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could  work  toffetber  harmoniouslj  as 
they  were  constituted  at  present.  Look- 
ing at  the  number  of  Offices  with  which 
the  commercial  interests  were  at  present 
placed,  he  found  that  the  India  Office 
controlled  the  trading  relations  of  that 
country,  the  Colonial  Office  undertook  to 
supervise  the  commercial  affairs  of  the 
Oolonies,  the  Board  of  Trade  undertook 
an  endless  variety  of  commercial  func- 
tions, and  the  Privy  Oouncil  was  charged 
with  many  peculiar  duties  connected  with 
the  trade  of  the  country,  besides  that 
of  Education,  while  the  Foreign  Office 
undertook  matters  connected  with  the 
negotiation  of  Treaties.  Some  time 
ago  the  formation  of  a  Commercial  De- 
partment at  the  Foreign  Office  led  them 
to  hope  that  better  attention  would  be 
given  to  these  affairs.  But  he  was 
very  sorry  to  say  that  though  it  was 
directed  by  gentlemen  of  high  ability, 
it  was  still  very  far  short  of  that  effi- 
ciency which  they  had  a  right  to  expect. 
His  (Mr.  Slagg's)  idea  was  that  before 
they  established  a  separate  Bureau,  they 
should  try  to  develop  the  existing  Offices 
by  making  them  so  strong  in  the  dis- 
charge of  their  duties  that  in  course  of 
time,  when  they  could  walk  alone,  the 
information  they  supplied  might  be  con- 
centrated. But  before  that  was  done 
there  must  be  a  very  great  increase  in 
their  efficiency.  The  misfortune  was  that 
in  Government  Offices  commerce  was 
looked  upon  as  a  somewhat  ignoble  career 
for  gentlemen  who  wished  for  promotion ; 
and  the  reason  of  that  was  that,  to  some 
extent,  commercial  affairs  were  not  re- 
garded as  comparable  in  importance  with 
such  matters  as  the  Eastern  Question,  and 
no  encouragement  was  given  for  the  pur- 
suit of  matters  connected  with  com- 
merce. Any  plan  that  would  produce 
such  an  encouragement  would,  he  con- 
sidered, be  of  much  value  to  the  country. 
He  hoped  in  filling  up  the  important 
office  it  would  not  be  conferred  upon  a 
mere  official  of  the  Government.  Ue 
hoped  he  would  at  least  be  thoroughly 
conversant  with  commercial  affairs.  He 
was  sure  it  would  not  benefit  the  agri- 
cultural or  commercial  community  to 
have  a  Minister  appointed  simply  on 
Party  grounds.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
told  them  that  he  thought  one  Minister 
would  be  competent  to  attend  both  to 
Agriculture  and  Commerce ;  but  what  a 
new  Minister  could  do  for  Agriculture 
•xoept  ia  the  matter  of  statistics  he  was 


somewhat  at  a  loss  to  see.  It  was  true 
that  such  statistics  were  of  great  interest 
and  value ;  but  it  had  been  suggested 
that  the  duty  of  a  Minister  of  Agri- 
culture was  to  do  something  for  the 
protection  of  agricultural  pr(>auce.  If 
that  was  to  be  ms  duty,  he  (Mr.  Slagg) 
was  quite  unable  to  assent  to  it.  If  a 
new  Minister  for  Agriculture  and  Com- 
merce were  appointed,  he  trusted  he 
would  be  a  man  conversant  with  business, 
and  not  a  mere  official.  He  was  heartily 
pleased  that  so  much  attention  had  been 
given  to  the  subject  to-night.  It  was 
certain  that  the  interests  of  Trade  and 
Commerce  had  suffered  seriously  from 
official  neglect;  and,  after  what  had  fallen 
from  the  Treasury  Bench,  he  looked  for- 
ward to  the  introduction  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  some  practical  scheme  for  placing 
those  interests  as  regarded  our  relations 
with  foreign  countries  on  a  more  satis- 
factory footing  in  relation  to  their  ad- 
ministration than  they  occupied  at  the 
present  time. 

Sib  JOHN  KENNAWAY  said,  that, 
in  connection  with  the  subject,  he  deeply 
reg^tted  the  absence  from  the  House  of 
Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd,  who  in  times  past 
had  so  ably  advocated  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Ministry  of  Agriculture  and 
Commerce  ;  but  they  had  reason,  he 
thought,  to  congratulate  themselves  on 
the  great  progpress  which  their  ideas  had 
made  of  recent  years.  The  ag^cultural 
and  commercial  depression  from  which 
the  coimtry  had  suffered  had  disabused 
people  of  the  notion  that  they  could  do 
everything  for  themselve8,in  the  same  way 
as  ourrecent  military  reverses  had  taught 
us  that  an  Englishman  was  no  longer  a 
match  for  three  foreigners.  It  was  felt 
that  this  country  was  engaged  in  a  com- 
petition so  severe  with  other  countries 
that  they  could  not  afford  to  lose  a  single 
point  of  advantage.  So  far  as  regarded 
the  agriculturists,  they  had  a  right  to 
ask  the  Government  that  they  should 
have  the  best  and  fullest  information 
upon  the  agriculture  of  foreign  countiies 
laid  before  them,  such  as  that  referred 
to  as  furnished  by  the  American  Bureau. 
Ue  considered  that  the  way  in  which  the 
debate  had  been  carried  on,  and  the  tone 
in  which  the  Prime  Minister  had  met 
the  Motion,  were  matters  of  great  en- 
couragement ;  and  he  contended  that  the 
appointment  of  a  Minister  of  Ag^cul- 
ture  and  Commerce  would  be  of  g^eat 
benefit  to  both  Departments.    At  the 
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same  time,  he  did  not  anticipate  that  the 
establishment  of  the  proposed  new  De- 
partment would  induce  people  engaged 
m  business  pursuits  to  lean  too  much 
upon  the  Government,  or  that  it  would 
discourage  the  spirit  of  self-reliance 
which  of  necessity  would  always  be  the 
main-spring  of  our  agricultural  and 
commercial  industry. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  no- 
thing  delighted  him  more  than  the  evi- 
dent anxiety  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
directly  represented  the  agricultural  inte- 
rest that  the  agricultural  concerns  of  this 
country,  and  particularly  questions  deal- 
ing with  the  import  of  cattle,  should  be 
placed  under  the  power  of  a  Minister 
who  was  intimately  connected  with  the 
trade  of  the  country.  Though  those 
functions  could  not,  perhaps,  be  in  better 
hands  than  they  were  at  present,  still 
there  would  be  obvious  advantage  in 
matters  connected  with  the  food  supply 
of  the  country  being  in  the  hands  of  a 
Minister  who  was  better  acquainted 
than  it  was  possible  probably  for  any 
Lord  President  of  the  Council  to  be  ac- 
quainted with  the  demands  of  the  great 
commercial  population  in  regard  to  the 
food  supply.  Greatly  as  he  sympathized 
with  the  object  of  the  Resolution,  and 
agreeing  with  much  of  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Massey 
Lopes),  he  failed,  to  some  extent,  to 
concur  with  him,  because  of  the  precise 
terms  in  which  the  Resolution  was  ex- 
pressed. He  sympathized  very  much 
with  the  remarks  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, who,  in  the  fulness  of  an  un- 
rivalled experience,  showed  them  some 
of  the  difficulties  connected  with  this 
very  important  subject.  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet opposite  spoke  of  the  different 
arrangements  that  obtained  in  the 
Governments  of  Continental  Europe. 
The  difference  of  those  arrangements 
was  due  to  the  fact  that  their  Foreign 
Offices  were  still  less  concerned  than  our 
own  with  the  commercial  interests  of  the 
country,  and  that  was,  in  his  opinion, 
a  disadvantage.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Slagg), 
who  spoke  with  an  experience  which 
few  Members  of  the  House  could  claim, 
had  expressed  satisfaction  with  the  Com- 
mercial Department  of  the  Foreign  Office. 
He  hoped  most  heartily  that  the  Depart- 
ment would  be  rendered  both  more  prac- 
tical and  more  important.  Mr.  Cooden 
onoe   remarked   that   an   Ambassador 
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should  be  a  commercial  traveller  of  lus 
country.  It  would  be  a  disastrous  day 
for  this  country  when  those  who  were 
concerned  in  the  foreign  relations  of  tlie 
country  should  cease  to  have  intimate 
and  important  connection  with  the  com- 
mercial concerns  of  the  commonitj. 
The  difficulty  of  the  subject  enlarged  as 
one  looked  upon  it  more  closely,  and 
when  the  Prime  Minister  alluded  to  the 
fanciful  title  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
Plantations,  he  pointed  to  a  reform  whidi 
must  occur  to  the  minds  of  practical  men. 
The  Board  of  Trade  had  the  title  of 
dealing  with  foreign  plantations  which 
had  become  long  since  independent  of 
the  Government  of  this  country.  In 
order  to  give  our  Government  a  more 
practical  character,  he  hoped  the  Board 
of  Trade  would  take  a  new  appellation. 
But  the  Board  of  Trade  had  begun  a  new 
career  under  the  presidency  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain),  and  had  under 
its  administration  the  Patent  Laws  to 
which  the  Premier  had  alluded,  and 
Bankruptcy,  which  were  heretofore  in 
the  hands  of  the  Attorney  General  of 
the  day.  It  was  a  new  departure ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Arnold)  regarded  it  as  a  yerj 
wholesome  improvement.  He  had  a 
strong  expectation  that  there  would  be  an 
increasing  desire  for  some  help  from  the 
Government  with  reference  to  the  present 
depressed  condition  of  agriculture.  80 
long  as  hon.  Gentlemen  confined  their 
demands  to  matters  so  harmless  as  tlie 
title  or  re-arrangement  of  a  Government 
Department,  he,  for  one,  should  not 
complain;  but  he  looked  with  serious 
apprehension  upon  the  character  of  the 
speeches  made  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House  that  night.  If  hon.  Members 
opposite  really  and  sincerely  wished  to 
improve  the  condition  of  agriculturOi 
they  must  not  cry  out  merely  for  a  new 
President  of  a  new  Department ;  but 
they  must  set  their  hands  to  work  to 
reform  the  Land  Laws  of  this  country, 
which  were  at  present  the  bane  of  agri- 
culture and  injurious  to  the  country. 

Sir  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  said, 
there  was  one  observation  made  bv  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter to  which  he  desired  to  refer  shortly. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
Government  would  see  that  there  was 
some  Department  charged  with  looking 
after  all  the  special  interests  of  agri- 
culture  and  oommexoe,  and  that,  as  it 
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was,  they  had  not  been  overlooked  or 
neglected  hitherto.  Their  contention 
was  that  they  had  been  neglected,  and 
that  was  why  they  wanted  a  Minister 
and  a  Department.  They  were  thankful 
for  the  introduction  of  a  Bankruptcy 
Bill  that  Session,  which  the  traoing 
classes  greatly  required ;  but  how  about 
the  Patent  Laws  ?    Why  were  not  the 

Srohibitiye  fees  done  away  with  that 
rove  the  English  inventors  to  America 
and  elsewhere  ?  It  might  rather  astonish 
the  House  to  be  told  that  many  of  their 
so-called  American  patents,  though  com- 
ing from  America,  were  the  invention  of 
Englishmen  who  were  driven  abroad  to 
get  their  patents,  owing  to  the  suicidal 
and  prohibitive  fees  levied  in  this  coun- 
try. Why,  in  the  interests  of  Commerce 
and  Agriculture,  had  those  things  been 
neglected  so  long  ?  Then  there  was  an- 
other most  important  subject  to  which 
they  had  hitherto  been  unable  to  get 
attention  given;  that  was,  the  railway 
rates,  whicn  were  not  only  in  favour  of 
the  foreigner  as  against  the  English  pro- 
ducer, but  were  actually  in  contraven- 
tion of  the  Statute  defining  maximum 
rates.  Why  were  not  these  things  seen 
to  by  the  Board  of  Trade  ?  He  passed 
over  such  questions  as  prohibitive 
Tariffs  that  were  crippling  their  manu- 
factures, Agricultural  Education,  Corn 
Betums,  and  the  large  subject  of  Local 
Taxation,  which  was  over-weighting 
them  in  the  race  with  the  foreign  pro- 
ducer; but  the  subject  of  railway  freights 
was  essentiallv  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  should  not 
have  been  neglected.  And  one  word 
more.  If  they  were  to  have  some  re- 
arrangement of  the  Public  Departments 
to  get  these  things  seen  to  he  trusted 
there  was  to  be  no  delay.  They  could 
not  afford  to  wait,  and  they  had  already 
waited  too  long. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  said,  that, 
while  entirely  prepared  to  accept  the 
Besolution,  he  was  not  one  of  those  who 
were  sanguine  that  a  Minister  of  Agri- 
culture could  do  much  for  the  country 
in  present  circumstances.  Statistics  were, 
no  doubt,  valuable,  and  of  interest  both 
to  Agriculture  and  Commerce;  but  it 
ought  not  to  be  supposed  that  foreign 
countries  were  in  a  much  better  condition 
than  ourselves  in  that  respect.  So  far 
as  the  statistics  of  this  country  were 
oonoemed  they  were  equal  to  those  of 
any  other  oooatry.    He  recently  applied 


for  statistics  respecting  the  agriculture 
of  the  United  States ;  but  he  was  in- 
formed at  the  United  States  Legation 
that  for  the  last  two  years  Congress  had 
not  voted  funds  for  the  printing  of  them. 
He  thought  that,  considering  the  duties 
in  connection  with  trade  and  ag^culture 
now  performed  by  the  Government,  and 
some  others  that  might  be  added,  it 
would  be  of  general  service  that  some 
special  Department  were  organized  in 
connection  with  some  of  the  existing 
Departments.  It  would  have  to  deu 
with  statistics,  and  it  would  also  be  im- 
portant that  it  should  supply  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  Trade  and  Commerce 
from  abroad.  That  information  might 
be  collected  from  our  Consuls  abroad, 
digested  by  the  Government  officials, 
and  the  results  published  in  an  available 
form  for  all  those  who  were  interested. 
One  matter  on  which  information  was 
specially  needed  was  the  state  of  cattle 
diseases  in  foreign  countries.  One  of 
the  greatest  difficulties  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  dealing  with  disease  was  that 
there  was  no  reliable  inforihation  of  the 
state  of  cattle  disesise  abroad;  and  he 
urged  two  years  ago  that  the  Government 
should  take  measures  to  obtain  trust- 
worthy information  regarding  disease 
amongst  cattle  in  the  United  States.  An- 
other important  matter,  which  would  bo 
of  great  service,  was  that  the  new  Minister 
of  Agriculture  should  endeavour  to  dif- 
fuse scientific  education  in  agpricultural 
subjects  throughout  the  country.  No 
doubt  there  was  a  great  amount  of 
apathy  amongst  farmers  about  scientific 
education  on  agricultuaal  subjects.  Un- 
fortunately, farmers  were  not  sufficiently 
aware  of  the  great  advantages  which 
would  accrue  to  them  from  a  certain 
amount  of  knowledge  in  some  of  the 
sciences  bearing  closely  on  Agriculture, 
and  a  small  sum  of  money  might  be 
well  spent  in  drawing  the  attention  of 
farmers  to  the  subject.  Another  point 
which  was  of  immense  importance  was 
that  the  Government  should  institute 
and  endow,  to  a  moderate  extent,  scien- 
tific investigation  in  agricultural  Ques- 
tions. It  had  done  a  great  deal  for 
trades  and  manufactures ;  but  as  yet 
the  Government  had  done  nothing  in 
the  way  of  aid  of  Ag^culture,  beyond 
what  was  done  by  the  Science  and  Art 
Department.  In  the  case  of  Agriculture 
there  were  special  reasons  why  the  Gh>- 
vemment  should  make  some  attempt  at 
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encouraging  scientifio  research  and  dis- 
covery.    Great  good  might  follow  such  a 
course,  as  in  our  manufactures  invention 
and  discovery  might  be  stimulated,  and 
the  knowledge  of  agricultural  chemistry, 
in  particular,  might  be  more  widely  dif- 
fused.    In  trade  and  manufactures,  if 
any  private  individual  made  a  discovery 
or  any  invention  he  could  obtain  a  patent 
for  it,  and  if  of  great  utility  he  was  amply 
rewarded.     But  this  was  not  applicable 
to  invention  or  discoveries  in  Agriculturp. 
What  for  a  farmer  was  a  large  sum  of 
money  and  considerable  knowledge  were 
required  to  make  agricultural  experi- 
ments, and  a  farmer  might  make  dis- 
coveries of  importance  ;  but,  from  the 
nature  of  such  discoveries  and  the  cha- 
racter of  the  subject,  it  was  impossible 
for  him  to  get  a  patent,  and  he  derived 
no  special  advantage  except  what  arose 
in  the  course  of  his  own  business,  which 
was  not  sufficient  to  remunerate  him  for 
his  trouble  and  expense.     He  thought, 
therefore,  that  a  new  Department,  such 
as  was  indicated  in  the  Resolution,  was 
absolutely  necessary.    But  to  be  of  ser- 
vice a  Minister  of  Agriculture  must  be 
acquainted  with  the  subjects  with  which 
he  nad  to  deal ;  and  there  would  be  great 
difficulty  in  finding  such  a  Minister ;  and 
unless  he  were  possessed  of  practical 
knowledge  of  the  subjects  with  which  he 
had  to  d^,  he  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  could 
not    see    that  much  advantage  would 
arise  from  this  special  Department  which 
it  was    proposed  to  create.      Another 
matter  that  he  would  like  to  refer  to 
was  the  supervision  of  railway  rates  by 
the  Board  of  Trade.     They  had  been 
told  that  the  United  States  had  a  De- 
partment of  Commerce  and  Agriculture  ; 
out  19  separate  States  had  also  Depart- 
ments which  were  specially  constituted  to 
deal  with  railway  rates  and  charges,  and 
they  did  their  work  to  the  great  advan- 
tage of  the  public.     A  Department  of 
Commerce  should  have  similar  powers 
to  deal  with  Bailway  Companies  in  this 
country.     The  public  had  an  idea  that 
the  Department  looked  after  their  inte- 
rests in  the  case  of  private  Hallway 
Bills.     But — and  in  saying  what  he  was 
about  to  say  he  hoped  the  House  would 
except  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  present 
head  of  the  Department — the  Board, 
practically,  did  nothing  of  the  kind,  and 
they  had  in  a  scandalous  manner  be- 
trayed the  interests  of  the  public  in  re- 
gard to  those  Bills.    The  Boajrd  was  re- 
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quired  to  report  on  all  Railway  BiDs 
coming  before  the  House ;  but  from 
time  to  time  it  had  allowed  unopposed 
Bills  to  pass  which  gave  the  Railway 
Companies  power  to  charge  largely  in- 
creased rates.  In  some  instances  that 
he  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  knew  of  Com- 
panies had  got  power  to  charge  more 
than  double  previous  rates,  and  that 
without  any  notice  being  called  to  the 
matter  by  the  Board  of  Trade.  That, 
he  thought,  should  warn  them  not  to  trast 
to  any  Department  of  State  more  thaa 
was  necessary.  Instead  of  looking  bo 
much  after  the  affairs  of  foreign  nations, 
it  would  be  well  if  the  House  of  Commons 
would  devote  itself  more  to  affairs  at 
home.  He  hoped,  now  that  he  had 
called  attention  to  it,  the  subject  would 
be  looked  after  by  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mr.  mac  IYER  said,  if  there  was 
one  thing  which  our  American  friends 
thoroughly  understood,  it  was  their  own 
interests,  and  they  were  ever  ready  to 
take  advantage  of  poor  John  Bull.  He 
hoped  he  should  not  be  thought  unrea- 
sonable if  he  ventured  to  examine  some- 
what closely  the  gift  which  the  Prime 
Minister  was  inclined  to  bestow.  The 
Prime  Minister  reminded  him  of  the  old 
story  of  the  siege  of  Troy.  He  would 
like  to  suggest  to  the  agricultural  inte- 
rest of  Groat  Britain  a  somewhat  fr'ee 
translation  of  Timeo  Danaos  ei  donaforentet. 
It  might  be  put — **  Don't  trust  the  pre- 
sent Government. ' '  Take  the  Malt  Tax. 
He  was  not  a  farmer,  he  was  not  an 
agriculturist,  he  was  a  carrier,  and  his 
experience  showed  him  that  since  the  abo- 
lition of  the  malt  tax  he  had  been  offered 
more  barley,  sugar,  and  other  things  to 
be  brought  into  competition  with  the 
British  farmer  than  ever  before.  The 
Malt  Tax  was  abolished  with  the  pro- 
fessed desire  to  benefit  the  British 
farmer;  but  the  Government  had  omitted 
the  safeguards  by  which  the  aboli- 
tion should  have  been  accompanied; 
and,  therefore,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that 
which  they  had  done  had  only  increased 
foreign  competition,  and  the  only  people 
who  had  been  benefited  by  the  abolition 
of  that  tax  were  that  portion  of  the 
brewers  who  carried  on  the  largest  busi- 
ness. The  Government  adhered  to  what 
they  called  the  principles  of  political 
economy.  Political  economy,  however, 
was  not  an  exact  science,  and  they 
ought  to  deal  with  the  affairs  of  the 
oountry  in  the  same  way  that  they  dealt 
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with  their  own  businesses.  How  was  it 
that  we  had  got  into  such  a  mess  with 
respect  to  the  French  Treaty  ?  It  was 
because,  while  we  professed  the  theory 
of  Free  Trade  it  was  rejected  by  the  other 
nations  of  the  world.  There  was  no  one 
in  that  House,  he  (Mr.  Mac  Iyer)  did 
not  care  on  what  side  he  sat,  who  had 
so  thoroughly  learnt  the  art  of  replying 
to  a  Question  without  giving  informa- 
tion as  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  had 
done.  That  hon.  Baronet  had,  however, 
iinintentionally  misled  the  House  in  the 
replies  which  he  had  given  to  him.     He 

SMr.  Mac  Iver)  had  asked  the  hon. 
baronet  Questions  about  the  Sugar 
Bounties  and  about  the  bounties  on 
shipping;  and  the  replies  he  gave 
amounted  to  this — that  they  were  under 
the  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, and  that  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vernment  would  make  representations 
in  regard  to  them.  Now,  he  appealed 
to  botn  sides  of  the  House  whether  such 
replies  were  not  calculated  to  lead 
simple-minded  people  in  the  country  to 
suppose  that  the  GK)vemment  really 
meant  to  do  something.  [<'  Question !"] 
That  was  the  Question,  because  those 
were  matters  with  which  a  Minister  of 
Agriculture  and  Commerce  might  well 
deal  with;  but  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  not  dealt  well  with,  having  much 
else  to  do.  The  whole  question  as 
regards  bounties  on  shipping  was  prac- 
tically settled  and  done  with.  Our  Oo- 
yemment  might  make  any  representa- 
tion they  pleased ;  but  the  French  Go- 
vernment had  perfectly  concluded  their 
arrangements  to  do  a  thing  which  was 
most  detrimental  to  British  interests. 
Let  them  look  at  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land. How  could  the  industries  of  that 
country  bo  restored  unless  the  industries 
in  Great  Britain  were  prosperous? 
When  they  saw  the  woollen  trade  falling 
off,  and  when  they  saw  competing  goods 
from  France  and  other  countries  in- 
creasing in  their  importation,  and  our 
own  exportation  decreasing,  if  we  had  a 
Minister  of  Commerce  his  first  duty 
would  be  to  see  what  could  be  done 
for  the  woollen  trade  at  home.  Let 
them  look  at  the  distress  in  regard  to 
agriculture.  He  agreed  with  one  re- 
mark in  a  lettor  lately  writton  to  Mr. 
Lord,  of  Bradford,  by  the  right  hon. 
Gbntleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  LaQoastoTi  to  the  effect  that  the  de- 


Sressed  stato  of  our  manufacturing  in- 
ustries  was  very  much  owing  to  the 
depressed  stato  of  the  agriculture  of  this 
country.  He  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  connection  between 
our  agriculture  and  our  manufactures 
was  very  close  indeed.  That  was  not  a 
new  idea  to  him ;  but  it  seemed  to  be 
new  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
had  not  sufficiently  considered  the  rest 
of  the  subject,  because  he  went  on  to 
say  that  the  depressed  condition  of  agri- 
culture was  only  owing  to  a  few  bad 
seasons,  and  that  we  wanted  but  a  little 
more  sunshine  and  a  little  more  yield 
from  the  land,  and  everything  would  go 
rieht.  Now,  going  back  12  years,  and 
taking  periods  of  three  years  each,  he 
found  that,  in  round  nimibers,  our 
annual  importations  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce in  the  first  three  years  averaged 
£60,000,000  storling  in  value;  in  the 
second  three  years,  £80,000,000;  in 
the  third  three  years,  £94,000,000; 
and  in  the  last  £106,000,000.  To  him 
that  looked  very  much  like  the  dis- 
placement of  our  own  industry  ;  it 
looked  very  much  as  though  the  real 
cause  of  our  agricultural  depression  was 
the  unfair  competition  of  foreign  coun- 
tries whose  tariffs  were  hostile  to  our 
manufactures ;  while,  moreover,  the  con- 
ditions of  the  cariring  trade  had  been 
altogether  changed  during  the  last  few 
years.  Trade  in  the  United  States  was 
prosperous,  and  there  was  enormous 
emigration  going  on,  and  the  result  was 
that  steamers  in  the  Atlantic  trade  were 
more  prosperous  than  they  were  years 
ago ;  but  this  was  no  advantage  to  the 
farmers.  The  homeward  rates  of  freight 
never  were  lower ;  and,  at  the  present 
moment,  grain  was  being  carried  from 
New  York  to  Liverpool  at  2d.  a-bushel, 
and  cattle  at  about  £4  per  head.  In 
conclusion,  ho  maintained  that  a  Minis- 
ter of  Commerce  and  Agriculture  ouc;ht 
to  have  been  appointed  long  ago ;  but 
he  ought  not  to  be  a  more  theoretic  poli- 
tical economist,  but  a  man  who  really 
had  the  best  interests  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  and  also  of  our  great  Em- 
pire at  heart — one  who  was  not  tied  to 
theory,  but  one  who  would  do  his  best 
for  the  interests  of  the  country. 

Mr.  chamberlain  said,  he  did 
not  rise  in  order  to  follow  at  any  length 
the  extraordinary  and  somewhat  miscel- 
laneous speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mao  Iver).  He  did  not 
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propose  to  discuss  with  that  hon.  Gen- 1 
tleman  the  principles  of  Adam  Smith, 
or  even  the  protective  theories  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  so  much  at  heart. 
It  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  somewhat  antici- 
pated the  Notice  of  Motion  which  he  had 
put  on  the  Paper,  and  which  he  intended 
to  bring  forward  on  the  second  reading 
of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Bevenue 
Bill.  But  he  could  not  help  thinking 
the  hon.  Member  was  rather  ungenerous 
in  his  observations  as  to  the  abolition  of 
the  Malt  Tax.  The  abolition  of  the  Malt 
Tax  had  been  for  many  years  an  object 
of  the  greatest  importance  with  the 
Party  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birkenhead  belonged.  When  that  Party 
came  into  power  they  found  themselves, 
owing  to  circumstances  into  which  he 
need  not  enter,  unable  to  deal  with  the 
question ;  and  now  that  a  Liberal  Qo- 
vernment  had  settled  it,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birkenhead  declared  that  that 
which  his  own  Party  had  called  a  boon 
had  become  a  bane,  because  it  had  been 
granted  by  a  Liberal  Ministry.  He 
hoped  that  the  debate  would  now  be 
brought  to  a  close,  especially  as  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister^  had 
appeared  to  give  general  satisfaction. 
Some  speakers  that  evening  had,  of 
course,  unintentionally,  tried  to  press 
further  than  his  words  would  bear  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  had  not,  as  he  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  understood  him,  said  that 
the  Government  would  pledge  itself  to 
the  creation  of  a  new  Department. 
What  he  had  said  was  that  he  would 
recognize,  as  a  principle,  that  some  De- 
partment of  the  Government  should  be 
prepared  to  meet  every  new  demand 
made  on  behalf  either  of  Agriculture 
or  of  Commerce.  Some  hon.  Gentlemen 
seemed  to  anticipate  too  much  from  any 
mere  re-organization  of  the  work  of  the 
Government  Departments.  Such  a  re- 
organization could  not  be  expected  either 
to  revive  trade,  or  materially  to  promote 
the  interests  of  Agriculture.  Nor  would 
it  enable  Governments  or  individuals  to 
perform  impossibilities.  Complaint  was 
made  that  but  little  progpress  had  been 
made ;  but  if  there  was  any  fault,  it  lay 
with  tiie  House  of  Commons  itself.  The 
practice  of  debating  every  question  at 
inordinate  length  had  necessarilv  de- 
layed non-political  Business  which  was 
not  80  urgent ;  and  if  the  commercial 
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class  wanted  commercial  legislation  to 
make  more  rapid  progress,  they  must 
bring  to  bear  some  reform  on  the  prac- 
tice of  the  House  which  should  prevent 
the  waste  of  time  that  undoubtedly 
seriously  impeded  the  progress  of  com- 
mercial legislation.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Forfarshire  TMr.  J.  W.  Barclay) 
complained  that  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
not  dealt  satisfactorily  with  the  questaon 
of  railway  rates ;  but  his  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain's) reply  was  that  they  had  done  aU 
that  legislation  enabled  them  to  do  with 
reference  to  this  matter.  Thej  had 
raised  important  questions  before  the 
Bailway  Conmiission.  On  some  of  them 
they  had  been  defeated  by  defects  in  the 
law;  but  the  Government  were  quite 
prepared,  when  time  would  allow,  to 
deal  with  the  question,  and  to  take  the 
powers  necessary  that  the  matter  might 
be  satisfcu^torily  dealt  with.  But  the 
difficulty  there,  as  in  the  case  of  other 
questions,  was  the  time,  and  not  the  par- 
ticular arrangement  of  a  Government  De- 
partment. The  hon.  Member  for  Forfar- 
shire had  spoken  of  the  scandalous 
way  in  which  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
betrayed  the  interests  of  the  public,  al- 
though he  was  good  enough  to  say  that 
in  this  he  cast  no  reflection  upon  the 
present  head  of  the  Department;  but 
he  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  must  protest,  on 
behalf  of  the  Department,  on  behalf  of 
his  Predecessors  and  the  permanent  offi- 
cials, against  the  rash  chaise  brought 
against  them  that  they  had  been  un- 
mindful of  the  public  interests.  He  was 
certain  that  in  past  times,  as  during  hit 
occupancy  of  the  Office,  they  had,  to  the 
best  of  their  abilities,  protected  the  in- 
terests of  the  public.  They  had  on  every 
occasion  pointed  out  to  the  Committees 
of  the  House  of  Commons  any  altera- 
tions of  rates  proposed  by  Bailway  Com- 
panies, and  the  responsibility  of  allow- 
ing those  rates  rested  not  with  the  offi- 
cers of  the  Board  of  Trade,  but  with  the 
Committees  of  the  House.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Somersetshire  (Mr.  B. 
H.  Paget)  spoke  with  reference  to  agri- 
culture statistics,  which  he  desired  to 
see  extended.  A  Keport  had  been  made 
of  a  very  elaborate  character;  but  ho 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  understood  the  hon. 
Member  to  require  that  they  should  be 
published  more  frequently,  and  contain 
a  great  deal  of  information  which  they 
did  not  now  include.  Now,  it  mi^ht  be 
possible  to  improve  the  preparation  of 
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these  statistics^  and  send  them  to  the 
country  at  an  earlier  period  than  was 
now  done;  but  the  value  of  statistics 
often  depended  on  a  sufficient  period 
being  taken,  and  if  they  were  published 
weekly  or  monthly^  no  practical  conclu- 
sion could  be  drawn  from  them.  But 
ha  must  remind  the  House  that  no 
'  Government  could  do  for  individuals 
what  they  could  do  better  for  them- 
selves. He  believed  the  statistics  pub- 
lished by  the  Government  were  chiefly 
valuable  for  the  statesman  and  the 
political  economist.  They  were  not 
of  primary  utility  to  persons  engaged 
in  trade,  who  could  better  obtain  what 
they  wanted  for  themselves.  The  ex- 
perience of  the  United  States  had  been 
referred  to ;  and  while  the  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  South  Devon  (Sir 
Massey  Lopes)  was  mistaken  in  sup- 
posing that  there  was  a  Ministry  of 
Agriculture  in  the  United  States,  un- 
doubtedly there  was  a  Statistical  Bu- 
reau, which  published  a  great  many  sta- 
tistics ;  but  as  to  the  advantage  of  them 
he  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  believed  that  there 
was  considerable  difference  of  opinion 
even  in  the  United  States  themselves. 
The  experiment  in  England  was  not  a 
auocees.  AttheheadoftheOffice  had  been 
Sir  John  Sinclair,  and  its  Secretary  was 
Arthur  Young.  Yet  it  was  unsatisfactory. 
Begun  in  1793,  it  was  finally  abolished 
in  18*21,  and  no  one  said  a  single  word  in 
its  praise.  Another  question  was,  whether 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  Ck)m- 
merce  could  advantageously  be  combined 
under  one  head?  He  looked  forward 
with  the  greatest  anxiety  to  the  possibi- 
lity of  such  an  undertaking;  and,  in 
connection  with  it,  he  would  tell  the 
House  what  had  happened  to  himself. 
He  had  only  been  in  Office  a  very  few 
days  when  he  received  a  copy  of  a 
Betum  issued  by  the  Department  to 
farmers  and  others,  asking  a  great  num- 
ber of  questions  of  interest.  The  Betum 
came  back  to  him  from  a  farmer  not 
filled  up.  The  writer  declined  absolutely 
to  furnish  any  information  either  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  or  to  anyone  connected 
with  it,  so  long  ''as  they  knew  as  little  of 
practical  agriculture  as  a  pig  did  of  watch- 
making.'' He  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  felt 
the  refusal  was  not  altogether  without 
causa ;  and  he  could  not  help  fearing,  if 
these  two  great  Departmenta  were  per- 
manently combined  and  placed  under 
ona  beadi  difficulties  woula  arise  either 


from  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
knowing  practically  as  little  of  Agricul- 
ture or,  on  the  other  hand,  of  Com- 
merce, as  a  pig  did  of  watchmaking. 
But  that  was  one  of  the  questions  which 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister 
promised  to  consider  by  accepting  the  form 
of  Motion  proposed,  and  he  could  not  help 
thinking  his  mode  of  putting  it  into 
practice  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
House.  With  respect  to  the  other  mat- 
ters concerning  which  complaint  was 
made,  the  chief  thing  wanted  was,  again, 
time  and  opportunity,  as  the  Govern- 
ment were  anxious  to  legislate  on  many 
of  the  subjects  which  had  been  touched 

Zn .  After  the  declaration  of  the  Prime 
lister,  he  thought  the  House  might 
trust  the  Government  to  put  in  practice 
the  principles  they  were  willing  to  accept. 
Mb.  STOBER  said,  that  agriculture 
was  again  beginning  to  assert  itself, 
because  trade  was  declining,  and  this 
question  was  of  the  greatest  possible 
interest.  If  they  had  had  a  Minister  to 
look  after  their  interest,  there  would  not 
have  been  so  much  bad  legislation  as 
there  had  been  of  late  years.  At  the 
same  time,  he  was  ready  to  admit  that 
the  manner  in  which  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  had  managed  ag^cultural 
matters  relating  to  cattle  disease  was 
most  creditable,  and  had  g^ned  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  general  respect 
of  the  ag^cultural  interest.  He  did  not 
think  it  was  fair  to  find  fault  with  the 
sensible  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  on  the 
ground  of  its  Protectionist  tendencies, 
when  Birmingham  itself,  represented  by 
two  Members  of  the  Cabinet,  had  been 
asking  for  countervailing  duties  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  bounties.  He  (Mr.  Storer) 
would  inform  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
that  a  large  number  of  his  constituents 
met  a  few  nights  since  at  Birmingham 
and  passed  a  resolution  in  the  spirit  of 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
kenhead. It  had  been  said  that  the 
agricultural  interest  was  not  sufficiently 
grateful  for  the  abolition  of  the  Malt 
Tax  as  they  ought  to  be  considering 
their  former  agitation  on  that  question. 
But,  though  he  recognized  the  g^od  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  done,  he  could  not 
but  remember  that  the  result  had  only 
substituted  one  monopoly  for  another, 
for  the    monopoly    now  lay  with  tha 
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brewer.  The  Education  Act,  too,  had  also 
done  the  farmer  much  injury,  and  in- 
flicted on  him  what  amounted  to  an 
Income  Tax  of  Is.  or  2«.  in  the  pound. 

Mr.  EATHBONE  said,  he  could  have 
wished  that  the  Besolution  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Masse j  Lopes) 
had  been  more  general  in  its  terms.  He 
(Mr.  Bathbone)  felt  bound  to  take  a  par- 
ticular interest  in  this  subject  in  conse- 
quence of  the  constant  complaints  which, 
as  formerly  representing  a  large  com- 
mercial constituency,  he  had  received  as  to 
the  failure  of  the  Administration  Depart- 
ments to  do  their  work  satisfactorily. 
There  could  be  no  more  important  De- 
partments than  the  Local  Government 
Board  and  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  the 
Prime  Minister  had  very  often  avoided 
in  practice  many  of  the  evils  of  the 
system  by  placing  able  men  at  the  head 
of  every  Department ;  but  even  in  these 
cases  the  evil  had  not  altogether  been 
avoided.  He  thought  the  root  of  the  evil 
lay  in  the  present  relative  dignity  and 
emolument  of  the  different  Offices  of  State. 
The  heads  of  the  Departments  he  had 
referred  to  were  frequently  not  in  the 
Cabinet;  the  Offices  themselves  were 
not  considered  as  of  equal  dignity,  and 
had  not  the  same  emoluments  as  great 
Departments.  Therefore,  when  the  time 
for  promotion  came,  the  merits  of  the 
individual  did  not  enter  into  considera- 
tion. Besides,  these  very  important 
Departments  were  often  pushed  aside 
from  the  fact  that  their  Eepresentatives 
were  not  in  the  Cabinet.  He  thought 
that  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land should  all  have  places  in  the  Cabi- 
net, and  that  those  Offices  should  no 
longer  be  considered  as  mere  ante- 
chambers to  the  more  important  Offices. 
A  like  dignity  should  also  attach  to  the 
Minister  of  Education.  Under  the  late 
Government,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  East  Gloucestershire  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  had  thoroughly 
mastered  the  condition  of  Ireland  and  its 
system  of  local  government.  But  he  suc- 
ceeded to  a  position  in  which  he  had  every- 
thing to  learn — the  Colonies — and  he  was 
succeeded  by  a  Chief  Secretary  by  no 
means  his  own  equal.  He  (Mr.  Kathbone) 
hoped  the  whole  question  would  be  con* 
sidered  in  a  comprehensive  spirit. 

Mb.  bound  said,  he  did  not  intend 
to  continue  the  debate  after  the  appeal 
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of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade ;  but  he 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  aogges- 
tion.  The  Prime  Minister  had  stated 
that  one  of  the  great  difficultiee  in  con- 
nection with  the  re-organization  of  Go- 
vernment Departments  was  the  neceasarj 
superannuation  of  officers.  He  (Mr. 
Bound)  understood  that,  at  the  present 
time,  the  head  of  the  StatistiosI  De- 
partment of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
resigned,  and  the  Office  was  vacant. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  AVlll  the  hon. 
Member  communicate  with  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  ? 

Mr.  bound  said,  he  would  take  an 
opportunity  of  doing  so,  and,  in  the 
meanwhile,  would  suggest  that  the  ap- 
pointment should  not  be  filled  up 
until  the  new  arrangements  were  made 
which  it  was  stated  were  now  in  contem- 
plation. As  representing  an  important 
agricultural  constituency,  he  felt  much 
interest  in  the  question,  and  desired  also 
to  thank  the  Prime  Minister  for  consent- 
ing to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Devon.  His  constituency  was 
one  that  had  suffered  much  from  the 
recent  depression  in  agriculture,  and  was 
still  siifferinc^.  As  its  Bepresentatire, 
he  could  not  out  watch  with  the  greatest 
interest  every  notice  taken  by  this  House 
of  questions  connected  with  the  agricul- 
tural interests  ;  and  he  thanked  the  Go- 
vernment for  their  promise  in  connection 
with  the  Motion  for  a  new  Ministry  of 
Commerce  and  Agriculture. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  that  that  was 
one  of  the  questions  on  which  more  than 
one  Ministry  had  been  in  a  state  of 
chaos.  On  a  previous  occasion,  in  the 
course  of  his  (Major  Nolan's)  inquiries 
on  the  subject  of  seed  potatoes,  he  had 
been  referred  from  one  Department  to 
another,  from  the  Board  of  Trade  to  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  till  at  last 
it  had  been  decided,  after  a  consultation, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  more  to  do 
with  potatoes  than  anyone  else.  At 
another  time,  he  had  been  interested 
in  a  matter  that  was,  perhaps,  as  much 
commercial  as  agricultural,  and  which 
was  of  some  importance  to  the  people  of 
certain  districts  of  Ireland — namely,  the 
manufacture  of  kelp ;  but,  on  that  sub- 
ject, his  inquiries  had  received  no  satis- 
factory answer.  And,  in  like  manner,  a 
difficulty  often  occurred  in  Ireland  as  to 
the  very  serious  question  of  the  drainage 
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of  laod.  There  was  no  one  to  whom  ap- 
plication could  be  made,  and  the  autho- 
rities were  conspicuous  by  their  absence. 
That  a  Department  of  Affrioulture  might 
greatly  benefit  small  and  unenlightened 
farmers  by  circulating  information  among 
them  had  been  abundantly  proved.  That 
was  a  field  in  which  the  Department 
might  prosecute  the  work  that  the  agri- 
cultural societies  neglected,  or  were  un- 
able to  perform,  especially  among  the 
small  farmers  in  Ireland.  He  thought 
that  the  Oovemment  might  fairly  be 
asked  to  g^ye  assistance  of  this  kind, 
reserring  to  themselves  the  question 
whether  the  Office  of  Irish  Agriculture 
should  be  in  London  or  in  Dublin. 

Sib  harry  VERNEY  said,  that 
he  had  heard  the  nostrums  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  all  parts  of  the  House  for  the 
relief  of  agriculturists,  who,  without 
doubt,  had  been  veiy  grievous  sufferers 
from  the  late  three  or  four  unfavourable 
seasons,  and  for  the  improvement  of 
Affriculture;  and  he  would  mention  his, 
which  had  this  peculiarity — an  unusual 
one  in  that  House — that  every  hon. 
Member,  on  whatever  side  or  part  of 
the  House  he  sat,  would  agree  with  him 
in  the  opinion  that  it  was  the  most  im- 
portant of  any.  It  was  this — that  they, 
landowners  and  land  occupiers,  should 
learn  their  business.  There  was  no 
business  or  profession  in  that  country 
with  reg^ard  to  which  those  who  were 
the  most  interested  were  so  ignorant. 
He  confessed,  and  he  did  so  with  re- 
ffret,  that  until  he  became  a  landowner 
he  knew,  and  he  cared,  nothing  about 
land.  He  hardly  knew  one  crop  from 
another,  and  he  felt  no  desire  to  know; 
he  had  but  one  ambition,  to  rise  in  his 
profession  and  g^t  the  command  of  a 
regiment.  He  owned  this  with  regret 
and  some  shame,  because  it  was  his 
duty  to  make  himself  acquainted  with 
the  business  and  calling,  a  good  know- 
ledge of  which  would  enable  him  to 
benefit  himself  and  all  who  lived  on  his 
estate.  He  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
if,  half  a  century  since,  he  had  possessed 
as  ffood  a  knowledge  of  the  management 
of  bnd,  and  acquaintance  with  the  qua- 
lities and  treatment  of  stock,  as  his  land 
agent  or  bailiff,  he  would  have  been, 
perhaps,  20  per  cent  richer  during  the 
whole  of  that  time  ;  he  would  never 
have  had  a  bad  farmer  on  his  land; 
more  work,  and  better  paid  work  would 
have  been  provided  for  his  labourersi 


and  the  country  would  have  been  bene- 
fited by  his  land  producing  more  food 
for  man  and  beast.  Every  class  in  the 
country  would  be  materially  benefited 
by  landowners  being  better  instructed 
in  land,  excepting  one — namely,  land 
agents.  Their  occupation  would  be  di- 
minished by  landowners  knowing  their 
own  business,  instead  of  leaving  it  to 
them.  In  Germany  there  were  few  land 
agents;  owners  managed  their  own  land. 
If  their  present  difficulties  induced  land- 
owners to  learn  more  about  land  it 
would  prove  beneficial  to  the  whole 
community. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Rttotved^  That  it  U  desirable  that  the  f  uno- 
tions  of  the  Executive  Government  which 
especially  relate  to  Agriculture  and  Commerce 
should,  as  far  as  possible,  be  administered  by  a 
distinct  department,  and  be  presided  over  by  a 
responsible  Minister  of  the  Crown. 

Committee  upon  Monday  next. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS.— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Oonmiittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 


TRADE  COMBINATIONS  (FOOD,  &o.). 

OBSEKVATIONS. 

Mb.  WAETON,  who  had  given  Notice 
on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply  to  call 
attention  to  Trade  Comhinations  having 
for  their  object  the  undue  diminution  of 
the  price  for  food  payable  to  the  pro- 
ducer, and  the  increase  pavable  by  the 
consumer,  now  rose  for  that  purpose, 
and  said,  that  for  a  long  time  it  had 
been  his  intention  to  direct  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  this  subject.  It  was  a 
matter  which  seemed  to  him  to  be  of 
considerable  importance  to  a  very  large 
portion  of  the  people  of  the  country.  It 
was  hardly  necessary  to  state  that  agri- 
culture had  been  in  a  very  depressed 
state.  What  he  was  content  to  observe 
was  that  at  present  they  could  not  grow 
wheat  at  a  profit.  It  was  of  the  utmost 
importance  that,  as  agriculturists  could 
not  grow  wheat,  and  wore  discouraged 
from  growing  barley,  they  should  turn 
their  attention  to  some  things  which 
might  be  of  great  benefit.  There  were 
many  products  of  the  soil  which  might 
be  grown  to  advantage,  only  that  the 
way  in  which  those  products  were  dis- 
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posed  of  often  turned  into  a  loss  wliat 
might  be  sources  of  profit.  At  present 
"we  were  paying  foreigners  many  millions 
a-year  for  eggs,  butter,  poultry,  fruit,  and 
yegetables ;  and  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  those  millions  might  go  into  the 
pockets  of  our  own  farmers  and  market 
gardeners,  provided  what  they  had  to 
Bell  could  be  sold  fairly.  It  was  a  singular 
thing  that  we  could  get  fresh  fruit  and 
vegetables  from  France,  Germany,  Hol- 
land, and  Belgium  at  a  cheaper  rate  than 
that  at  which  our  own  producers  could 
send  them  to  market,  and  that  arose 
partly  from  the  system  of  railway 
charges,  which  he  hoped  the  Committee 
on  the  subject  would  soon  correct,  and 
partly  j&om  the  fact  that  the  markets, 
and  especially  those  of  London,  were 
carried  on  in  a  most  artificial  and  un- 
businesslike manner.  He  knew  the  case 
of  a  respectable  farmer  in  Suffolk,  finding 
his  agricultural  produce  fetch  him  very 
little,  directed  his  attention  to  onions. 
He  got  Sutton's  seed,  the  best  he  could 
procure,  paid  the  greatest  attention  to 
the  crop,  and  sent  up  the  produce  to 
London  salesmen.  But  when  the  account 
of  profit  and  loss  was  made  up,  he  was 
out  of  pocket  by  what  he  paid  for  the 
sacks.  Another  thought  he  would  grow 
cabbages,  filled  two  waggons  with  them, 
which  he  sent  up  to  market,  and  got  the 
sum  of  6d,  for  his  profit  on  the  transac- 
tion.   

Mb.  AETHUR  ARNOLD  rose  to 
Order,  and  asked,  whether  it  was  com- 
petent for  an  hon.  Member,  who  had 
given  Notice  of  a  Motion  on  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply,  to  move  it  on  going 
into  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  proposed  to  move  on  the  present 
occasion  he  would  be  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked,  whether  itw'as  not 
competent  to  raise  any  question  on  going 
into  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  ? 

Mr.  speaker  -  said,  he  could  not 
give  an  answer  on  a  point  of  Order  not 
absolutely  before  the  House.  The  No- 
tice of  the  hon.  Member  was  for  a  Motion 
on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply  ;  but 
the  Motion  now  was  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  rose  at  the 
proper  moment ;  but  he  could  not  pre- 
vent the  calling  out  of  the  Order  for 
Ways  and  Means. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  asked  the 
Government  to  explain  why  they  had 

Mr.  Warton 


taken  the  course  tbey  had  in  so  siiiddefiilj 
closing  Supply  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH, 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  Amendment 
having  been  carried  on  going  into  Com- 
mittee, it  was  not  considered  advisable 
to  set  up  Supply  again  after  1 1  o'clock ; 
and  in  so  doing  they  had  acted  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  usual  custom. 

Mr.  warton  then  resumed  his  re- 
marks,  when 

Mr.  speaker  said,  he  must  again 
remind  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
that  it  would  be  quite  out  of  Order  for 
him  to  move,  on  going  into  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means,  an  Amendment 
which  he  had  given  Notice  of  on  going 
into  Supply. 

Mr.  WARTON  then  said,  he  woold 
content  himself  by  making  some  general 
observations  on  the  subject  of  his  Motion 
without  moving  it.  What  he  complained 
of  was  that,  by  the  arrangements  made 
between  the  salesmen  to  whom  fruits  and 
vegetables  were  consigned  for  sale  in  the 
great  London  markets,  the  produce  found 
its  way  into  the  hands  of  middlemen, 
who  arranged  the  prices  at  which  thej 
should  be  sold  to  the  greengrocers  and 
costermongers,  so  that  the  producer  did 
not  receive  as  much  as  he  ought  to  do 
for  what  he  had  to  sell,  and  the  con* 
sumers  were  compelled  to  pay  much 
more  than  they  ought  to  do  for  what  it 
was  necessary  for  them  to  buy.  The 
telegpraphs  gave  means  to  the  salesmen 
in  the  London  markets  ;to  regulate  the 
supply  that  should  be  delivered,  and, 
therefore,  to  have  control  over  the  prices 
that  could  be  commanded.  As  matter 
of  fact,  it  was  well  known  that  the  Lon- 
don markets  were  supplied  very  largely 
with  the  refuse  of  tbe  Paris  markets ; 
and,  as  far  as  our  home  producers  were 
concerned,  that  they  often  received  not 
more  than  \d,  each  for  cauliflowers,  for 
instance,  which  were  sold  to  the  con- 
sumers at  prices  ranging  between  4d, 
and  9i.  The  same  rule  applied  to  poul- 
try and  meat,  which  were  brought  to 
this  country  from  France  and  America, 
and  sold  at  enormous  profit  as  the  pro- 
duct of  English  poultry  -  yards  and 
grazing  and  feeding  farms.  But  the 
evils  which  existed  in  connection  with 
vegetables,  fruit,  and  poultry  dwindled 
into  insignificance  when  compared  with 
the  case  of  fish.  On  the  average,  an 
acre  of  sea  produced  as  much  food  aa 
three  acres  of  good  land,  except  in  those 
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parts  of  the  sea  to  which  fish  did  not  go. 
rfow,  sometimes  there  was  a  great  catch 
of  fish,  but  the  public  was  seldom  al- 
lowed to  benefit  by  it,  the  greater  part 
being  in  most  cases  thrown  back  into  the 
sea  or  allowed  to  rot.  This  was  the 
doing  of  the  salesmen,  who  reg^ulated  the 
supply  according  to  their  own  wishes, 
with  the  object  of  keeping  up  the  price 
of  the  article.  Fish  could  be  kept  in  ice 
for  12  or  15  days;  and,  therefore,  there 
could  be  no  excuse  for  throwing  it  away. 
Proyidence  having  given  us  the  blessing 
of  great  abundance  in  fish,  surely  we 
should  avail  ourselves  of  it.  His  object 
was  to  have  fish  properly  exposed  for 
sale  for  a  sufficient  time  to  enable  the 
public  to  buy  it.  In  conclusion,  he  would 
observe  that  the  Question  concerned 
Irishmen  and  Englisnmen  equally ;  and 
he  could  do  no  more,  after  what  he  had 
said,  than  to  hope  that  the  matters  to 
which  he  had  drawn  attention  would 
receive  the  careful  consideration  of  the 
Government. 

OENTEAL  ASIA— AFGHAXISTAl^ 
(POLITICAL  APFAJRS). 

QUESTION.       0B8XBVATI0N8. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAiMILTON,  in  ris- 
ing to  call  attention  to  the  deficiency  of 
official  information  respecting  recent 
events  in  Asia,  said,  he  had  intended  to 
ask  the  Government,  If  they  can  explain 
to  the  House  why,  when  they  fixed  on 
the  24  th  March  for  the  discussion  of 
their  policy  in  Afghanistan,  they  failed 
before  that  date  to  supply  the  House 
with  the  necessary  documents,  since  pub- 
lished,  giving  the  Kussian  official  expo- 
sition of  the  meaning  of  their  previous 
assurances,  as  well  as  the  objections  of 
the  Indian  Government  to  the  orders 
sent  them  from  Downing  Street?  He 
apprehended,  however,  that  according 
to  the  Forms  of  the  House  it  would  not 
be  competent  for  him  to  address  to  the 
Government  that  identical  Question ;  and, 
therefore,  he  proposed  to  put  a  Question 
of  a  difierent  character  to  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Afiairs.  He  would  ask,  Whe- 
ther he  could  supplement  the  statement 
which  he  made  on  March  24  with  in- 
formation about  the  advances  since  made 
in  Central  Asia  by  the  Hussian  Armies ; 
whether  the  statement  that  General  Sko- 
beleff  had  been  recalled  was  an  accurate 
statement ;  and,  whether  his  hon.  Friend 


had  any  reason  to  believe  that  the  Rus- 
sians had  been  ordered  to  discontinue 
their  warlike  operations  ?  On  all  ques- 
tions of  this  character  in  a  discussion  the 
Government  who  were  in  Office  had  an 
enormous  advantage,  as  they  could  pro- 
duce what  Papers  they  chose  and  hold 
back  what  they  chose.  If  the  discussion 
was  likely  to  prove  inconvenient,  they 
had  only  to  say  they  could  not  produce 
such  and  such  documents.  Well,  on  the 
occasion  when  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  brought  forward  his  Motion 
they  were  entirely  in  the  dark  upon  two 
all-important  points,  and  those  two 
points  were  what  were  the  opinions  of 
the  Indian  Government  upon  the  orders 
which  they  had  received  from  home  ; 
and,  secondly,  what  were  the  intentions 
of  the  Russian  Government  with  regard 
to  military  operations  in  Central  Asia. 
They  had  a  pretty  strong  opinion  at  the 
time  that  the  opinions  of  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment and  of  {he  Council  of  the  Go- 
vernor General  were  antagonistic  to  the 
orders  they  received  from  Downing 
Street,  and  they  were  very  anxious  to 
obtain  from  the  noble  Mairquess  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India  an  accurate 
record  of  what  were  the  opinions  of  the 
Indian  Government,  and  they  pressed 
the  noble  Marquess  on  that  subject ;  but 
they  could  not  induce  him  to  afford  them 
information.  The  Papers  from  India  con- 
taining the  objections  to  the  orders  from 
Downing  Street  somehow  miscarried,  and 
did  not  arrive  in  time  for  the  debate.  A 
debate  took  place,  and  a  division  was 
arrived  at.  The  Government  obtained 
a  majority  of  120 ;  and  that  majority,  he 
thought,  gave  the  Prime  Minister  the 
greatest  satisfaction,  for  he  on  more 
than  one  occasion  alluded  to  it.  They 
obtained  that  majority,  and  the  British 
troops  were  ordered  to  withdraw  from 
Southern  Afghanistan.  The  British 
troops  wore  still  in  Southern  Afghan- 
istan, and  why?  Because  the  Indian 
Government,  although  they  did  not  dare 
to  refuse  to  obey  the  orders  that  were 
sent  to  them  from  England,  yet  felt  it  so 
necoflsary  in  the  interests  of  the  Indian 
Empire  that  those  orders  should  not  be 
carried  out  beyond  certain  points,  that 
they  insisted  on  occupying  Pishin.  And 
Pishin  was  just  as  much  in  JSouthom 
Afghanistan  as  Canduhar.  The  result 
was  that  at  the  prcnont  moment  our 
troops  in  Southern  Af^i^hauistan  were  in 
a  most  unlbrtunate  position.  There  were 
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certain  advantages  connected  t? ith  a  per- 
manent occupation  of  Candahar.  There 
-were  certain  advantages  also  connected 
with  a  withdrawal  from  Candahar.  But 
they  had  abandoned  the  advantages  of 
both  by  occupying  Pishin.  The  advan- 
tage of  remaining  at  Candahar  was  that 
the  presence  of  British  troops  would 
prevent  any  local  insurrection  or  disturb- 
ance. On  the  other  hand,  there  was  the 
danger  that  if  a  local  disturbance  did 
take  place  we  might  be  involved  in  it. 
But,  by  withdrawing  to  Pishin,  they  had 
very  much  increased  the  likelihood  of  a 
disturbance  at  Candahar ;  and  if  that  dis- 
turbance took  place  our  troops  would 
be  bound  to  come  forward  and  help  our 
friends  to  suppress  it — unless  the  Liberal 
Oovemment  came  to  the  resolution  that 
it  was  better  to  throw  our  Mends  over 
than  run  the  risk  attendant  on  such 
an  operation.  Well,  such  was  the  un- 
fortunate position  in  which  we  found 
ourselves.  And  why  were  we  in  that 
unfortunate  position?  Simply  because 
the  House  on  the  25th  March  arrived  at 
the  conclusion,  in  absolute  ignorance  of 
the  opinions  both  of  the  Indian  Oovem- 
ment and  of  the  Council  of  the  Governor 
Oeneral  of  India,  as  well  as  of  the  in- 
tention of  the  Bussian  Government.  He 
thought  he  might  here  say  that  it  had 
been  the  invariable  practice  of  every 
Government  to  produce  Papers  which 
were  relevant  to  any  question  which  was 
to  be  discussed,  especially  if  it  was  a  Party 
question,  in  time  for  that  discussion. 
It  was  perfectly  clear  that  no  discussion 
could  be  thorough  if  those  who  discussed 
it  were  not  in  possession  of  accurate 
information.  The  Secretary  of  State 
and  the  Viceroy  had  a  power  of  enormous 
magnitude ;  but  when  Parliament  vested 
Secretaries  of  State  and  Viceroys  with 
that  power  it  laid  down  certain  precau- 
tions. It  was  felt  at  the  time  when  the 
Government  of  India  was  transferred 
from  the  East  India  Company  to  the 
Crown  that  Indian  questions  might  be 
more  frequently  introduced  and  become 
matters  of  Party  conflict,  and  therefore 
that  the  House  might  always  be  in  pos- 
session of  the  opinions  of  those  who  were 
not  influenced  by  Home  politics,  it  was 
enacted  that  any  despatch,  whether 
written  by  a  Secretary  of  State  at  home 
or  by  a  Viceroy  of  India,  which  was  laid 
before  their  CoimcilB,  any  opinions  the 
members  of  those  Councils  mi^ht  ex- 
press should,  with  the  despatch,  be  laid 
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before  Parliament ;  and  by  that  means, 
therefore.  Parliament  would  bein posses- 
sion of  the  views  of  Indian  offidals 
on  any  question  that  might  be  under 
discussion.  What  had  happened?  On 
the  25th  of  March  the  House  had  arrived 
at  a  most  important  decision  with  regard 
to  our  Frontier  policy  in  the  North-West 
of  India,  and  late  on  the  night  of  the 
24th  despatches  were  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  so  that  his  hon.  Friend 
who  had  brought  forward  the  Motion 
relating  to  Candahar  had  not  had  time 
to  read  them  before  he  spoke  on  the 
subject.  A  few  days  after  the  opinioM 
of  certain  Members  of  the  Council  of 
India  were  Iwd  on  the  Table,  and 
about  three  days  subsequently  a  aum' 
ber  of  most  important  despatches  re- 
lating to  the  intentions  of  Eussia 
with  regard  to  Central  Asia  were  pub- 
lished by  the  Foreign  Office.  Nof, 
he  found  the  arguments  which  bad 
been  employed  by  the  Members  oi  the 
Council  of  India  were  entirely  in  a^ 
cordance  with  the  views  expressed  upon 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  tiie  House, 
while  the  despatches  from  St.  Peters- 
burg more  than  confirmed  the  darkest 
insinuations  which  had  been  thrown  out 
in  regard  to  the  designs  of  Busb^ 
It  was  impossible,  therefore,  to  avoid 
coming  to  the  conclusion  that  if  ^^ 
House  had  been  in  complete  possessioD 
of  the  authentic  and  official  information 
to  which  he  referred,  they  would  hardly 
have  come  to  the  decision  at  which  they 
had  arrived.  [4  laugh,^  Hon.  Gentle- 
men might  laugh ;  but  he  might  men- 
tion that  when  the  question  as  to  who 
was  to  blame  for  the  delay  of  the  des- 
patches came  to  be  investigated  in  In^** 
the  Deputy  Postmaster  of  Bombay,  npo* 
whom  the  responsibility  was  sougl^*  to 
be  placed,  was  so  affected  by  the  ^«* 
cision  that  he  committed  suicide.  T^* 
noble  Lord  the  Secretanr  of  State  ^ 
India  was  asked,  in  reference  to  the 
occupation  of  Candahar,  whether  a  ce^ 
tain  despatch  from  Sir  Donald  Stewart 
represented  the  views  upon  the  subject 
entertained  by  that  gaUant  General  a* 
that  moment.  There  had  been  8om« 
doubt  upon  the  point,  and  therefore  the 
question  was  asked.  There  was  now. 
however,  in  the  Blue  Book  a  despatch 
from  Sir  Donald  Stewart  which  entirely 
confirmed  almost  every  argimient  which 
had  been  put  forward  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln  (Mr.  ^ 
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Stanhope)  against  the  abandonment  of 
Candahar.  xet  in  the  debate  the  name 
of  Sir  Donald  Stewart  had  been  paraded 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  as  being 
in  favour  of  the  policy  of  abandonment. 
He  now  came  to  another  and  the  most 
startling  of  all  the  documents  which 
had  since  been  published.  The  House 
was  aware  that  the  Bussian  Government 
had  g^ven  the  most  positive  assurances 
that  they  had  no  intention  of  attacking 
or  going  near  Merv — one  of  the  most 
important  stations  in  Central  Asia.  But 
wnen  the  late  Government  were  defeated 
at  the  General  Election  in  the  month  of 
April  last  year,  the  Bussian  Govern- 
ment were  sharp  enough  to  see  that  it 
was  possible  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and 
his  Colleagues  might  come  into  Office. 
What,  under  those  circumstances,  did 
they  do?  In  April  they  prepared  a 
despatch,  which  they  sent  to  the  Bus- 
sian Ambassador  in  this  country.  The 
despatch  stated,  in  effect,  that  they 
thought  the  importance  of  Merv  had 
been  very  much  exaggerated  ;  that  they 
oould  not  pledge  themselves  to  the  exact 
limits  within  which  their  military  ope- 
rations would  be  confined ;  that  they 
had  no  desire  to  push  as  far  as  Merv, 
but  that,  if  they  lound  themselves  com- 
pelled to  do  so,  they  certainly  would 
not  contemplate  a  permanent  occupation 
of  the  place,  and  would  withdraw  from 
it  as  soon  as  possible.  He  might  add  that 
the  Bussian  Government  gave  to  their 
Ambassador  in  this  country  absolute  dis- 
cretion as  to  the  time  when  he  should 
communicate  the  contents  of  the  des- 

Eatch  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
ere.  At  a  later  period  Earl  Granville 
Erotested  against  the  despatch ;  and 
lOrd  Dufferin,  when  informed  at  St. 
Petersburg  that  Bussia  might  occupy 
Merv,  said  that,  as  the  late  Emperor 
had  g^ven  assurances  on  the  subject  in 
the  most  unequivocal  language,  he  had 
led  his  own  Government  to  regard  the 
matter  as  having  been  placed  beyond 
doubt,  and  that  he  hardly  knew  in  what 
terms  to  convey  to  Lord  Granville  infor- 
mation to  a  contrary  effect.  All  the  Bus- 
sian despatches  were  coiiched  exactly  in 
the  same  terms,  and  they  showed  that 
no  assurances  given  by  the  Bussian 
Government  were  worth  the  paper  they 
were  written  upon.  The  date  of  the 
latest  of  the  despatches  being  the  8th 
of  March,  and  the  day  specially  fixed 
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by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  for  the  discussion  of  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln 
being  the  24th  of  March,  he  wished  to 
know  why  the  despatches  had  not  been 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  before 
the  debate  was  brought  on?  He  did 
not  for  a  moment  pretend  that  either 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Lidia  or  the  Under  Secretary  had 
deliberately  kept  back  these  documents. 
[^A  laugh.']  Under  the  circumstances, 
he  thought  the  noble  Lord  ought  to  be 
very  grateful  for  that  statement,  be- 
cause the  House  had  before  them  the 
remarkable  fact  that  when  the  docu- 
ments were  not  forthcoming,  and  he 
heard  that  the  Motion  was  coming  on, 
he  suggested  to  the  noble  Lord  that  he 
should  have  them  sent  by  telegraph. 
But— "No,"  said  the  noble  Lord;  **I 
cannot  telegraph  these  documents.  They 
are  of  too  great  importance;  and  to 
telegraph  an  abstract  of  such  communi- 
cations would  materially  diminish  their 
importance."  He  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  if  these  documents  of  great  im- 
portance had  confirmed  the  views  of  the 
noble  Lord,  he  would  have  been  glad  to 
communicate  the  effect  of  them  by  tele- 
graph, and  to  lay  them  in  that  way 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House.  And, 
although  he  did  not  mean  to  say  that 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  telegraph  them 
because  they  were  in  conflict  with  his 
own  views,  there  was  a  certain  amount 
of  vis  inertia  which  the  noble  Lord 
allowed  to  overcome  his  energy  and 
activity  to  supply  the  House  with  infor- 
mation with  which  it  ought  to  have 
been  supplied,  and  which,  somehow  or 
other,  induced  him  to  take  less  trouble 
in  the  matter  than  he  might  have  been 
expected  to  take.  As  he  had  said  before, 
the  House  were  in  a  position  of  some 
little  difficulty.  They  could  not  discuss 
the  question  again,  because  they  were 
precluded  from  doing  so  by  the  Forms 
of  the  House ;  but,  under  the  circum- 
stances, he  thought  they  had  a  right 
to  ask  for  some  explanation  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  If  the  Govern- 
ment could,  as  it  seemed  to  him  they 
must,  admit  the  facts  to  be  as  he  had 
stated  them,  then  he  did  hope  that  the 
House  would  receive  some  assurance 
from  them  that  if  ever  again  they  made 
a  question  a  Party  question — [**  Oh !  ""] 
—  if,  above  all,  they  ever  made  an 
Lidian    question    a    Party  question— 
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["  Oh ! "  and  hughterJ]  Hon.  Members 
opposite  laughed ;  but  he  believed  that 
it  had  not  Utherto  been  the  practice  to 
make  Indian  questions  Party  questions. 
[Sir  William  Habcotjrt:  "Who  made 
it  so  ?  ]  "  Who  made  it;  so  ?  "  said  the 
Home  Secretary.  Why,  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister. It  was  not  a  P^iy  question  in 
"  another  place."  ["  Oh !  "]  If  it  was 
a  Party  question,  it  was  a  very  curious 
thing  that  so  large  a  number  of  Liberal 
Peers  should  have  voted  against  their 
Party.  Having  been  for  some  years 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  he 
knew,  and  was  bound  to  state,  that 
durine  the  whole  of  the  time  he  occu- 
pied the  Office  he  must  gratefully  recol- 
lect the  consideration  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Under  Se- 
cretary (Mr.  Grant  DuflF)  always  gave  to 
him.  But,  unfortunately,  since  the  ques- 
tion of  the  policy  to  be  pursued  towards 
Afghanistan  came  under  discussion  many 
Indian  questions,  as  the  House  weU 
knew,  had  been  made  more  or  less  Party 
questions.  He  sincerely  hoped  that,  in 
the  interests  of  India,  they  would  soon 
get  to  the  end  of  Party  questions ;  and 
all  he  asked  from  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vem- 
ment  was  an  assurance  that  if  they  should 
consider  it  necessary  in  future  to  bring  any 
one  particular  Indian  question  before  the 
House,  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
consider  it  ri^htto  publish  all  the  infor- 
mation they  had  in  their  possession  in 
reference  to  such  question,  and  to  take 
such  steps  as  were  necessary  to  have 
that  information  before  the  House  before 
the  question  was  discussed,  and  when  it 
might  be  useful,  and  not  afterwards, 
when  it  was  more  or  less  useless. 

The  Makqxtess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
We  all,  I  think,  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  appear  to  have  been  labouring 
under  a  most  unfortunate  misapprehen- 
sion in  reg^ard  to  this  question  of  Oan- 
dahar  and  Afghanistan.  The  noble 
Lord  has  informed  us  for  the  first  time 
to-night  that  it  was  the  Government 
who  made  this  question  a  Party  ques- 
tion, and  that  it  was  not  in  the  mind  of 
the  Opposition  to  make  it  a  Party  ques- 
tion at  all.  We  were  under  the  im- 
pression, and  it  was  never  contradicted 
by  any  Member  of  the  Opposition  until 
this  moment,  that  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  was  a  Vote  of  Censure  on  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
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Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northoote)  put  a 
question  to  the  Prime  Minister  as  to  the 
opportunities  which  would  be  given  for 
the  discussion  of  the  Motion ;  and  the 
measures  which  were  taken  stamped 
it  and  marked  it  as  a  deliberate  Party 
Motion  —  a  Party  Vote  of  Censure. 
Taking  it  in  that  light,  my  ri8;ht  hon. 
Friend  gave  the  earliest  and  fullest 
facilities  for  its  discussion.  If  we  had 
known  what  we  know  now  from  the 
noble  Lord,  that  it  was  not  a  Party 
Motion  at  all,  but  only  an  academical 
discussion  of  a  question  that  was  to  be 
discussed  like  all  other  Indian  questions, 
without  reference  to  Party  considera- 
tions, whatever  they  might  have  thought, 
it  might  not  have  been  necessaiy  for 
the  Government,  at  an  extremely  incon- 
venient period  of  the  Session,  to  have 
devoted  the  time  they  did  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  measure ;  and  it  is  a  pity 
that  the  intimation  was  not  made  until 
after  the  discussion  which  took  up  so 
much  of  the  time  of  the  House.  In  the 
course  of  the  discussion  on  that  Motion, 
I  which  we  now  learn  was  not  a  Party 
one,  the  charge  which  the  noble  Lord 
made  to-night  was  insinuated  once  or 
twice,  and  I  rose  to  take  the  earliest 
opportunity  I  could  to  put  the  question 
directly  to  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  and  to  ask  them  whether 
they  dia  deliberately  believe  that  I,  in 
the  interests  of  the  Gt)vemment  or  in 
the  interest  of  any  particular  view  of  the 
question,  had  deliberately  suppressed, 
or  taken  measures  for  the  suppression, 
of  these  Minutes  of  the  Members  of  the 
Council  of  India,  which  were  unfavour- 
able to  our  views  ?  I  had  no  sooner 
asked  the  question  than  it  was  repu- 
diated, as  1  thought  universally,  by 
right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
and  I  understood  that  it  was  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  from  Members  on  the 
opposite  side  that  no  such  idea  was 
entertained  bv  them.  But  now,  after 
several  weeks'  interval,  the  noble  Lord 
comes  forward  and  deliberately  resiisd- 
tates  this  charge,  which  I  cannot  consider 
as  any  other  than  a  charge  of  having 
deliberatelv  suppressed  the  despatches. 
[**  No,  no  f "]  Then  I  certainly  cannot 
understand  what  it  is  that  the  noble 
Lord  does  mean.  The  noble  Lord  says 
the  Government  made  a  Party  question 
of  this,  and  fixed  the  24th  of  March  for 
its  discussion,  and  he  says  that  the  Go- 
vernment named  that  day  and  at  the 
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same  time  did  not  take  measures  for 
placing  the  House  in  possession  of  all 
the  intormation  to  which  it  was  entitled. 
Let  me  just  state  to  the  House  what  are 
the  facts  and  the  dates  in  regard  to  this 
matter.  At  an  early  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion sereral  Questions  were  put  to  me 
as  to  what  the  answer  of  the  Indian 
Government  was  with  reference  to  my 
despatch  on  the  subject  of  Candahar. 
I  said  that  the  reply  had  not  been  re- 
ceived ;  but,  having  communicated  with 
the  Government  of  India  by  telegraph, 
I  was  able  subsequently  to  state  that  the 
reply  was  on  its  way.  That  reply  was 
dated  the  2nd  of  February,  1881,  and 
ought  to  have  been  received  about  the 
end  of  the  month  of  February.  The 
concluding  paragraph  of  that  despatch 
was  as  foflows : — 

"  The  Minutes  which  are  being  recorded  on 
the  sabject-matter  of  this  despatch  bv  some  of 
our  own  honourable  Colleagues  will  be  forwarded 
by  the  subsequent  malL'* 

I  assumed,  as  I  think  I  had  a  right  to 
do,  that  the  subsequent  mail  referred  to 
would  be  the  next  mail.  I  could  not 
imagine  that  when  the  Government  of 
India  agreed  to  send  the  despatch  that 
they  were  likely  to  delay  it  beyond  the 
subsequent  mail.  But  in  that  I  was 
mistaken.  In  spite  of  having  been  in- 
formed that  the  Minutes  would  come  by 
the  mail  which  followed  the  reply,  sent 
by  the  mail  on  the  2nd  of  February, 
none  of  them  were  sent  until  the  mail  of 
February  21st ;  and  the  Minutes  sent 
by  the  mail  of  Febniary  2 1st  were  those 
which  miscarried.  On  the  28th  of  Feb- 
ruary, two  subsequent  Minutes  were 
dispatched,  one  of  them  being  that  of 
Mr.  Bivers  Thompson  and  Uie  other 
that  of  Major  Baring.  Both  of  these 
arrived,  I  think,  on  the  21st  of  March, 
and  it  was  only  then  that  I  ascertained 
that  the  despatches  sent  on  the  21st  of 
February  had  miscarried  altogether. 
They  had  been  sent  by  the  previous 
mail  of  the  2l8t  of  February,  but  had 
missed  altogether,  and  would  not  be  forth- 
coming. I  then  found  that  it  was  of  no 
use  waiting  for  them  any  longer,  and 
I  gave  directions  at  once  that  all  the 
Papers  in  our  possession  should  be 
printed  and  placed  in  the  hando  of 
Members.  I  regret  exccediogly  that 
they  were  not  in  the  hands  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincoln  until  a  few 
minutee  before  he  rose  to  make  his 
fpeech ;  but  the  detpatchesi  which  were 


extremely  short,  were  in  hands  of  hon. 
Members  that  evening,   and    all  who 
cared  to  read  them  had  an  opportunity 
of  doing  so  before  they  came  to  the 
division  next  night.     These  despatches, 
although  not  complete  until  the  subse- 
quent mail,  did  contain  the  most  able 
and  the  strongest  Minute  against  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government — ^I 
mean  that  of  Mr.  Bivers  Thompson.  The 
noble  Lord  says  that  no  explanation  has 
been  given  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
despatches  miscarried.    The  noble  Lord 
never  asked  what  became  of  them,  or  it 
could  have  been  afforded  to  him.     The 
explanation  is  a  very  simple  one.    They 
did  not  go  to  St.  Petersburg.    By  some 
mistake  they  were  placed  in  the  Bombay 
Post  Office,  and  they  were  sent  home, 
not  by  the  mail,  but  as  a  parcel,  and  in 
that  form  they  were  received,  I  think, 
at  Portsmouth.     [Lord  Geobob  Hamil- 
ton:   Hear,  hear!]     The  noble  Lord 
seems  to  think  the  matter  extremely 
amusing ;  and,  indeed,  referred  lightly 
to  the  suicide  of  the  Deputy  Postmaster 
of  Bombay,  who  was  held  responsible 
for  the  mistake.     I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther the  noble  Lord  meant  to  be  serious. 
If  not,  it  was  an  extremely  bad  joke. 
It  is  the  fact,  however,  that  Mr.  Kow, 
the  Deputy  Postmaster  at  Bombay,  was 
held  responsible  for  the  mistake,  and  it 
is  a  fact  that  Mr.  Bow,  subsequently  to 
the  discovery  of  the  blunder,  nas  com- 
mitted suicide.     What  happened  was 
perfectly  clear,  and  there  is  no  mystery 
about  it.     The  noble  Lord  evidently  be- 
lieves that  the  Deputy  Postmaster  was 
instructed  to  send  these  despatches  to 
Portsmouth  by  parcel    instead    of  by 
letter,  and  that  he  has  been  made  the 
victim  of  the  machinations  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.     The  noble   Lord 
says  that  if  the  opinion  of  Sir  Donald 
Stewart  had  been  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers before  the  division  was  taken,  it 
would  have  had  great  influence  upon 
the  House,  and  would  have  altered  the 
result.     Now,  not  one  word  was  said 
about  Sir  Donald  Stewart's  opinion  that 
was  not  borne  out,  and  more  than  borne 
out,  by  Sir  Donald  Stewart's  subsequent 
Minute.     What  did  Sir  Donald  Stewart 
say  in  the  Minute  that  did  not  reach  us  ? 
He  said  that  he  did  not  consider  Canda- 
har as  a  strategical  position,  nor  was  an 
advocate  of  its  annexation  for  any  pur- 
pose, not  even  if  it  could  be  demon- 
strated, beyond  the  shadow  of  a  doubt) 
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that  our  Frontier  cotild  be  strengthened 
by  such  a  measure.    I  stated  that  Sir 
Donald  Stewart  was  not  an  advocate  of 
the  retention  of  Candahar.  I  fully  admit 
that  he  states  in  his  opinion  that  the 
evils  which  may  result  from  a  change  of 
policy  on  the  part  of  one  Government 
when  it  succeeds  another  are  so  CTeat 
that  he  is  of  opinion  that  it  is  doubtful 
whether  we  ought  to  evacuate  Candahar. 
Sir  Donald  Stewart's  political  opinion 
was  that  which  I  have  just  read,  and  it 
was  quite  as  strong  as  anything  that 
could  be  attributed  to  him  in  the  course 
of  debate.  The  noble  Lord,  not  satisfied 
with  referring  to  Papers  which  are  not 
before  us,   has  gone  back  to  Papers 
which  were  before  the  House  for  weeks 
before  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lincoln  came  on.     He  is  now 
complaining    that    I    published    Lord 
Lytton's  Minute,  and  he  says  that  it  has 
nothine  whatever  to  do  with  the  ques- 
tion.   It  may  not  have  anything  to  do 
with  the  question  in  his  sense— because 
he  does  not  find  it  convenient  from  his 
view  of  the  question — ^but  it  has  a  great 
deal  to  do  with  the  question,  as  it  was 
discussed,  of  the  value  of  Candahar  in  a 
strategical  and  political  point  of  view ; 
and  when  I  was  placing  before    the 
House  the  opinion  of  great  authorities 
on  this  question,  I  do  not  see  why  I 
should  not  include  the  opinion  of  so 
^eat  an  authority  as  Lord  Lytton  in 
uie  year  1878.    Tne  noble  Lord  invites 
me  to  discuss  our  present  position  in 
Afghanistan,  and  he  says  it  combines 
all  possible  disadvantages  with  the  fewest 
possible  advantages.     He  says  that  this 
has  arisen  in  consequence  of  the  peremp- 
tory orders  issued  by  Her  Majesty's  Gb- 
vemment.    Well,  I  can  only  say  that 
the  present  position  of  matters  is  the 
one  contemplated  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment at  home,  and  is  the  one  sup- 
posed by  the  Government  of  Lidia  to  oe 
the  most  suitable.  We  issued  instructions 
of  a  very  precise  character  as  to  the 
abandonmoDt  of  Candahar.    We  left  it 
to  the  Gbvemment  of  India  to  decide  as 
to  the  time  of  our   withdrawal  from 
Pishin.     With  the  full  assent  of  Her 
M^esty's  GK)vemment,  the  Government 
of  India  have  availed  themselves,  acting 
upon  the  best  advice  and  information  in 
their  possession,  of  the  discretion  g^ven 
to  them,  and  in  the  exercise  of  that  dis- 
cretion have  decided  to  prolong  for  some 
time  the  occupation  of  Pishin  without, 
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in  the  least  degree,  deciding  what  the 
permanent  policy  in  regard  to  that  place 
is  to  be.     Pending  further  instructions 
from  the  Government,  they  are  of  opi- 
nion that  our  withdrawal  from  the  posi- 
tion we  occupy  in  Southern  Afghanistan 
ought  not  to  be  precipitate,  that  it  ought 
not  to   be  sudden,   that  it  ought  not 
necessarily  to  be  immediately  completed. 
For  that  purpose,  and  with  that  object, 
bearing  that  consideration  in  view,  great 
discretionarv  power  was  given  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  India.    The  Gbvemment  of 
India  has  availed  itself  of  that  discre- 
tion, and  I  have  no  reason  to  believe 
that  the  Gbvemment  of  India  has  been 
placed  in  any  position  of  embarrassment 
whatever  by  the  position  we  now  hold 
in  Southern  Afj^hanistan.     The  noble 
Lord  has  invited  me  to  g^ve  assurancee 
that  in  the  case  of  future  debates  foil 
information  will  be  g^ven  to  the  House. 
I  cannot  undertake  to  g^ve  any  assurance 
that  any  other  course  will  be  taken  than 
has  been  taken  in  this  matter.    We  had 
eveiy  reason  to  suppose  that  by  the  day 
fixea  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  for  the 
discussion  of  the  question  the  fuUest  in- 
formation, and  all  the  information  it  was 
possible  to  obtain,   would    be  in    the 
hands  of  the  House.     Some  of  that  in- 
formation was  withheld  by  an  unaooount- 
able  accident  for  which  the  Government 
cannot  be  held  responsible,  and  I  think 
it  is  rather  to  be  regretted  that  the  noble 
Lord  and  his  Friends  should  by  this 
carping  attack  endeavour  to  weaken  the 
decision  at  which  the  House  has  already 
arrived  by  so  large  a  majority. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  he  thought 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  spoken  had 
very  much  misunderstood  the  observa- 
tions of  his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton),  and 
the  spirit  in  which  they  were  made. 
When  he  spoke  of  this  question  not  hav- 
ing been  brought  forward  until  a  month 
after  the  Afghan  debate,  the  reason  for 
this  was  very  dear.  His  noble  Friend 
had  had  no  opportunity  of  bringing  it  on 
before.  He  had  placed  his  Notice  on  the 
Paper,  and  called  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject on  the  earliest  occasion  that  pre- 
sented itself.  The  noble  Lord  appeared 
hurt  at  the  observations  of  his  noble 
Friend  with  respect  to  this  being  or  not 
a  Party  question.  But  the  meaning 
of  his  noble  Friend  appeared  to  him 
perfectly  obvious.  The  Motion,  when 
brought  forward,  was  rejected  by  a  large 


489 


Central  Atia^-- 


(Mat  13,  1881J 


Afghanuian. 


490 


majority  of  the  Houso.  That  decision 
he  perfectly  accepted ;  but  he  was  not 
without  considerable  hope  that  the  argu- 
ments urged  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
which  took  place  would  even  now  have 
a  very  considerable  influence  on  the 
policy  of  the  Government.  When  the 
Motion  was  proposed,  the  Prime  Minister 
at  once  accepted  it  as  a  Motion  of  Want 
of  Oonfidenoe.  No  doubt,  it  was  a  very 
convenient  course  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  take,  and  he  did  not  com- 
plain of  his  decision.  After  what  had 
taken  place  in  the  House  of  Lords,  it 
was,  he  thought,  perfectly  fair  that  the 
Motion  should  have  been  accepted  in 
that  sense.  But  anyone  who  looked  at 
the  terms  of  the  Motion  would  see  that 
it  would  have  been  very  easy  to  have 
treated  it  in  no  such  sense.  However,  at 
that  moment  it  was  really  not  worth 
while  entering  into  an  elaborate  dis- 
cussion as  to  whether  it  was  proposed  in 
a  Party  sense  or  not.  All  he  would  say 
was,  that  the  sooner  Indian  subjects 
ceased  to  be  discussed  from  a  Party  point 
of  view  the  better,  and  he  was  sure  the 
House  would  And  that,  as  soon  as  those 
sitting  near  him  could  get  away  from 
subjects  connected  with  India  which 
they  were  obliged  to  press  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  they  were  pre- 
pared to  assist  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  the  best  of  their  power  in  deal- 
ing with  all  matters  relating  to  India. 
The  noble  Lord  seemed  to  think  that  his 
noble  Friend  had  made  a  charge  against 
him  of  having  deliberately  suppressed 
certain  Papers.  He  certainly  had  not 
understood  his  noble  Friend's  observa- 
tions in  that  sense.  What  he  under- 
stood him  to  say  was,  that  the  Govern- 
ment fixed  their  own  day  for  the  debate 
— namely,  the  24th  of  March — and  that 
they  were  so  careless  in  obtaining  in- 
formation beforehand  that,  when  the 
subject  came  on  for  discussion,  the  House 
was  without  information  that  the  Go- 
vernment might  perfectly  well  have  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House.  He  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  not  think  he  was 
referring  to  Papers  with  which  he  was 
particularly  concerned ;  he  was  not  re- 
ferring to  the  opinions  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  or  of  the  Council  of  India. 
For  his  own  part,  he  must  say  he  thought 
the  noble  Lord  would  have  been  anxious 
that  those  opinions  should  be  before  the 
House.  They  were,  on  the  whole,  very 
unfavourable  to  the  views  of  the  noble 


Lord,  and,  in  a  certain  sense,  their  ab- 
sence had  been  made  use  of  in  the  course 
of  the  debate.  But  he  did  think,  not- 
withstanding, that  the  course  adopted  by 
the  noble  Lord  and  by  the  Government, 
although  it  might  have  been  perfectly 
accidental,  was  most  unfair  towards  Sir 
Donald  Stewart,  because  throughout  the 
discussion  Sir  Donald  Stewart  was  beine 
constantly  misrepresented.  It  was  urged 
in  various  quarters  of  the  House  mat 
the  opinion  of  Sir  Donald  Stewart  was 
in  favour  of  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, while  it  was  urged  in  others  that 
it  was  in  favour  of  the  policy  supported 
on  that  side  of  the  House.  For  his  own 
part,  having  had  an  opportunity  of  read- 
ing all  the  Papers  put  forward  by  Sir 
Donald  Stewart,  he  thought  it  only  fair 
to  say  that  he  had  been  consistent 
throughout.  He  said  from  the  first  that, 
from  a  military  point  of  view,  it  was  not, 
in  his  opinion,  of  so  much  importance 
that  Candahar  should  be  occupied  by 
British  troops;  but  that,  on  political 
grounds,  it  would  be  the  basest  possible 
desertion  of  the  people  of  Candahar  that 
our  troops  should  be  withdrawn  from  it. 
Now,  Sir  Donald  Stewart  was  not  only 
the  Commander-in-Chief  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Forces  in  that  part  of  the  country, 
but  the  officer  politically  in  charge  of  it; 
who  had  lived  there  for  many  months, 
and  was  the  man  most  qualified  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  upon  the  question.  But 
that  brought  him  to  another  point.  The 
noble  Lord  had  said  he  placed  before  the 
House — and,  no  doubt,  he  did — the  opi- 
nions expressed  by  the  Government  of 
India,  at  the  earliest  possible  date.  But 
he  ventured  to  repeat  the  complaint 
made  on  the  occasion  of  his  addressing 
the  House  before,  as  to  the  famous 
despatch  dated  the  2nd  of  February. 
That  despatch  had  completely  changed 
the  position  of  affairs  with  regard  to  the 
retention  of  Pishin  and  Sibi,  and  it  inti- 
mated to  this  country  for  the  first  time 
that  the  Government  of  India  objected 
to  the  policy  that  was  intended  to  be 
imposed  on  it  from  home,  and  desired, 
for  a  time  at  least,  that  Pishin  and  Sibi 
should  be  occupied  by  our  troops,  and 
had  urged  some  strong  contentions  in 
support  of  that  view.  That  despatch 
might  have  been  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members  three  weeks  before  the  de- 
bate took  place ;  and  yet,  although  it 
was  perfectly  well  known  that  they, 
on  that  side  of  the  House  would,  on 
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the  24th  March,  call  attention  to  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
not  only  with  regard  to  Oandahar  but 
with  regard  to   Southern  Afghanistan 

Generally,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
ad  thought  fit  to  keep  back  that  des- 
patch of  the  2nd  of  February,  and  it 
was  not  put  into  his  hands  until  10 
minutes  before  he  rose  to  open  the  dis- 
cussion. He  now  came  to  another  point, 
and  was  glad  that  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  had  not 
yet  spoken,  because  his  next  observa- 
tions would  be  specially  directed  to  him. 
When  he  addressed  the  House  on  the 
former  occasion,  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  immediately 
followed,  and  made  two  statements  with 
reference  to  the  whole  subject  which 
had  a  very  considerable  effect  upon  the 
HousOi  and  had,  as  far  as  he  could 
judge,  actually  influenced  the  course  of 
public  opinion  on  the  question.  He 
ventured  to  call  attention  to  both  state- 
ments. The  first  of  them  arose  in  this 
way.  He  had  stated  in  the  course  of  his 
remarks  that  an  absolute  pledge  had 
been  g^ven  by  Sir  Donald  Stewart  to 
the  people  of  Candahar  that  they  should 
never  again  fall  under  the  dominion  of 
the  Huler  of  Cabul,  and  he  had  further 
stated  that  to  be  a  specific  pledge  given 
not  only  to  the  Ameer  Shere  Ah,  but  to 
the  people  themselves.  What  happened 
then?  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  got  up  and  quoted  a 
despatch  that  was  not  on  the  Table ;  but 
he  frankly  and  fairly  stated  that  the 
despatch,  although  not  there,  had  be- 
come the  property  of  the  House ;  and  he 
quoted  from  that  despatch  and  from  a 
diary  certain  declarations  made  by  Sir 
Donald  Stewart,  that  it  was  the  object 
of  the  Gt)vemment,  if  possible,  to  make 
the  Ameer  secure  on  his  Throne,  and, 
as  soon  as  he  had  been  made  secure  and 
independent  of  British  assistance,  to 
withdraw  from  Oandahar.  He  had  since 
seen  the  diary  on  which  that  statement 
was  published,  and  found  that  the 
diary,  so  far  from  in  any  way  affecting 
the  statement  which  he  made  was  a  re- 
markable confirmation  of  it,  because 
there  was  the  further  statement,  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  think  it 
worth  while  to  read  to  the  House,  that 
General  Sir  Donald  Stewart  reiterated 
to  the  Sirdar  that  he  might  rest  as- 
sured that  the  government  of  the 
whole  of  Afghanistan  would  certainly 
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not  be  vested  in  future  in  a  single  indi- 
vidual. So  absolute  a  confirmation  of 
his  statement  ought,  he  thought,  to  haT« 
been  laid  before  the  House.  Then,  there 
was  another  point.  Upon  the  occasion 
to  which  he  had  alluded,  he  urged  upon 
the  House  the  importance  which  might 
be  attached  to  Russian  intrigues  in  Af- 
ghanistan, cmd  to  the  Russian  advance 
towards  that  country.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man thereupon  got  up  and  said,  with 
an  air  that,  at  any  rate,  carried  convic- 
tion to  the  Liberal  side  of  the  Hoose, 
that  General  Skobeleff  had  been  recalled 
from  Central  Asia.  On  a  subsequent 
occasion  he  had  taken  the  opportunity 
of  asking  the  hon.  Gentleman  upon  what 
that  statement  was  founded,  ana  he  said 
it  was  founded  upon  information  whidi 
had  reached  him,  and  which  had  been 
afterwards  confirmed  by  a  despatch  from 
Lord  Dufferin.  But,  upon  examination 
of  the  despatch,  he  found  that,  so  £&r 
from  its  being  a  confirmation,  it  stated 
that  General  Skobeleff  had  been,  at  hia 
own  request,  relieved  from  his  command. 
And  that  was  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
described  as  being  recalled  by  special 
order  of  the  Emperor.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man, therefore,  appeared  to  him  to  have 
gone  on  the  merest  possible  hearsay ; 
and  it  turned  out,  two  days  later,  when 
Lord  Dufferin's  despatch  was  received, 
that  his  statement  was  not  confirmed. 
What  his  noble  Friend  complained  of 
was  that  the  despatches  to  which  he  had 
drawn  attention  were  in  the  possession 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  suffi- 
cient time  to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  for  the  purposes  of  the  de- 
bate that  took  place.  But  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  had  not  even  touched  upon 
that  subject.  It  was  true  that  had  the 
Government  written  to  St.  Petersburg 
for  leave  to  publish  the  despatch,  some 
time  must  have  elapsed;  but  the  tele- 
graph would  have  brought  in  two  dayi 
the  fullest  possible  information  with  re- 
gard to  the  disposition  of  the  Russian 
Government  upon  this  question.  He 
thought,  in  that  matter,  the  Gt)vemment 
had  not  treated  them  at  all  fairly.  Thej 
had  kept  back,  no  doubt  without  any 
design  of  deceiving  the  House,  infor- 
mation that  ought  to  have  been  laid 
upon  the  Table ;  they  had  fixed  the  de- 
bate for  a  day  that  was  convenient  to 
themselves,  and  then  witheld  the  infor- 
mation necessary  for  full  and  fair  din 
cuBsion. 
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Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
did  not  quite  understand  whether  the 
charge  against  the  Oovemment  was  that 
they  had  fixed  too  early  a  day  for  the 
debate,  or  that  it  was  owing  to  careless- 
ness on  the  part  of  the  Govemment  that 
the  latest  Papers  were  not  produced  in 
time  for  the  debate.  In  either  case,  he 
was  himself  present  in  the  House  when 
the  Prime  Minister  was  pressed  to  fix 
an  early  day  for  the  debate,  and  was 
now  quite  ready  to  examine  the  two 
statements  that  had  been  made  with  re- 
gard to  the  Indian  Minutes  and  the 
Foreign  Office  Papers.  The  noble  Lord 
who  began  this  debate  had  been,  in  his 
opinion,  sufficiently  answered  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  with  regard 
to  the  Indian  Papers ;  and  everybody  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  he  believed,  con- 
sidered the  defence  of  his  noble  Friend 
to  be  complete.  With  reference  to  these 
Papers,  there  was  every  reason  to  be- 
lieve they  would  reach  this  country  in 
time  to  be  printed ;  but,  owing  to  the 
error  of  the  unfortunate  man,  the  Sub- 
Postmaster  at  Bombay,  who  had  com- 
mitted suicide,  they  had  not  done  so. 
How  any  charge  could  be  made  against 
the  Govemment,  under  the  circum- 
stances, he  really  could  not  understand. 
The  important  despatch  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  had  referred  was 
that  of  Lord  Dufferin,  dated  the  8th  of 
March.  That  despatch  was  received  at 
thelForeign  Office  on  the  14th  of  March ; 
ana  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  had  inquired  why  leave  to 
publish  it  had  not  been  asked  by  tele- 
graph ?  That  had  been  done.  It  was 
the  practice,  whenever  a  Foreign  Office 
Blue  Book  was  to  be  laid  before  the 
House,  and  whenever  Foreign  Govern- 
ments had  to  be  consulted  with  reeard 
to  publication,  to  telegraph  the  numbers 
of  the  despatches,  and  the  consent  to  pub- 
lish was  generally  returned  in  the  same 
way.  But  there  were  often  in  St.  Peters- 
burg great  difficulties  in  seeing  s^ntle- 
men  able  to  give  the  consent  of  the  Go- 
renment ;  and,  in  the  present  instance, 
consent  to  publish  was  not  received 
until  the  day  of  the  debate.  The  hon. 
Member  opposite  made  a  further  in- 
quiry as  to  why  the  despatch  of  the  2nd 
of  February,  relating  to  Pishin,  had  not 
been  published?  The  House  would  see 
that  the  last  paragraph  of  the  despatch 
alluded  to  the  ^Onutes  which  were  on 
their  way  homei  and  it  was  the  wish  of 


Her  Majesty's  Govemment  to  publish 
both  the  despatch  and  the  Minutes  to- 
gether. When,  however,  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  found  that  the  Minutes 
had  not  arrived,  the  despatch  was  pub- 
lished without  them.  The  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  spoken  had  also  made  one 
or  two  remarks  personal  to  himself.  He 
said  that  in  the  course  of  the  Gandahar 
debate,  in  which  he  followed  him,  he 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  had  quoted  from 
a  portion  of  the  Gandahar  diary,  and 
that,  after  reading  the  context,  he 
thought  it  did  not  bear  out  the  expla- 
nation given.  The  hon.  Member  argued 
that  the  present  Govemment  had  re- 
versed the  policy  of  their  Predecessors 
with  regard  to  Gandahar ;  but  he  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  had  contended  that 
with  regard  to  Candahar  the  late  Go- 
vernment had  no  policy.  The  late 
Govemment,  he  would  point  out,  had 
never  themselves  decided  what  they 
were  going  to  do  with  Candahar.  He 
had  referred  to  the  matter  before ;  but 
the  noble  Lord  had  never  been  able 
to  tell  him  the  policy  of  his  Party  with 
regard  to  that  city.  Upon  this  matter 
he  had  quoted  from  the  Cabul  diary ;  and 
when  he  reminded  the  noble  Lord  that 
he  had  been  unable  to  designate  the 
line  the  late  Govemment  proposed  to 
take  on  the  question,  he  would  point  out 
that  two  speakers  who  had  taken  part 
in  the  debate  to  which  reference  had 
been  made,  one  on  the  first  night,  and 
another  on  the  second,  who  had  been 
connected  with  the  late  Gt)vemment, 
took  different  views  to  that  which  the 
noble  Lord  himself  had  taken.  He 
could  only  refer  hon.  Members  to  the 
diary,  which,  he  maintained,  exactly 
bore  out  the  statement  he  had  made  that 
the  late  Government  had  no  definite 
policy  with  regard  to  the  retention  or 
abandonment  of  Candahar ;  and  that,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  they  were  drifting  with 
the  stream  when  they  went  out  of 
Office.  Then  a  question  was  put  to 
him  as  to  the  recall  of  General  Skobeleff, 
and  it  was  stated  that  the  reply  he  had 

Ereviously  given  was  inaccurate,  not 
eing  borne  out  by  subsequent  published 
documents.  It  was  said  that  the  General 
had  not  been  recalled,  but  had  retired 
of  his  own  wish  ;  but  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  when  it  was  convenient  for 
the  home  authorities  to  ''recall"  an 
official,  it  was  usually  explained  that  it 
was  done  at  that  individual's  express  de- 
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sire.  A  great  many  cases  of  recall  could 
be  covered  in  this  manner ;  and  when 
the  presence  of  a  person  in  a  certain 
place  had  ceased  to  be  convenient,  it 
was  very  easy  to  recall  him  **  at  his 
own  wish."  The  Government  had  been 
informed  by  Her  Majesty's  Represen- 
tative at  St.  Petersburg  that  General 
Skobeleff  had  been  "recalled."  They 
had  continually  asked  for  confirmations 
of  that  statement,  and  they  had  from 
time  to  time  received  the  same  reply, 
which  had  been  submitted  to  the  House 
in  answer  to  Questions  put  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers. The  noble  Lord  had  put  three 
questions  to  him,  and  this  was  one — 
whether  the  statement  that  General 
Bkobeleff  had  been  recalled  was  correct  ? 
His  reply  was  that  it  was  correct.  Then 
the  noble  Lord  asked  whether  orders 
had  been  given  by  the  Bussian  Govern- 
ment for  suspending  the  advance  of  the 
Bussian  troops  in  Central  Asia?  In 
reply,  with  regard  to  the  orders  given 
by  the  Bussian  Government,  he  could 
only  state  what  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  informed.  He  could  not  say 
what  orders  had  been  given  to  the 
Bussian  forces;  but  they  heard  from 
Her  Majesty's  Bepresentative  at  St. 
Petersburg,  as  he  had  twice  informed 
the  House,  that  there  had  been  a  stop 
put  to  the  forward  movement  of  the  Bus- 
sian troops  in  Central  Asia.  Therefore, 
as  to  what  advance  the  Bussian  forces 
had  made,  he  answered  that  they  had 
made  none  ;  that  they  had,  in  fact,  been 
falling  back  since  the  date  of  the  debate. 
Before  sitting  down,  he  could  only  repeat 
the  statement  made  by  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  that  there 
was  not  the  smallest  foundation  for  the 
assertion,  either  in  connection  with  the 
Foreigpi  Office  or  the  Indian  Office,  that 
Papers  had  been  kept  back  at  the  time 
of  the  debate.  The  Qt)vemment  had 
been  asked  to  name  an  early  day  for  the 
discussion,  and  before  that  date  they  had 
got  together  all  the  Papers  they  possibly 
could,  and  had  produced  them ;  and  even 
if  the  Papers  which  were  ultimately 
found  to  be  missing  had  been  forthcom- 
ing at  that  time,  he  did  not  believe  that 
they  would  have  had  any  substantial 
influence  upon  the  debate. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  the  hon. 
Baronet  appeared  to  think  it  sufficient 
excuse  for  the  Government  having  com- 
menced the  debate  on  the  abandonment 
of  Piahin  when  they  did,  that  they  had 
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been  urged  by  the  Opposition  to  name 
an  early  day  ;  but  he  would  remind  the 
hon.  Baronet  that  it  was  impossible  for 
them  on  that  side  of  the  House  to  know 
what  information  the  Government  were 
in  possession  of.     When  Members  of  the 
Opposition  pressed  the  Government  for 
an  early  day,  it  was  not  to  be  supposed 
that  they   wished  the  Government    to 
bring  on  the  debate  before  they  were 
able  to  produce,  for  the  information  of 
their  opponents,  all  the  despatches  that 
were  at  their  own  disposal.    The  hon. 
Baronet  who  had  just  sat  down  began 
his  speech  by  saying  that  he  really  did 
not  understand  the  charge  made  against 
the  Government;   and  the  noble  Lord 
who  preceded  him  on  that  side  of  the 
House   (the   Marquess  of  Hartington) 
appeared  so  to  misunderstand  the  charge 
as  to  suppose  that  it  was  one  of  da- 
plicity  brought  against  Her  Majesty's 
present   Advisers.    They  both  seemed 
unable    to    imagine    that    there    was 
any  middle  charge    between  absolnte 
duplicity  on  the  part  of  the  Government^ 
and  absolvingthe  Government  altogether 
from  blame  in  this  matter.     The  case  of 
the  Opposition  was  not  that  at  all.     No 
man  on  that  side  of  the  House  believed 
that  the  Government  intended  deliber- 
ately to  withhold  these  Papers  from  the 
House ;   but,  at  the  same    time,   they 
could  not  absolve  the  Ministry  from  the 
charge  of  having  so  acted  that  important 
information    which  should  have    been 
given  to  the  House  did  not  reach  them. 
Let  them  compare  the  manner  in  which 
the  Government  had  used  information, 
but  had  not  produced  it,  when  it  was  in 
their  interest  to  so   act,  and  when    it 
was  against  them.     The  hon.   Baronet 
who  had  just  sat  down  was  in  possession 
of  certain   information   with  regard  to 
the  Cabul  diary,  to  which  allusion  had 
been  made.     He  made  use  of  this  infor- 
mation, and  also  referred  to  a  despatch, 
subsequently  laid  upon  the  Table,  with 
regard  to  General  Skobeleff.      He  had 
used  the  despatches  which  supported  his 
own  view ;  but  he  had  given  them  no 
opinion   as  to  the  despatch  which  told 
against  them — information  with  regard 
to  which  he  had  in  his  possession.    That 
was  the  natural  thing  to  do ;  but  let 
them  observe  how  capable    it  was  of 
abuse,  for  if  Gbvemment  allowed  them- 
selves to  use  despatches  only  that  told 
in  favour  of  themselves,  it  was  certain  that 
they  would  ignore  all  those  despatches 
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which  in  any  way  told  against  them — 
and  that  was  exactly  what  the  Govern- 
ment did.  He  was  not  touching  on  the 
Indian  despatches  that  were  kept  back 
by  an  accident,  but  the  despatch  which 
the  Govemment  actually  had  in  the 
Foreign  Office — namely,  the  Oabul  diary 
which  had  since  been  published.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  undoubtedly,  did  make  quotations 
from  that  diary,  which  hon.  Members 
sitting  opposite  to  them  were  unable 
to  answer  because  they  had  not  the 
despatch  before  them ;  but  he  had  for- 
borne to  quote  from  information  which 
he  also  had,  and  which  would  have  told 
powerfully  in  favour  of  his  opponents. 
That  alone,  he  thought,  was  sufficient 

i'ustification  to  his  noble  Friend  for 
laving  called  attention  to  this  matter. 
The  noble  Lord  was  unable  to  go  into 
this  question  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
they  had  had,  as  he  had  not  been  in 
possession  of  the  materials  to  enable 
him  to  do  so ;  but  he  had  put  down  his 
Notice  as  soon  as  he  could,  and  had 
brought  on  this  question  on  the  earliest 
possible  day.  The  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  got  into  a 
state  of  virtuous  indignation  at  the  sup- 
posed accusation  from  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench ;  but  it  must  be  remembered 
how  fond  the  present  Ministry  and  their 
Followers  when  in  Opposition  were  of 
accusing  the  late  Govemment  of  feloni- 
ously keeping  back  information.  Well, 
if  the  present  Opposition  ever  had  an 
opportunity  to  make  use  of  a  similar 
accusation  there  never  was  one  more 
plausible  than  the  present,  because  there 
were  two  entirely  separate  sets  of  des- 
patches, both  telling  in  favour  of  the 
Opposition  and  against  the  Govemment, 
in  charge  of  different  Departments,  and 
entirely  subjected  to  different  influences, 
neither  of  which  came  into  the  hands  of 
the  Opposition  in  time  for  the  debate. 
He  made  no  charge  of  duplicity ;  but  he 
did  say  that  if  such  an  event  had  occurred 
during  the  tenure  of  Office  of  the  late 
Gx)vemment,  he  had  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  not  have  been  restrained  oy  any 
similar  delicacy.  He  supposed  they 
would  have  no  opportumty — in  fact, 
they  could  not  possibly  have  any  oppor- 
tunity—of discussing  this  question  this 
Session  with  the  full  information  they 
had  received ;  but  he  confessed  he  could 
not  agree  with  his  noble  Friend  who 


brought  this  subject  forward,  when  he 
said  that  hon.  Members  opposite  would 
have  had  their  opinions  influenced  by 
these  documents  if  they  had  been  forth- 
coming. It  was  clear  hon.  Members  on 
the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House  had 
formed  their  decision  entirely  apart  from 
the  documents.  Their  opinion,  in  fact,  was 
formed  at  the  time  of  the  General  Elec- 
tion. They  were  influenced  by  no  docu- 
ments that  were  then  in  their  hands,  and 
he  did  not  believe  they  would  have  been 
influenced  by  any  documents  which  had 
lately  been  laid  on  the  Table.  The  only 
consolation  Members  of  the  Opposition 
had  was  this — that,  apparently,  the  Gt)- 
vemment  were  now  being  compelled  by 
circumstances  not  only  to  go  against  the 
policy  which  they  themselves  intended 
to  pursue,  but  to  go  in  favour  of  that 
against  which  they  had  been  able  to 
bring  down  a  majority  of  120  votes  in 
this  House. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  that  as  he  had 
taken  as  much  interest  in  this  matter  as 
any  other  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  House, 
he  should  like  to  be  allowed  to  say  a  few 
words.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
said  hon.  Members  on  that  (the  Opposi- 
tion) side  of  the  House  had  pressed  the 
Gt)vemment  to  fix  an  early  day  for  the 
discussion  on  the  Candahar  question. 
Well,  that  might  be  so ;  but  did  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  believe  that  the  despatches  the 
Government  had  at  their  disposal,  or 
could  have  had  at  their  disposal,  could 
not  have  been  laid  on  the  Table  when 
that  discussion  came  on?  He  thought 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Under  Secretary 
to  have  warned  the  Prime  Minister,  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  fixing  the 
day,  that  certain  Papers  of  great  im- 
portance could  not  be  produced  in  time 
for  the  debate.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, before  the  debate  came  on,  should 
have  been  enabled  to  give  reasons  why 
it  should  be  adjourned  to  a  future  date ; 
but  that  was  not  done,  and  the  House 
received  no  information  of  the  absence 
of  those  Papers  either  from  the  Represen- 
tatives of  the  Foreign  Office  or  the  India 
Office.  He  could  not  conceal  from  himself 
that  the  perusal  of  those  Papers,  which 
were  not  in  their  possession  at  the  time 
of  the  debate,  but  which  had  since  been 
produced,  would  have  influenced  many 
non.  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.    The  noble  Lord  (the  Murquess 
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of  Hartington)  said  the  Opposition  had 
made  this  a  Party  question  ;  but  he  was 
sure  the  noble  Lord  would  not  accuse 
him  of  having,  at  any  time,  made  India 
a  Party  question  in  this  House.  He 
thought  the  whole  policy  of  the  retire- 
ment from  Candahar  was  part  of  the 
policy  that  the  noble  Lord  sketched  out 
when  he  was  addressing  his  constituents 
in  North-East  Lancashire  at  the  General 
Election.  The  noble  Lord  had  been  de- 
termined to  withdraw  from  Candahar, 
no  matter  what  happened,  and  no  matter 
what  were  the  opinions  of  those  now 
capable  of  forming  a  judgment,  and  had 
denounced,   in  no  weak  language,  the 

Eolicy  of  the  late  Government.  Well,  we 
ad  gone  from  Candahar,  and  it  was  only 
flogging  a  dead  horse  to  discuss  the  mat- 
ter any  longer.  He  would  venture  humbly 
to  advise  the  Government  with  regard  to 
these  despatches  from  India — for  it  was 
the  first  time  in  his  experience  that  he  had 
known  despatches  of  this  kind  to  be  sent 
by  parcel  and  not  by  the  regular  post — 
that  in  future  they  should  be  sent  as  all 
other  despatches  were  transmitted.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  noble  Mar- 
quess had  communicated  to  the  Viceroy 
his  displeasure  at  the  course  taken  by 
the  Assistant  Postmaster;  but  it  certainly 
seemed  most  extraordinary  that  these 
despatches  should  have  come  by  parcel 
via  Southampton  instead  of  the  ordinary 
method  via  Brindisi.  It  was  the  first  time 
important  despatches  had  come  in  this 
way  from  India,  and  he  hoped  it  would 
be  the  last.  It  was  a  most  important 
circumstance,  on  a  question  of  such  vital 
importance  as  this  before  the  coimtry, 
that  despatches  of  great  consequence 
should  have  been  withheld.  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
said  that  he  had  stated,  in  the  course  of 
his  speech,  with  frankness,  that  General 
Skobeleff  had  been  recalled.  Yes ;  but 
why  did  he  say  that  ?  He  told  them,  at 
the  same  time,  or  he  indicated,  that 
there  had  been  a  change  of  policy  on  the 
part  of  the  new  Emperor ;  and  he  endea- 
voured to  impress  on  the  House  that  the 
change  of  policy  was  such,  that  Hussia 
had  no  intention  of  advancing  on  Merv, 
and  that  so  strong  was  the  intention  of 
the  present  Emperor  not  to  follow  in  the 
footsteps  of  his  Father,  that  he  intended, 
on  the  first  opportunity,  to  recall  General 
Skobeleff.  Well,  he  (Mr.  Onslow)  con- 
tended that  the  despatches  before  them 
did  not  bear  out  the  impression  con- 

Mr,  Onslow 


veyed  to  them  by  the  hon.  Baronet  on 
that  occasion.  He  (Mr.  Onslow)  be- 
lieved that  Bussia  did  intend  to  advance 
upon  MerVf  and  that  at  no  very  diKtant 
date.  It  was  said  that  nothing  was  to 
be  gained  by  remaining  in  Pishin ;  but 
he  very  strongly  disagreed  with  that 
view.  If  they  were  to  leave  Candahar, 
it  was  a  great  compromise  indeed  to 
stop  at  Pishin ;  and  one  of  the  strongest 
reasons  for  that  eourse  was,  that  if 
in  the  future  they  had  to  advance  on 
Candahar,  they  would  be  in  a  much 
better  position  to  do  so  than  if  they  went 
away  altogether  beyond  the  old  Frontier. 
But  they  were  not  ^scussing  this  matter ; 
and  he  only  wished  to  impress  on  the 
noble  Lord,  in  his  responsible  position 
of  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  the  ne- 
cessity, on  all  future  occasions  when 
discussions  on  Indian  matters  took  place, 
that  he  should  put  before  the  House  all 
the  despatches  cmd  all  the  information 
he  possibly  could,  and  that  if  he  could 
not  give  them  all  the  despatches,  that  he 
should  tell  the  House  why  he  did  not 
do  so.  

Colonel  MAKINS  did  not  wish  the 
House  to  misunderstand  the  position  of 
hon.  Members  on  that  fthe  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House.  No  one  woold 
for  a  moment  accuse  either  the  noble 
Marquess  or  the  hon.  Baronet  of  an 
attempt  at  a  wilful  suppression  of  des- 
patches; but,  at  the  same  time,  they 
could  not  lose  sight  of  the  faot  that  there 
were  some  despatches  that  were  not 
forthcoming,  and  the  Government  shoold 
not  have  allowed  the  discussion  to  go  on 
in  the  absence  of  those  despatches.  The 
hon.  Baronet  should  have  suggested  to 
the  Prime  Minister  the  desirability  of 
postponing  the  debate  until  such  time 
as  the  despatches  could  be  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  If  that  had  been 
done,  all  this  difficulty  would  not  have 
arisen.  He  (Colonel  Makins)  had  no 
intention  whatever  of  bringing  any 
accusation  against  any  Member  of  the 
Government;  and  all  he  wanted  to  do 
was  to  point  out  that  they  had  made  a 
mistake  in  allowing  the  debate  to  take 
place  before  the  production  of  these  des- 
patches. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he  had 
heard,  with  great  pleasure,  the  conclud- 
ing sentences  of  the  noble  Marquess, 
because  they  seemed  not  only  to  justify 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
George    Hamilton),    but    the    oi 
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Motion  on  the  Candahar  question.  They 
Dow^  ^heard,  with  the  utmost  satisfac- 
tion, that  the  Government  had  arrived 
at  no  decision  whatever  as  to  the  with- 
drawal of  troops  from  Southern  Afghan- 
istan. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  said, 
the  nohle  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down 
was  easily  satisfied,  if  he  was  satisfied 
with  a  statement  from  the  nohle  Mar- 
quess, which  was  precisely  similar  to 
one  which  he  had  made  hefore  the  deci- 
sion was  taken  in  the  very  dehate  to 
which  reference  had  been  made.  If 
anything  proved  the  absolute  want  of 
necessity  for  the  bringing  on  of  the  pre- 
sent debate,  it  was  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Manners)  that 
he  was  entirely  satisfied  that  the  object 
of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord  Oeor^e 
Hamilton)  had  been  obtained  by  elicit- 
ing from  the  Indian  Secretary  the  state- 
ment he  made  in  his  speech  on  the  Can- 
dahar debate.  The  few  observations  of 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down 
proved  most  conclusively  that  the  time 
of  the  House  had  not  been  usefully  oc- 
cupied with  the  present  discussion.  The 
noble  Lord  had  been  beating  the  air  to 
obtain  from  the  noble  Marquess  a  state- 
ment which  he  explicitly  made  a  month 
ago. 

Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Ohair,"  put,  and  a^ad  to. 

Wats  and  Means — considersd  in  Com- 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(Stamp  Duty  on  Tranifers  of  Coonty  Stock.) 

(I.)  JUsoited,  That  where  the  justices  of  any 
county,  liberty,  riding,  parts,  or  division  of  a 
eounty,  shall  be  empowered  by  any  Act  of  Par- 
liament to  create  **  County  Stock,**  the  trans- 
fers of  such  stock  shall  be  chargeable  with 
Stamp  Duty  as  if  they  were  transfers  of  the 
debenture  stock  of  a  company  or  corporation. 

(Stamp  Duty  on  Stock  Certificates  to 
Bearer.) 

(2.)  R*9olved,  That  every  **  Stock  Certificate 
to  Bearer'*  which  shall  be  issued  under  the 
provisions  of  **The  Local  Authorities  Loans 
Act,  1876,"  or  of  any  other  Act  authorising 
the  creation  of  debenture  stock,  county  stock, 
corporation  stock,  municipal  stock,  or  funded 
debt,  by  whatever  name  known,  shall  be 
charged  with  the  Stamp  Duty  of  Seven  Shil- 
lings and  Sixpence,  for  every  fiUl  sum  of  One 
Hundred  Pounds,  and  also  for  any  fraction  leas 
than  One  Hundred  Pounds,  or  over  and  abovo 
One  Hundred  Pounds,  or  a  multiple  of  One 
Hmidred  Pounds,  of  the  nominal  amount  of 
the  stock  deacribed  in  the  certifioate. 


(Duty  on  Licences  for  Sale  in  Bailway 
Carriages.) 

Moved  to  resolve,  That  there  shall  be  charged 
and  paid  upon  every  Licence  for  the  Sale  of 
Intoxicating  Liquors  and  Tobacco  in  any  car- 
riage used  for  the  conveyance  of  passengers  on 
any  Bailway,  the  Excise  Duty  of  .  £6  0  0. — 
{Lord  Frederick  Cavendith,) 

Majob  NOLAN  inquired,  as  a  matter 
of  form,  how  hon.  Memhers  could  ohtain 
information  as  to  Ways  and  Means  ? 

Lord  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  Eesolutions  of  this  kind  were  never 
given  Notice  of,  he  helieved ;  but  they 
would  be  renewed  on  Monday,  and  could 
then  be  considered.  The  present  pro- 
posal was  not  an  important  one ;  it  was 
simply  to  provide  facilities  for  refresh- 
ment on  Pullman  oars. 

Mb.  GOEST  asked  whether  this  tax 
was  to  be  levied  for  Revenue,  and  whe- 
ther Eevenue  was  expected  from  it  ? 

LoBD  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
replied,  that  he  believed  there  was  one 
dining  car  now  in  use,  and  the  object  of 
the  proposal  was  simply  to  enable  per- 
sons dining  in  that  car  to  obtain  a  glass 
of  wine. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day next. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 
next. 

THAMES  RIVER  (No.  2)  BILL.— [Bill  148.] 
{Mr,  Chamberlain^  Mr,  Evelyn  Ashley,) 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  hoped  a  longer 
date  than  Monday  would  be  fixed  for 
this  Bill,  and  observed  that  there  was 
no  chance  of  the  Bill  being  taken  on 
Monday. 

LoBD  RICHARD  GROSVENOR  said, 
the  Bill  would  not  be  taken  on  Mon- 
day. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Monday 
next. 

BILLS  OF  SAIiE  ACT  (1878)  AMENDMENT 
{r«'CommiUfd)  BILL.— [Bill  104.] 

{Mr.  Monk,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simony  Mr.  Fry, 
Mr.  Barran.) 

Mb.  monk  moved  that  the  Bill  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  and  that 
the  Order  for  Committee  should  be  dis- 
charged. 

Mb.  WARTON  wished  to  know  the 
object  of  the  hon.  Member's  Motion  ? 
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Mr.  monk  replied,  that  the  object 
of  sending  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee was  that  the  Amendments  on  the 
Paper  should  be  carefully  considered  in 
Committee  upstairs,  and  evidence  taken 
if  necessary. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  for  Committee  read,  and  dis- 
charged. 

Bill  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

NEWSPAPERS  (LAW  OF  LIBEL)   BILL. 

(Jfr.  Mutchinwrtf  Mr.  Gregory^  Mr,  Edward 

Zeatham,  Mr.  Samttel  MorUy.) 

[bill  5.]      COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Colonel  MAKTNS  asked  whether 
this  Bill  did  not  come  under  the  opera- 
tion of  the  half-past  12  Eule,  as  there 
were  Amendments  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  Rule  does  not 
apply  to  Amendments  when  they  are 
only  Amendments  in  Committee. 

Clause  1  (Interpretation). 

Mb.  INDERWICK  said,  it  appeared 
to  him  and  to  some  of  his  Friends 
desirable  to  have  some  definition  as  to 
what  were  public  meetings  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Bill;  and  he,  therefore, 
proposed  that  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Act  the  words  '*  public  meeting  "  should 
mean  **  any  meeting  to  which  reporters 
of  the  Press  were  admitted."  As  this 
was  a  Bill  to  give  certain  privileges 
to  newspaper  editors  and  proprietors, 
he  hoped  the  Committee  wouW  be  of 
opinion  that  the  definition  he  proposed 
was  sufficient  to  give  them  an  inti- 
mation of  what  a  public  meeting  was, 
and  how  far  their  liability  extended. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  3,  after  the  word  '*  advertise- 
mentA,"  to  msert  the  words  "  public  meeting 
shall  mean  any  meeting  to  which  reporters  for 
the  press  are  admitted  with  the  assent  of  the 
said  meeting." — {Mr.  Inderwick.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Colonel  MAKINS  saw  considerable 
objection  to  proceeding  with  this  Bill, 
eyen  though  it  was  unopposed,  at  that 
late  hour ;  but  he  should  like  to  ask  the 
hon.  Member  why  he  left  out  the  defini- 


tion '*  not  less  than  twenty  Members  ?  ^ 
Any  hole-and-corner  meeting  might,  by 
obtaining  the  presence  of  reporters,  con- 
stitute itself  a  public  meeting  within  the 
terms  of  the  dause.  Heobjected  strongly 
to  leaving  out  the  definition  '*  not  le« 
than  twen^  Members." 

Mr.  HXJTCHIN80N  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  had  omitted  the  words  at  his 
desire,  for  otherwise  meetings  of  Chnrdi- 
wardens,  Vestries,  Local  Boards,  and 
other  local  authorities  would  be  excluded 
from  the  Act. 

Colonel  MAEHNS  thought  meetings 
of  Guardians,  Vestries,  and  such  public 
bodies  might  very  wdl  be  aUuded  to 
specially  in  the  clause ;  but  he  objected 
strongly  to  leaving  out  the  limit  as  to 
20  persons,  having  regard  to  meetings 
other  than  those  specify  mentioned. 

Mr.  LEAMY  wished  to  know  why 
the  hon.  Member  omitted  the  words 
''  with  the  consent  of  the  meeting,"  see- 
ing that  reporters  could  not  report  imless 
they  were  admitted. 

Mr.  INDERWICK  exphdned  that 
the  ordinary  course  for  reporters  who 
were  sent  to  private  meetingps  was  to 
ask  if  they  were  to  be  admitted ;  and 
if  they  were  admitted,  it  was  understood 
that  they  were  admitted  bv  consent'  of 
the  meeting.  But  the  words  "  with  the 
consent  of  the  meeting  "  might  render 
it  necessary  to  put  the  question  to  every 
meeting.  That  was  wny  he  put  the 
Amendment  in  that  form.  He  thought 
the  Bill  very  reasonable,  and  he  put 
this  Amendment  on  the  Paper  in  order 
t^at  it  might  be  discussed. 

Colonel  MAKINS  thoueht  the 
Amendment  proposed  was  so  different 
in  character  from  that  already  on  the 
Paper,  that  it  would  not  be  right  to  con- 
sider it  at  that  time.  It  raised  many 
questions  which  would  require  discus- 
sion. He  should  move  that  the  Chair- 
man should  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  agam." — {Coionsl 
Makim.) 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  HUTCHINSON,  gathering  that 
the  general  feeling  of  the  House  was  to 
adioum  the  discussion,  expressed  his 
willingness  to  bow  to  that  feeling. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  it  was  so  seldom 
that  there  was  a  chance  of  making  pro- 
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gre98,  that  it  was  advisable  to  discuss 
this  important  BiU. 

Mb.  OOUBTNET  hoped  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Rye  (Mr.  Inderwick) 
would  not  press  his  Amendment.  The 
Bill  had  been  carefully  considered  by  a 
Oommittee  upstairs  for  several  years, 
and  he  had  tne  honour  to  consider  it  as 
a  Member  of  the  CJommittee.  The  first 
year  the  Chairman  was  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  late  Gbvemment,  and 
last  year  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
present  Government  was  Chairman.  The 
Committee  considered  the  question  of 
putting  in  words  precisely  defining 
public  meetings,  but  they  gave  up  the 
attempt  as  being  really  impracticable. 
They,  however,  inserted  words  which 
they  thought  were  a  sufficient  gpiarantee. 
It  would  add  materially  to  the  difficulties 
of  applying  the  Bill  if  it  was  attempted 
to  provide  precisely  as  to  how  reporters 
were  to  be  present  at  meetings,  and  he 
hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  not  press  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  inderwick  said,  he  should 
like  to  take  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  matter.  His  object  was 
to  extend  the  operation  of  the  Bill,  and 
he  did  not    anticipate  the    difficulties 

Siipted  out  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
e  should,  therefore,  take  the  opinion 
of  the  Committee  as  to  whether  it  was 
desirable  to  introduce  this  definition. 

Mb.  WARTON  thought  the  proposal 
most  absurd.  Two  persons  might  meet 
together,  and  because  they  had  a  re- 
porter present  they  became  a  public 
meeting. 

Mb.  DAWSON  considered  the  words 
proposed  to  be  introduced  most  proper 
words,  for  the  presence  of  reporters  at  a 
meeting  made  it  a  public  meeting  in  the 
most  effectual  manner.  He  heartily  ap- 
proved of  the  Amendment. 

OoLoifBL  MAKINS  said,  he  should 
certainly  vote  against  the  Amendment ; 
but,  in  the  event  of  its  being  carried, 
he  should  move  that  a  public  meeting 
should  consist  of  not  less  than  20 
persons. 

Question  put,  **That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  Committee  rfirti^i :— Ayes  13; 
Noes  40  :  Majority  27.— (Div.  List, 
No.  202.) 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Newspaper  reports  of  cer- 
tain meetings  privileged)  agreed  to. 
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Clause  3  (No  prosecution  for  news- 
paper libel  without  fiat  of  Attorney 
(General). 

Mb.  COURTNEY  proposed,  in  line 
33,  to  leave  out  the  wonls  "Her  Ma- 
jesty's Attorney  General,"  in  order  to 
insert  '*  Director  of  Public  Prosecu- 
tions." This  question  was  raised  in 
Committee  upstairs,  and  he  was  bound 
to  say  it  was  there  decided  against  his 
opinion  and  in  favour  of  making  crimi- 
nal prosecutions  for  libel  depend  upon 
the  allowance  of  Her  Majesty's  Attorney 
General.  It  appeared  to  him  at  the 
time,  and  it  haa  appeared  to  him  more 
strongly  since,  that  no  allowance  for  a 
criminal  prosecution  should  be  left  to 
the  discretion  of  a  political  officer.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  in  many  cases  the 
task  of  the  Attorney  General  would 
be  one  of  great  difficulty  and  delicacy. 
Many  libek  arose  out  of  a  political 
controversy ;  and  it  might  happen  that 
the  Attorney  General  was  of  opinion 
that  no  allowance  should  be  made  for 
a  criminal  prosecution,  yet  he  might 
grant  it,  for  fear  that  if  he  did  not  he 
would  be  accused  of  political  partizan- 
ship.  To  relieve  the  Attorney  General 
from  the  possibility  of  such  a  position 
he  proposed  this  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  33,  to  leare  out  the  words 
«*  Her  iSjesty'fl  Attorney  General,"  in  order  to 
insert  the  words  **  the  Director  of  Public  Prose- 
cutions."—(Jfr.  Courtney.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
*  Her  Majesty's  Attorney  General*  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

Thb  SOLICITOB  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson),  sug- 

§ested  that,  inasmuch  as  the  Attorney 
l^eneral  directed  criminal  prosecutions  in 
Ireland,  and  as  there  was  no  such  Officer 
in  Ireland  as  **  Public  Prosecutor," 
the  Amendment  should  read — "Public 
Prosecutor  in  England  and  Attorney 
(General  in  Ireland." 

Me.  HUTCHINSON  said,  the  House 
was  unanimous  the  other  day  in  think- 
ing the  Attorney  General  by  far  the 
best  authority  to  whom  this  question 
could  be  referred,  because  he  could  be 
called  to  order  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons if  there  was  any  misuse  of  his 
power.  This  would  not  be  so  in  the 
case  of  the  Public  Prosecutor.  They 
need  have  no  fear  of  the  duty  being 
honourably  discharged  by  the  Attorney 
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General  for  the  time  being;  his  social 
position  and  political  status  were  suf- 
ficient to  ensure  an  impartial  adminis- 
tering of  the  Act.  He  disapproved  of 
making  any  further  differences  between 
England  and  Ireland. 

Mr.  WAETON  hoped  the  distin- 
guished legal  authority  who  had  just 
spoken  (the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land) would  excuse  him  if  he  did  not 
agree  with  him.  He  should  infinitely 
prefer  the  Attorney  General  to  the 
Public  Prosecutor.  One  thing  was  most 
amusing.  The  hon.  Member  for  Lis- 
keard  (Mr.  Courtney),  in  moving  the 
Amendment,  did  not  know  the  name 
of  the  official  he  proposed  to  substitute 
for  the  Attorney  General.  He  did  not 
know  whether  it  was  the  Prosecutor 
General,  or  Director  of  Prosecutions,  or 
Prosecutor;  and  had  to  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  near  him. 
The  fact  of  the  matter  was  that  the 
office  of  Prosecutor  was  on  its  trial. 
There  was  a  staff  of  six  clerks  to  be 
appointed ;  only  one  clerk  had  yet  been 
appointed,  and  the  whole  Office  was 
treated  with  discredit  by  everybody. 
The  Prosecutor  was  a  man  of  no 
weight;  and  there  was  no  argument 
which  could  be  used  in  favour  of  the 
present  proposition.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Liskeard  had  said  the  duty  would 
be  a  delicate  one  for  the  Attorney 
General  to  have  to  perform.  No  one 
ever  supposed  the  Attorney  General 
would  act  unfairly,  no  matter  to  which 
political  Party  he  belonged.  He  knew 
the  Attorney  General  was  a  most  over- 
worked man,  and  wanted  to  have  no 
fresh  duty  thrust  upon  him.  He  was, 
however,  the  proper  person  to  discharge 
a  duty  of  this  kind ;  and  it  was  rather 
hard  at  this  time  of  the  morning  to 
have  an  Amendment  of  this  nature 
started  upon  them. 

Mr.  HEALY  thought  they  ought 
to  establish  a  precedent  in  this  Bill, 
and  make  the  Public  Prosecutor  or 
Attorney  General  give  this  allowance 
without  fee  or  charge.  He  therefore 
asked  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  to 
consent  to  add  to  his  Amendment  the 
following  words: — ''The  same  will  be 
given  free  of  all  charge  or  fee." 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  the  PubUc  Prose- 
cutor in  Ireland  was  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral. He  understood  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral assented  to  other  prosecutions.  If 
that  were  so,  he  did  not  see  why  his 
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assent  should  not  be  taken  in  the  case  of 
criminal  prosecutions  for  newspaper  libd. 
Mr.  INDERWICK  said,  thii  was  a 
matter  which  chiefly  concerned  editors 
and  proprietors  of  newspapers ;  and  he 
understood  they  preferred  to  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  Attorney  General  rather  than 
in  those  of  any  other  official.  In  his  opi- 
nion, it  would  be  a  great  advantage  to 
substitute  the  Public  Prosecutor  for  the 
Attorney  General.  The  Public  Prose- 
cutor was  a  permanent  official ;  he  was 
not  a  political  Officer  or  a  Member  of  tiis 
House  of  Commons,  but  was  liable  to 
give  an  account  of  his  actions  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  or  the  Lord  Chief  Jus- 
tice for  the  time  being.  Under  these 
circumstances,  it  would  be  held  by  the 
public  that  he  was  a  more  impartial  offi- 
cial than  the  Attorney  General,  espe- 
cially in  libels  of  a  political  nature,  and 
he  must  support  the  Amendment 

Question,  "That  the  words  'Her Ma- 
jesty's Attorney  General'  stand  part  of 
the  Question,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Further  Question  put,  and  agret^  ^i 
*'  That  the  words  '  the  Director  of  Public 
Prosecutions '  be  substituted.'* 

Mr.  COUETNEY  proposed  to  add, 
after  the  word  **  prosecutions,"  the  words 
*'  in  England,  or  the  Attorney  General 
in  Ireland." 

Mr.  HEALY  thought  this  a  most  oh- 

i'ectionable  proposal.  They  wanted  a 
Public  Prosecutor  in  Ireland.  Ho  did 
not  wish  to  obstruct  the  Bill ;  but  itw« 
a  most  disgraceful  thing  for  them  in  In- 
land, .where  political  strife  was  at  tim®* 
so  heated,  to  have  to  apply  to  the  Atto^ 
ney  General  to  be  allowed  to  oondoct 
the  prosecutions.  They  had  a  recent 
case  in  Ireland — the  case  of  Mr.  Parnell 
and  others  against  The  Dublin  Evi^^ 
MaiL  If  Mr.  PameU  and  others  had 
had  to  go  to  the  Public  Prosecutor  or 
the  Attorney  General  in  that  niattjtf» 
the  fiat  would  never  have  been  grante^ 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  would 
see  the  force  of  his  remarks. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Healy)  mistook  the 
scope  of  the  Bill.  It  was  not  a  Bill  to 
protect  writers,  but  to  protect  newsp*!^ 
editors  from  the  consequences  of  P'*'^ 
lishing  libellous  reports.  As  they  had 
no  other  official  in  Ireland  than  the  At- 
torney General  to  whom  a  matter  of  tw* 
kind  could  be  referred,  he  should  sop* 
port  the  Amendment, 
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Mb.  WAETON  asked  why  the  word 
''fiat"  was  retained  in  the  clause? 
How  could  there  be  a  "  fiat "  to  the  Di- 
rector of  Prosecutions  if  such  an  official 
existed  ? 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mr.  INDEEWICK  moved,  at  the 
end  of  the  clause,  to  add  the  words — 

*<  And  every  such  prosecution  shall  be  heard 
and  tried  on  the  same  principles,  and  in  the 
same  manner,  and  subject  to  the  same  rules  and 
regulations  as  civil  actions  now  tried  in  the 
High  Court  of  Justice.*' 

He  thought  that,  as  a  matter  of  principle 
and  as  a  matter  of  right,  the  defendant  in 
an  action  of  libel  might  require  the  charge 
to  be  proceeded  with  as  a  civil  action, 
and  that  it  should  not  be  in  the  power  of 
the  prosecutor  to  put  him  to  the  disad- 
vantage of  being  put  on  his  trial  for  a 
criminal  action,  where  his  mouth  would 
be  closed.  He  therefore  moved  this 
Amendment  as  an  act  of  fairness  and 
justice  to  the  newspaper  proprietors,  and 
as  an  amendment  of  the  law  which  had 
become  absolutely  necessary. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  end  of  Clause  to  add  **and  every  such 
prosecution  shall  be  heard  and  tried  on  the 
same  principles,  and  in  the  same  manner,  and 
subject  to  the  same  rules  and  regulations  as 
civil  actions  now  tried  in  the  High  Court  of 
Justice." — {Mr,  Inderwick.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henky  James)  was  sorry  that  he  could 
not  accept'  the  Amendment.  It  might 
be  right  or  it  might  be  wrong  to  allow  a 
person  placed  on  his  trial  for  a  criminal 
action  to  give  evidence  and  to  have  the 
same  advantages  as  the  defendant  in  a 
civil  action.  He  would  not  enter  into 
that  question,  which  was  a  very  broad 
one,  now ;  but  it  was  not  proposed  by 
the  Bill  that  the  trial  in  these  cases 
should  necessarily  be  by  means  of  a  civil 
action,  and  the  question  whether  it  was 
right  or  wrong  to  retain  the  present  con- 
dition of  things,  and  to  refuse  to  a  man 
who  was  criminally  charged  the  power 
of  giving  evidence  in  his  own  behalf, 
should  not  be  settled  by  making  an  ex- 
ception to  the  ordinary  rule  in  trials  for 
libel.  Under  the  Criminal  Law,  all 
persons  put  upon  their  trial  for  a  crimi- 
nal action  were  placed  in  a  certain  posi- 
tion,  and  it  would  be  undesirable  to 


establish  an  exception  only  in  the  case 
of  a  particular  class  of  persons  who 
happened  to  be  newspaper  proprietors. 
He  trusted  that  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  not  ask  the  Committee  to 
assent  to  the  important  alteration  pro- 
posed by  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  DAWSON  thought  that  some 
distinction  ought  to  be  drawn  between 
an  ordinary  libel  and  a  newspaper  libel. 
Very  often  a  newspaper  libel  only  re- 
peated words  which  some  other  person 
had  used,  whereas  an  ordinary  libeller 
placed  himself  knowingly  in  the  position 
which  rendered  him  liable  to  be  prose- 
cuted. The  newspaper  proprietor  who 
published  a  libel  was  in  a  totally  dif- 
ferent and  in  an  altogether  exceptional 
position.  No  moral  criminality  attached 
itself  to  him;  but  he  was  constantly 
harassed  and  distressed  by  being  made 
the  object  of  a  criminal  prosecution.  He 
thought  the  House  ought  to  avail  itself 
of  any  legitimate  opportunity  for  reliev- 
ing the  Press  from  the  invidious  posi- 
tion in  which  it  was  now  placed. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farbeb  Herschell)  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  Dawson) 
seemed  to  forget  that  the  Committee 
were  now  engaged  in  giving  excep- 
tional privileges  to  the  newspaper  pro- 
prietors, and  already  in  Section  2  they 
nad  provided  that  if  it  could  be  shown 
that  the  newspaper  proprietor  had  only 
published  a  report  that  was  accurate, 
it  should  be  a  complete  answer  to  the 
charge.  It  was  unreasonable  to  ask 
them  to  go  further,  and  to  say  that  a 
case  which  the  Attorney  General  or  Pub- 
lic Prosecutor  considered  to  be  a  fit 
case  for  a  prosecution  should  be  dealt 
with  in  an  exceptional  manner. 

Mr.  HUTCHINSON  said,  he  should 
have  been  glad  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment ;  but,  after  the  remarks  which  had 
been  made  by  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  he  hoped  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  would  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  inderwick  had  no  desire  to 
put  the  Committee  to  any  unnecessary 
trouble  in  the  matter.  He  had  under- 
stood that  the  Amendment  he  proposed 
had  the  assent  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Halifax  (Mr.  Hutchinson)  and  others 
who  took  an  interest  in  the  question; 
and  personally  he  should  be  glad  to  see 
such  a  provision  extended  to  actions 
other  than  actions  for  Hbel.  He  had 
thought   it  right  that  the  Committoe 
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slioiild  have  their  attention  drawn  to 
the  subject y  and  that  the  law  should 
provide  that  wherever  there  was  an 
alternative  remedy  and  the  person  ag- 
grieved chose  to  proceed  by  way  of  cri- 
minal action,  the  defendant  should  have 
the  right  of  giving  evidence  in  his  own 
behalf.  He  had  no  wish,  however,  to 
put  the  Committee  to  the  trouble  of  di- 
viding, if  the  feeling  of  the  Committee 
was  substantially  against  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Eegister  of  newspaper  pro- 
prietors to  be  established)  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Annual  returns  to  be  made) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Penalty  for  omission  to 
make  annual  returns). 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Heney  James)  moved  to  report  Pro- 
gress. The  Committee  would  recollect 
that  in  the  course  of  the  discussion 
which  took  place  on  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory)  called  attention 
to  the  deficiencies  of  this  clause  in  re- 
gard to  the  penalties  imposed  under  it. 
It  was  necessary  that  the  clause  should 
undergo  some  alteration.  He  had  no 
wish  to  stop  the  progress  of  the  Bill  at 
the  present  moment ;  but  it  was  neces- 
sary to  report  Progress,  because  it 
would  not  be  regular  to  propose  any 
alteration  of  the  penalty  on  the  Eeport, 
and  he  was  not  in  a  position  then  to  say 
in  what  respects  it  was  desirable  to  alter 
the  clause 

The  CBLA.IEMAN :  It  would  be  quite 
competent  to  re-commit  the  Bill. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  rSir 
Henry  James)  believed  that  an  under- 
standing had  been  come  to  that  some- 
thing should  be  done  to  alter  this 
clause ;  and  he  certainly  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  report  Progress.  He 
did  not  think  there  would  be  any  difh- 
culty  in  getting  the  Bill  through  Com- 
mittee when  it  was  brought  on  again. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (J/r.  At- 
torney General.) 

Me.  WAETON  thought  there  ought 
to  be  a  penalty  of  so  much  a  day  for 
neglect  of  registration. 

Mr.  Indermek 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  tit 
again  upon  Tueiday  next. 

NEW  WRIT  ISSUED. 

For  Preston,  v,  Edward  Hermon, 
esquire,  deceased. 

SETTLED  LAND  BILL  [Zoreif]— [Box  95.] 
(^i>  R,  AtahetoH  Cross.) 

SEOOND    BBADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

House  adjourned  at  Two  o'dook 
till  Monday  next 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Monday,  I6th  May,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public  BiLW-^eond  lUadimg^ 
Inclosure  ProviBional  Orders  (Sootton  and 
Ferry  Common)  •  (64) ;  Etegulation  Prori- 
fiioncd  Order  (Langbar  Moor)  *  (63) ;  R«gii> 
lation  Provisional  Order  (Beamsley  Moor^* 
(62^ ;  Metropolitan  Commons  Supplemental  * 
(65) ;  Inclosure  Provisional  Order  fWibaey 
Slack  and  Low  Moor  Commons)  *  (71;. 

FRANCE  AND  TITNI8-THE  TREATY. 

QUESTION. 

Earl  DE  LA  WAEE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affiurs, 
Whether  any  information  could  be  K^ren 
with  regard  to  the  nature  of  the  Treaty 
or  Oonvention  which  was  reported  to 
have  been  signed  by  the  Bey  of  Tunis  f 
From  accounts  which  had  been  received, 
it  appeared  that  the  French  General 
with  a  large  escort,  and  supported  by  a 
strong  force  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of 
the  City  of  Tunis,  demanded  an  audience 
of  the  Bey,  who  was  at  length,  under 
g^eat  pressure,  induced  to  sign  a  Treaty 
virtually  placing  the  Eegoncy  of  Tunis 
under  a  French  Protectorate. 

KvBL  GEANVILLE :  The  Treaty 
which  has  been  signed  appears  in  some 
of  the  newspapers ;  but  it  will  be  only 
ofRcially  communicated  to  us  at  the 
time  when  it  is  communicated  to  the 
French  Chambers.  After  it  has  been  so 
communicated  it  will  be  included  in  the 
Papers  which  will  be  laid  on  the  Table 
of  your  Lordships'  House. 
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an  epidemio  on  board  the  Cornwall  school- 
ship,  which  was  proved  to  be  caused  by 
trichinosis,  by  Mr.  Power  having  ex- 
humed a  boy  who  had  died  of  it,  named 
Eichard  Pierce,  and  discovered  that  his 
body  was  full  of  trichinto,  and  one  still 
living,  wandering  trichina.  A  case  of 
trichinosis  which  occurred  at  Kansas 
was  thus  described  by  the  British 
Oonsnl — 


RUSSIA— PERSECUTION  OF  THE  JEWS. 

The  Earl  op  ROSEBERT  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  a  Question  of  which 
I  have  given  him  private  Notice.  I  wish 
to  know,  Whether  ne  has  received  any  in- 
formation from  Her  Majesty's  Consul  at 
Odessa  or  elsewhere  with  regard  to  the 
alleged  persecutions,  and  even  massacres, 
that  have  been  perpetrated  on  the  Jewish 
population  in  Southern  Russia  ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  I  have  received 
no  information  from  Odessa ;  but  I  re- 
ceived this  morning  a  despatch  from  the 
Charged' Affaires  at  St.  Petersburg  to  the 
following  effect: — 

"  Serious  riota,  accompanied  with  acts  of 
great  riolence  against  the  Jews,  have  ktely 
occnrred  at  Eliaabethgrad  and  Kieff ;  and  Ths 
Official  OautU  of  to-day  states  that  General 
Drentehi  telegraphs  from  the  latter  place  that 
order  has  now  heen  re-estahlished,  bat  that  dis- 
turbances against  the  Jews  have  broken  oat  at 
the  stations  of  Tartovo,  Imerinki,  and  in  the 
town  of  Vassilkoff,  and  that  troops  have  been 
despatched  to  the  above  places.  Riots  of  a 
similar  nature,  not  possessing,  however,  a  dan- 
gerous character,  have,  it  is  stated,  occurred  in 
the  districts  of  Konatop  and  Ananieff. — I  have 
the  honour  to  be,  with  the  highest  respect,  your 
Lordship's  most  obedient  servant, 

(Signed)        ♦•  Hcoh  Wthdham." 


PUBLIC   HEALTH  —  IMPORTATION  OF 
AMERICAN  HAMS  AND  BUTTERINE. 

QUESnOK.      0B8ERTATI0N8. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDEELET 
ro^  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  (Joremment, 
Whether  they  will  prohibit  the  importa- 
tioii  of  American  hams  of  which  a  large 
proportion  are  infested  with  trichinae  and 
bacilli,  also  of  such  oleo-margarine  or 
butterine  as  contains  the  grease  of  pigs 
snffering  from  the  new  disease  of  swiue 
at  Chicago,  and  the  fat  of  horses  infected 
with  disease,  or  such  as  is  adulterated 
with  soapstone  ?  The  noble  Lord  said 
this  question  had  attracted  the  attention 
of  the  Ooremment  some  time  ago.  They 
had  made  inquiries  of  their  Inspectors 
on  the  subject,  and  on  the  8th  of  March 
Mr.  Dodson  said  he  believed  no  case  of 
trichinosis  had  occurred  in  this  country, 
and  that  there  was  no  cause  for  alarm 
on  that  score.  He  had  directed  a  Cir- 
cular to  be  issued  to  the  several  sanitary 
authorities  as  to  precautions  in  cooking 
hams  and  pork.  Yet  the  Local  Oovem- 
ment  Boani's  ninth  Annual  Report  for 
le  79-80  contained  a  medical  Beport  on 
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**  In  this  case  the  yiotim  was  a  farmer.  He 
had  been  ill  for  some  time,  and  became  much 
reduced  in  flesh.  Upon  consulting  a  physician 
trichinaB  were  found ;  worms  were  in  his  flesh 
by  the  million,  being  scraped  and  squeezed  from 
the  pores  of  his  skin.  They  are  felt  creepinjg; 
through  his  flesh,  and  are  literally  eating  up  hit 
substance.  The  disease  is  thought  to  have  been 
contracted  by  eating  sausages." 

The  Consul  reports  that  two  persons  re- 
cently died  of  this  disease  at  Milwaukee 
and  one  at  Chicago,  and  at  that  city  several 
people  were  ill  with  it.  From  the  an- 
swers given  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  **  another  place"  it  would 
appear  that  they  were  not  sufficiently 
alive  to  the  dangers  incurred  from  Ame- 
rican hams,  which  were  frequently  in- 
fested by  trichinee  and  bacilli.  Trichi- 
nosis was  frequently  fatal ;  and  the 
Local  Board  appeared,  as  late  as  the 
8th  of  March  last,  to  be  still  under  the 
impression  that  these  parasites  could  be 
rendered  harmless  by  boiling  the  meat 
which  contained  them.  A  medical  man, 
however,  published  the  result  of  his  ex- 
periments in  Thti  Iriih  Timeif  and  stated 
that  when  boiling  hams  he  had  not 
obtained  a  higher  temperature  than 
45  degrees  inside  the  meat  near  the 
bone,  which  was  much  too  low  to  kill 
the  trichinae.  Professor  Yacher,  of 
Paris,  said  that  the  idea  that  ordinary 
cooking  destroyed  trichinee  was  quite 
illusory,  and  that  opinion  was  based  on 
his  experiments.  He  was  told  that  this 
low  temperature  was  owing  to  the  salt 
in  the  hams.  The  Local  Government 
Board  also  appeared  to  rely  upon  micro- 
scopic examination  of  hams  and  pork  by 
the  sanitary  authorities ;  but  it  was  not 
every  person  that  was  capable  of  using 
the  microscope  effectivelv,  and  the 
number  of  hams  imported  m»m  America 
was  too  great  for  any  reliance  to  be  placed 
upon  microscopic  examination  as  a  com- 
plete protection  against  the  introduction 
of  trichinosis.  That  was  the  reason 
why  the  French  Government  decided  on 
prohibiting  the  importation  of  American 
hams  by  a  decree  dated  February  18, 
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and  in  doing  bo  it  followed  the  example 
of    Qermanj,     Italy,    Austria,    Spain, 
Portugal,  and  Gbeece,  which  had  already 
taken  that  step.    He  was  informed  at 
the  Office  of  Commerce  and  Agriculture 
at  Paris  that  SO  per  cent  of  the  hams 
examined  microscopically  were  infested 
with  trichinsB.     Even  though  the  at- 
tention   of    the    French    medical    men 
was   directed   to  an    exceptionally  bad 
consignment,  yet  a  much  smaller  pro- 
portion might  cause  a  great  mortality. 
Trichinae  appeared  to  have  been   first 
heard  of  about  the  year  1835  ;  but  last 
year  another  parasite  made  its  appear- 
ance in  American  hams.     Seven  of  these 
were  eaten  by  many  people  at  a  sale  at 
Welbeck  ;  cases  of  illness  of  as  many  as 
72  persons  were  recorded,  besides  others 
that  were  attacked ;  four  deaths  subse- 
quently became  the  subject  of  official 
investigation,  and  he  had  heard  of  two 
other  deaths  on  the  same  occasion  from 
the  same  cause  not  included  in  the  official 
Beport.     The  Eeport  by  Dr.  Ballard, 
founded  on  microscopic  examinations  by 
Dr.  Klein,  who  was  a  great  authority  in 
such  matters,    established    that    these 
parasites  or  organisms,  to  which  they 
had  eiven  the  name  of  bacilli,    were 
capable    of   reproduction,   either    arti- 
ficially or  by  being  swallowed  or  inno- 
culated ;  and  their  reproduction  and  the 
diseases  caused  by  them  in  several  organs 
of  the  body  was  very  rapid.    That  was 
proved  by  experiments  on  various  kinds 
of  animals.    All  the  hams  that  caused 
tickness  and  death  to  72  known  persons 
at  Welbeck  were  cooked.     The  Govern- 
ment could  not,  therefore,  continue  to 
rely  upon  boiling  as  a  safeguard,  and 
the  Circular  to  the  medical  officers  which 
was  to  have  been  issued  in  March  last 
with   recommendations  as  to  cooking, 
would  be  of  no  avail  to  prevent  disease, 
and  could  only  serve  to  obtain  for  the 
Local  Government    Board    undeserved 
credit  for  good  intentions  and  vigilance. 
Nothing  short  of  prohibition  cotdd  keep 
out  the  infected  hams  or  secure  greater 
oare  on  the  part  of  those  engaged  in  this 
trade  in  America  to  exclude  diseased 
Bwine.    At  Chicago  1,700,000  pigs  were 
killed  annually  at  a  large  establishment, 
and  as  the  greatest  activity  in  that  trade 
was  from  November  to  May  about  12,000 
pigs  were  killed  in  a  day  at  that  modem 
Gennesareth.    M.  Molinari,  the  French 
agriculturist,  had  visited  and  described 
the  establishment  and  the  rapidity  with 
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which  the  pig^  were  killed.      And  in 
dealing  with  such  large  numbers  it  waa 
impossible  to  expect  sufficient  care  to 
have  been  taken  to  exclude  the   on* 
healthy.     There  was,  however,  another 
danger  in  American  meats  and  butters, 
perhaps  worse  than  those  of  trichinosit. 
All  these  products  were  mixed  with  soma 
chemical  solution  of  an  antiseptic  nature, 
such  as  salicylic  acid,  chloride  of  lime, 
bisulphate  of  lime,  potash,  borax,  creo- 
sote, pyrolieneous  acid,  carbolic   acid, 
sulphuric  acid.     All  these  solutions  were 
injurious  to  and  imdermined  the  consti- 
tution ;  and  if  an  excessive  quantity  were 
present  in  a  portion  of  the  meat,  theee 
drugs  might  have  a  fatal  effect.     With 
regard  to  the  butterine  or  oleo- mar- 
garine, there  were  two  questions,  that  of 
fraud  with  regard  to  wholesome  oleo- 
margarine which  was  sold  as  butter,  and 
that  of  the  inferior  and  unwholeeome 
qualities  of  butterine.     It  appeared  from 
the  Correspondence  lately  presented  to 
Parliament  that  a  very  large  quantity  of 
oleo-margarine  was  imported  and  sold  in 
this  country  as  butter,  and  at  a  price  fax 
in  excess  of  its  value  or  the  cost  of  pro> 
ducing  it,  the  difference  of  the  price  of 
cost  and  sale  having  been  stated  to  be  at 
much  as  5d.  and  1«.  a  pound.     An  at' 
tempt  had  been  made  by  the  American 
trade  to  obtain  real  Cork  firkins  in  order 
to  pass  off  these  compounds  as  Cork 
butter.    But  besides  the  butterine  made 
under  Mage's  patent  in  a  few  well-known 
factories,  there  was  a  great  number  of 
compounds  made  in  imitation  of  oleo- 
margarine, of  pig's  fat  and  the  fat  of 
diseased  horses.     Some  persons  in   the 
United  States  had  been  very  angry  with 
some  of  the  foreign  Consuls  for  having 
attributed  to  mortality  among  the  swine 
at  Chicago  to  trichinosis,  when  it  was 
really  only  a  kind  of  cholera,  or  a  dis- 
ease to  which  they  had  given  that  name ; 
but  whatever  the  disease,  the  prevalence 
of  it  should  be  a  reason,  if  not  for  pro- 
hibition of  the  butterine  called  suine,  at 
least  for  its  being  not  allowed  to  enter 
this  country  except  under  its  true  name. 
Mr.  Arthur  Arnold,  M.P.  for  Salford, 
had  shown  that  much  of  the  butterine 
sold  in  Manchester  was  unfit  for  food ; 
but  that,  owing  to  the  omission  of  the 
word  "butter"  in  the  Public  Health 
Act  of  1875,  the  health  officers  could  not 
interfere  with  it.    The  majority  against 
the  Besolution  of  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell 
was  only  16.     American  industry  had 
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reached  a  lower  depth  of  adolterationy 
and  soapstone  powder  was  largely  used 
to  increase  the  bulk  of  flour  and  butterine. 
Everyone  knew,  from  the  label  on  Dinne- 
ford's  fluid  magnesia,  that  magnesia 
might  cause  obstructions ;  and  he  had 
a  good  medical  opinion  that  soapstone 
powder  was  still  more  likely  to  cause 
obstructions.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  said 
he  had  a  medical  opinion  in  favour  of 
the  wholesomeness  of  soapstone — ho  was, 
probably,  the  only  man  who  would  rely 
upon  it. 

The  Makquess  of  HUNTLT  said,  he 
could  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
matters  referred  to  had  received,  and 
were  still  receiving,  the  careful  attention 
of  the  Government.  It  was  extremely 
doubtful  whether  there  was  any  power 
to  prohibit  the  importation  of  any  of  the 
articles  referred  to  in  the  Question.  The 
point  turned  upon  Sections  42  and  43  of 
the  Customs  Laws  Consolidation  Act, 
1856.  The  first  prohibited  the  importa- 
tion of  the  carcases  of  any  infected 
animals  which  the  Privy  Council  might 
by  order  prohibit,  in  order  to  prevent 
the  dissemination  of  any  contagious 
distemper.  This,  however,  appeared 
to  be  limited  to  the  prevention  of  dis- 
eases among  animals,  and  not  to  extend 
diseases  among  human  beings.  The 
second  provided  that  the  importation  of 
arms,  ammunition,  gunpowder,  or  any 
other  goods  might  be  prohibited  by  Pro- 
clamation or  Order  in  Council.  The 
expression  "or  any  other  goods"  would 
probably  be  construed  to  refer  to  goods 
of  the  kind  enumerated — namely,  muni- 
tions of  war.  There  was  no  well-estab- 
lished case  of  American  hams  imported 
into  this  country  being  infected  with 
trichinee,  and  the  only  instance  in  which 
bacilli  had  been  discovered  was  the  well 
known  Welbeck  case.  The  Local  Go- 
yernment  Board  some  time  since  issued 
a  Circular  to  all  the  sanitary  authorities 
in  the  country,  pointing  out  the  precau- 
tions to  be  adopted  in  cooking  pigs' 
flesh,  and  impressing  upon  them  the 
necessity  of  seeing  that  their  officers 
used  special  vigilance  in  inspecting  meat 
of  the  description  referred  to,  and  deal- 
ing promptly  with  such  as  appeared  to 
be  diseased.  There  was  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  this  advice  had  not  been 
acted  upon.  As  regarded  oleo-margarine 
or  butterine  imported  from  America, 
there  was  nothing  to  show  that  it  con- 


tained the  grease  of  pig^  sufiPering  from 
the  new  disease  of  swine  in  Chicago,  or 
the  fat  of  infected  horses.  There  was 
no  evidence  of  any  injury  from  oleo- 
margarine or  butterine  which  had  been 
imported  from  America ;  and  with  re- 
spect to  such  as  was  adulterated  with 
soapstone,  there  was  no  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  it  was  injurious  to  health  at 
all.  Of  course,  if  it  were  sold  as  butter, 
an  offence  was  committed  against  the 
Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  which 
could  be  dealt  with  under  that  Act. 
Moreover,  assuming  it  to  be  injurious 
to  health,  Section  3  or  that  Act  would 
apply,  which  provided  that  if  any  person 
sold  an  article  that  was  injurious  to 
health  he  should  be  liable  first  to  a 
penalty  of  £20,  and  then  to  imprison- 
ment for  misdemeanour.  Even  if  there 
were  prohibition,  the  examination,  &c. 
of  butterine  at  the  Custom  House  could 
scarcely  be  carried  out,  looking  to  its 
perishable  character ;  and  to  insist  upon 
such  an  examination  would  be,  in  effect, 
to  prohibit  the  introduction  of  foreign 
butter  altogether.  Having  regard  to 
these  circumstances,  it  did  not  appear 
that  the  Government  was  in  a  position 
to  prohibit  the  importation  ox  these 
hams  and  the  other  things  mentioned  in 
the  Question. 

ARMY   ORGANIZATION— TERRITORIAL 
TITLES  OF  REGIMENTS. 

MOTION     FOR     AN     ADDRESS. 

The  Eabl  of  GALLOWAY  rose  to 
move — 

**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  prajring  that  Her  Majesty  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  cause  a  re-consideration 
of  the  proposal  to  efface  the  present  numerical 
and  other  distinctions  in  regiments  of  the  line 
and  Militia  by  the  substitution  of  novel  (so- 
called)  *  territorial'  titles,  inasmuch  as  this 
proposed  substitution  is  known  to  be  viewed  as 
subversive  of  esprit  de  eorps,  and  is  in  conse- 
quence most  distasteful  to  the  officers,  non-com- 
missioned officers,  and  privates  generally, 
whilst  it  has  not  the  advantage  of  increasing 
the  Army  by  a  single  additional  trained  or  un- 
trained soldier ;  the  proposed  re-organization 
being  moreover  practically  but  a  fuller  develop- 
ment of  the  present  twin  (or  linked;  battalion 
system  which  the  Report  of  Lord  Airey's  Com- 
mittee has  already  proved  to  have  been  attended 
with  the  most  disastrous  results." 

The  noble  Earl  said  he  gave  Notice  of 
this  Motion  so  long  ago  as  the  7th  of 
April ;  he  did  it  on  his  own  responsi- 
bility, and  there  was  nothing  in  it  of  a 

S  2 


519        Army  Organitatiotir^ 


( LOBDS }    Territorial  TUlet  of  R$gimmdt.  520 


Party  nature.    In  1 875  and  1 879,  durinj^ 
the  reim  of  a  Conaervative  Government, 
he  had  brought  forward  Motions    on 
military  matters  in  a  similar  manner, 
solely  in  the  interests  of  the  Army  and 
of  the  country.     Four  days  aft^r  he  gave 
Notice  of  the  present  Motion,  there  ap- 
peared in  the  newspapers  an  epitome  of 
the  General  Order  of  the  War  Office  to 
carry  out  the  scheme  of  Army  Ee-organi- 
zation,  embracing  the  establishment  of 
the  territorial  system.     He  had  found 
among  several  friends  of  his  own  extra- 
ordinary ignorance  as  to  the  meaning 
of  these  territorial  arrangements ;  and 
he  should,  therefore,   venture  to  give 
some  explanation  of   the  matter.      It 
'was  10  years  since  Lord  Card  well,  as 
Secretary  of  State,  started  the  scheme 
of  pairs  of  battalions,  whether  double 
or  Unked.    The  basis  of  the  scheme  was 
that  there  should  be  one  battalion  at 
home  to  be  the  feeder  of  its  twin  bat- 
talion abroad,  and  this  arrangement  had 
continued  down  to  the  present  time.    At 
the  same  time,  it  had  been  thought  de- 
sirable to  establish  a  local  connection 
between  the  Militia  regiments  in  the 
district  in  which  these  pairs  of  battalions 
of  Begulars  were  supposed  to  be  local* 
ized ;  two  Militia  battalions  were  affiliated 
to  two  battalions  of  the  Line,  making 
the  third  and  fourth  battalions  of  the 
brigade,  or,  as  it  was  now  to  be  termed, 
the     ''  territorial ''    regiment.       That 
change  was    simply    nominal,    except 
in  regard  to  the  change   of  uniform 
and  the  change  of  title.  As  the  General 
Order  came  out  on  the  11th  of  April,  it 
might  be  thought  that  his  Motion  was 
a  day  after  the  fair,  but  that  was  not  a 
fair  way  of  looking  at  it ;  indeed,  he  re- 
eretted  that  it  would  be  a  part  of  his 
Quty  that  night  to  show  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  was  open  to  the 
oharge  of  unfair  dealing  in  the  matter — 
first  of   all  on  account  of  the  way  in 
which  he  had  treated  the  Beport  of  the 
Committee  presided  over  by  the  nobleand 
gallant  Lord  on  his  right  (Lord  Airey) ; 
and,  secondly,  in  having  stated  that  this 
proposed    re-organization    was    simply 
what  was  proposed  by  his  Predecessor 
in  Office.    To  appreciate  the  position  in 
which  the  question  stood,  it  was  neces- 
sary to   trace  it  ohronolo^cally  from 
its    origin;    and    this  could   be    done 
most  conveniently  by  giving  an  epitome 
of  the  evidence  of  Mr.  B.   A.  Kdox, 
Estimate  Clerk  at  the  War  Office,  be- 
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fore  the  Militia  Committee  presided  orrer 
by  the  late  Secretaiy  of  State  for  War, 
at  the  time  of  his  holding  the  Offioa 
of  Financial  Secretary.    The  Commit* 
tee  was  specially  appointed  to  inquire 
into  ''  certain  questions  that  had  arisen 
with  respect   to   the  Militia    and    the 
present  brigade  depot  system  in  con« 
nection  with  it ; "  and  it  was  important 
to  bear  this  fact  in  mind,  on  account  of 
Mr.  Childers  now  attributing  the  initia- 
tion of  the  proposed  system  of  **  terri- 
torial" regiments  to  Colonel   Stanley, 
his  Predecessor  at  the  War  Office.     Mr. 
Knox  began  by  saying  that,  in  March 
1869,   in  introducing  the  Army   Esti- 
mates, Mr.  Cardwell  said  he  had  a  strong 
disposition  to  favour  a  system  of  shorter 
enlistments.     In  the  end  of  the  same 
year  great  pressure  had  been  put  upon 
the  Indian  Gt>vemment  by  the  Home 
Government  to  reduce  public  expendi- 
ture,  and  in   consequence  the  Indian 
Government  had  offered  to  send  home 
seven  Infantry  and  four  Cavalry  regi- 
ments.  Ultimately,  after  much  disciia- 
sion  at  home,  it  was  decided  to  redaoa 
the  number  of  companies  as  well  as  of 
battalions  in  India ;  and  the  result  was 
that  there  were  to  be  50  regiments  of 
Infantry  alone  in  India,  instead  of  S% 
and  eight  companies  in  each,  instead 
of  10.     At  the  same  time,  it  was  de- 
termined to  withdraw  a  certain   num- 
ber of  battalions  from  the  •Colonies,  the 
result  being  that  whereas  in   1869,  46 
battalions  only  were  at  home,  in  the 
following  year  the  number  at  home  was 
increased  to  68,  and  of  course  there  was 
a  corresponding  decrease  in  India  and 
the    Colonies.     In  the  same  year  the 
short-service    system    was   introduced, 
with  which,  however,  his  Motion  had 
nothing  to  do.    In  1871,  Mr.  Cardwell 
explained  why  he  abolished  depot  bat- 
talions.    But  this  Mr.  Knox  explained 
in  his  evidence  was  the  real  commence- 
ment of  the  twin^-or  double  and  linked— 
battalion  system,  which,  he  said,  was 
the  forerunner,  and  not  the  sequiiur,  of 
the  brigade  depot  system ;  and  he  con- 
tinued to  describe  it  thus-* 

**  Id  the  plan  that  waa  proposed  to  the  lodiaa 
GoTemment  in  1870,  to  effect  the  reductiona  in 
their  military  expenditure,  the  plan  of  linking  the 
hattalions  oi  the  Service  where  the  regimenta 
did  not  consiat  of  two  battalions  waa  fully  drawn 
out,  and  I  will  just  read  briefly  what  the  plan 
waa.  This  was  ii^  Vebruary,  1870 — *  The  prin- 
ciple attempted  to  be  carried  out  in  the  following 
scheme  is  (1)  that  the  Infantry  shall  be  com- 
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posed  of  regiments,  each  consisting  of  two 
oattalions,  within  which  service  shall  be  inter- 
changeable  for  both  officers  and  men  ;  (2)  that 
the  normal  distribution  of  those  regiments  shall 
be  one  battalion  at  home,  and  one  abroad,  which 
would  take  their  tours  of  foreign  service  alter- 
nately ;  (3)  [this  was  one  of  the  advantages 
pointed  out  of  the  scheme,  says  Mr.  Knox]  that 
the  cadre  of  the  home  battalion  be  so  organized  as 
to  admit  of  a  second  battalion  being  detached 
for  service,  and  yet  a  strong  eadr«  left  at  home 
for  depdt  purposes.  The  plan  in  its  perfection 
can  be  at  once  worked  in  lul  regiments  possess- 
ing two  battalions,  one  of  which  is  at  home  and 
the  other  abroad.  As  regards  the  other  bat- 
talions, if  it  may  be  assumed  that  before  long 
the  number  of  battalions  serving  at  home  and 
abroad  will  be  equal,  one  battalion  at  home  could 
be  permanently  attached  to  a  battalion  abroad 
as  its  reserve  and  depdt,  and  to  alternate  with  it 
in  its  tour  of  foreign  service.*  Mr.  Knox  adds — 
'  TTnder  this  arrangement  eight  companies  of  the 
two-battalion  regiments  would  be  on  foreign  ser- 
vice, and  12  companies  on  home  service.'  This 
was  in  1870,  before  the  Memorandum  of  His 
Royal  Highness  or  the  Keport  of  General  Mac- 
dougall's  Committee.  In  order  to  start  this  two- 
battalion  system,  a  plan  was  started  in  the  Short 
Service  Act  of  1870,  which  (he  says)  '  may  be 
described  almost  as  general  service  for  the 
enlistment  of  men.'  In  1871  Mr.  Card  well  ex- 
phtined  why  he  had  abolished  depdt  battalions 
(in  language,  as  it  seemed  to  him  (Lord  Gal- 
loway), but  too  curiously  applicable  in  every 
detail  to  his  own  subsequent  invention  of 
brigade  depots)  in  these  words — *That  sys- 
tem was  costly,  it  was  inefficient,  it  removed 
the  officers  from  direct  subordination  to  their 
commanding  officers,  and  placed  them  under 
the  commanding  officers  of  the  depdt  battalions. 
Now  it  is  proposed  to  establish  tniining  centres 
for  the  Regular  troops  and  the  Militia  upon  the 
local  principle.'  He  then  explained  a  proposal  to 
appoint  colonels  to  command  large  bodies  of 
from  15,000  to  20,000  men.  The  permanent  staflf 
of  Militia  and  Volunteers  were  to  be  utilized  by 
these  colonels,  who  were  to  bo  colonels  com- 
manding of  Militia,  when  the  latter  were  not  out 
for  training.  Militia  and  Regular  recruits  were 
to  be  trained  together.  Militia  recruits  to  have 
longer  training.  Billeting  of  Militia  at  this  time 
also  was  objected  to.  More  Regular  battalions 
at  home  entailed  a  necessity  for  more  barracks. 
It  was  considered,  therefore,  a  convenience  was 
thus  afforded  to  carry  out  what  was  wished,  of 
establishing  a  more  intimate  connection  between 
the  two  Forces ;  *  and  thus,*  said  Mr.  Cardwell, 
'  follows  the  principle  laid  down  by  Mr.  Pitt  in 
1803,  that  all  the  instruction  of  the  Militia 
Forces  should  be  given  by  the  Army.*  So  far 
up  to  1871  (inclusive),  the  principle  of  short 
service  and  localization  was  determined  on — that 
is,  identifying  with  each  locality  the  recruiting 
and  training  of  Regular,  Reserve,  and  Auxiliary 
Forces.  In  1872,  the  mode  of  carrying  it  out 
was  explained  definitely  bv  Mr.  Cardwell,  and  at 
the  same  time  the  brigade  depdt  system  intro- 
duced. The  chief  points  were  thus  notified — 
'  Association  of  two  battalions  of  Regulars,  and 
two  of  Militia ;  the  two  battalions  of  Regulars 
having  20  companies,  giving  technical  stren^h 
of  one  battalion  of  eight  companies  for  foreign 
•ervice,  the  mudm  for  home  service,  and  one  bat- 


talion of  four  companies,  which  you  can  mak 
into  a  third  battalion  or  a  dep6t.*  Mr.  Cardwell, 
in  1872,  explained  in  the  House  of  Commons 
'  that  in  consequence  of  further  withdrawals  from 
the  Colonies  and  abroad  the  number  at  home  was 
71,  and  abroad  70  of  the  141  battalions  of  In- 
fantry of  the  Line; '  adding,  *  it  is  intended  that 
of  two  line  battalions  united  in  one  brigade, 
one  shall  always  be  abroad  and  one  always  at 
home.  The  two  Militia  regiments  will  be 
associated  with  them  in  the  same  brigade.'  He 
(Mr.  Cardwell)  continued — *  That  the  permanent 
staff  of  the  two  Militia  regiments  will  be  asso- 
ciated with  the  local  depdt,  and  when  present 
interests  cease,  the  new  permanent  staff  was  to 
be  appointed  from  the  battalion  which  consti- 
tutes the  dep6t.  Army  Reserve  men  and  Pen- 
sioners in  each  district  were  to  be  attached  to  the 
depot  centre  for  pajnnent,  training,  &c.  Infantry 
Militia  battalions  to  be  placed  under  canvas  at 
their  respective  depOt  centres.  Line  and  Militia 
recruits  were  to  be  sent  direct  to  brigade  dep6ts 
for  their  recruit  training.*  Adding — *  The  object 
sought  to  be  attained  by  this  arrangement  is 
that  the  battalion  at  home  may  serve  as  a  feeder 
for  the  supply  of  casualties  in  the  twin  battalion 
of  the  same  district  serving  abroad.'  After 
further  questions  and  answers,  A.  22,  page  5, 
Mr.  Knox  says — *  The  plan  which  was  in  the 
mind  of  the  Secretary  of  State  in  1871-2  did 
not  include  brigade  depdts  at  all ;  it  simply 
included  an.  idea  of  dividing  the  country  mio 
large  sub-districts  commanded  by  a  colonel  on 
the  Staff  to  superintend  recruiting  and  inspect 
the  Auxiliary  Forces. 

In  1870,  estimates  provided  for  17  colonels 
In  1872,        „  „  „    30 

In  1873,        „         reduced  to      16 


It 


On  page  8.  in  reply  to  Questions  66-8,  by  Sir 
Garnet  Wolseley  asking  whether  the  intention 
had  not  been  to  amalgamate  eventually  the 
linked  regiments,  and  designate  them  as  one 
corps,  and  whether  The  Army  List  was  not 
changed  with  that  view  in  its  form,  Mr.  Elnoz 
admitted  all  this,  but  said  it  was  found  incon- 
venient for  reference,  and  was  therefore  changed 
back  again.  Thus,  up  to  1872  (inclusive),  had 
been  formulated  a  system  embracing  (I)  twin 
battalions;  (2)  short  service  enlistment;  (3) 
brigade  depdts.*' 

Short  Bervice  was  not  part  of  to-night's 
question.  The  twin  battalion,  whether 
double  or  linked,  was  the  one  and  same 
principle — requiring  one  battalion  al- 
ways abroad,  the  other  always  at  home. 
Brigade  depots  may  be  shortly  described 
as  the  localization  principle,  to  be  carried 
out  by  a  fusion  of  the  training  machinery, 
and,  in  consequence,  destroying  the 
single  battalion  (whether  Hegulars  or 
Militia)  as  **  the  tactical  unit."  This 
was  all  started  in  1873.  In  two  years 
the  Militia  found  it  was  suffering  from 
the  effects  of  the  new  organization,  and 
set  up  a  howl  of  lamentation  which  re* 
suited  in  the  appointment  of  a  Commit- 
tee which  reported  in  November,  1876, 
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Here    he    wished    to    point    out    that 
Colonel  Stanley,  then  Financial  Secretary 
at  the  War   Office,    and   Chairman  of 
this   Committee,    prefaced    a    question 
which  he  put  to  Mr.  Knox  by  a  remark 
which  showed  that  the  whole  object  of  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee  was  to  in- 
quire into  the  evils  from  which  the  Militia 
was  suff'ering.  He  said — **  This  question 
of  the  brigade  depot  is  only  referred  to  us 
as  far  as  the  Militia  is  concerned."   The 
two  chief  points  which  the  Committee 
of  which  Colonel  Stanley  was  the  Chair- 
man recommended  were — first,  that  the 
Militia  battalion  should  have  returned 
to  it  its  Adjutant,  Quartermaster,  and 
permanent  Staff,  in   order   to   have   it 
restored  as  a  tactical  unit ;  and,  secondly 
— he  was  quite  prepared  to  admit  this 
much — that  the   double   or    twin  bat- 
talion system  having  been  established, 
as  far  as  the  Infantry  of  the  Line  was  con- 
cerned, the  two  Militia  battalions  of  the 
district   should  become  the   third   and 
fourth  battalions  in  direct  association 
with  them,  thus  forming  in  each  district 
a  regiment  composed  of  two  battalions 
of  the  Line   and  two   of  the   Militia. 
But  the   Committee  further  said  that 
where    both    battalions    of    the    Line 
were    abroad    at    the   same    time    the 
normal  establishment  of  100  men  at  the 
depot  should  be  expanded  to  600,  and 
that,  if  necessary,  one  Militia  battalion 
or  more  should  be  embodied.     It  should 
also  be  remembered  that  that  Committee 
was  empowered  to  report  only  as  to  im- 
provements   in    detail    on    the  system 
established,  not  to  recommend  its  re- 
versal.   The  Report  was  made  in  No- 
vember, 1876;  and  in   1877  the  noble 
Viscount   (Viscount    Cranbrook),    then 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  acted  on  the 
advice  of  the  Committee  as  to  restoring 
each  Militia  battalion  as  a  tactical  unit 
by  giving  it  back  its  Staff.     The  recom- 
mendation about  the  "  territorial"  regi- 
ments came  to  nothing ;  and  it  might, 
therefore,  be  fairly  argued  that  the  pro- 
position could  not  have  found  favour 
with  Viscount  Cranbrook.   In  the  spring 
of  1878  Colonel  Stanley  became  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War ;  but  he  did  not 
attempt  to  introduce  **  territorial  "  regi- 
ments.    He  wished  their  Lordships  to 
bear  in  mind  that  Mr.  Cardwell,  when 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  always  urged 
that  the  sole  object  of  the  new  system 
was  to  insure  that  the  country  should 
always  be  prepared  for  war ;  and  this  it 

The  £arl  of  OaUoway 


was  most  important  to  bear  in  mind  in 
arguing  the  merits  of  this  question,  for  it 
was  too  apt  to  be  lost  sight  of.  This  time, 
in  1878,  indeed,  was  the  first  opportunity 
of  testing  the  new  system.  But  what 
happened  ?  Two  years  ago  there  were 
two  small  wars  on  our  hands,  the  Zulu 
War  and  the  Afghan  War  ;  but  in  both 
cases  there  was  a  universal  outcry  against 
the  wretched  state  in  which  our  bat- 
talions had  to  be  sent  out.  There  were 
innumerable  Returns  called  for  on  the 
subject ;  and,  as  .their  Lordships  must 
remember,  on  both  sides  of  both  Houses 
the  subject  was  continually  brought 
forward.  He  himself,  among  others, 
brought  the  subject  under  their  Lord- 
ships^ notice ;  and  his  special  argument 
was  that  the  breakdown  was  far  more 
attributable  to  the  twin  battalion,  with 
its  w^wi^wr  the  brigade  depot  system,  than 
to  the  short  service  system.  After  he  had 
spoken,  the  Duke  of  Buccleuch  ae- 
quiesced  in  his  remarks,  upon  which 
Lord  Cardwell  got  up  and  said  he  was 
surprised  at  the  noble  Duke's  acquies- 
cence, because  he  was  one  of  those  who 
signed  the  Eeport.  The  noble  Duke  said 
it  was  perfectly  true  he  had  signed  the 
Eeport — 

**  But  the  result  of  his  experience  since  \^ 
had  disappointed  his  expectation  that  the  ne* 
system  would  prove  a  success.*' 

Lord  Limerick,  who  also  sat  on  the 
Committee  of  1876,  said  on  the  same  oc- 
casion it  was  true  that  he  also  hw 
signed  the  Eeport;  "but  if  the  ques- 
tion had  been  an  open  one  " — in  other 
words,  if  they  had  had  to  report  on  the 
advisability  of  the  system  itself— "^"^^ 
result  would  have  been  diflPerent.  A''* 
real  fact— as  told  him  by  Members  oi 
the  Committee — was  that  there  was  so 
much  recommended  in  the  Eeport  that 
was  good  that  no  one  liked  to  decline  to 
sign  it.  But  there  was  a  further  ft^^; 
which  was  that  though  the  **  territorial 
system  was  recommended  by  the  Com' 
mittee,  anyone  who  read  the  evident 
would  find  that  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley^ 
the  person  who  was  really  anxious  loj 
that  system.  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  had 
at  that  time  carried  out  the  Bed  EiTe^ 
Expedition  —  a  bloodless  ^Jampwg^'jj 
with  great  credit  to  himself;  he  hw 
afterwards  marched  to  Ooomassie  through 

a  mass  of  jungle,  in  very  difficult  ox- 
cumstances,  fighting  his  way  iip  ^ 
that  city  wit£  yet  sreatw  cwdit  to 
himself,  having  righdy  estimated  ^' 
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actly  the  number   of   days   it   would  | 
take.     He  was  thus,  at  this  particular 
znoment,  at  the  zenith  of  his  fame,  and  it 
was  only  natural  that  his  opinion  at  the 
time  should  be  taken  in  preference  to  any 
other.    Anyone  who  went  through  the 
evidence  would  see  that  the  Keport,  as  re- 
garded the  "  territorial  "  system,  was  his 
child  alone.    His  reason  for  dealing  fully 
with  that  part  of  the  subject  was  that  on 
the  3rd  of  March  last  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  having  at  length  been 
induced  to  promise  the  production  of  the 
Heport  of  the  Army  Organization  Com- 
mittee on  the  following  morning,  had 
announced  that  his  Predecessor's  Com- 
mittee in   1876  had  recommended  the 
complete  fusion  of  the  four  battalions — 
two  of  the  Line  and  two  of  the  Militia — 
into  one  territorial  regiment ;  and  he  was, 
therefore,  now  anxious  to  point  out  that, 
although  attributed  to  Colonel  Stanley, 
as  Chairman,  the  scheme  was  in  reality 
that  of  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley.     It  might 
be,  naturally,  further  asked  why  the 
changes  recommended  in  1876  had  not 
been  carried  into  effect  up  to  this  time, 
if  Colonel  Stanley  was  so  anxious  to  act 
upon  his  own  supposed  recommendation. 
But  too  much  stress,  it  must  be  admitted, 
should  not  be  laid  on  his  not  having 
adopted  it  during  the  time  he  was  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  for  he  found  on  his 
hands,  in  1878  and  1879,  the  Afghan 
and  Zulu  Wars.  Shortly  after  the  late  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  came  into  Office 
there  were  constant  complaints  of  the 
unprepared  condition    of   our  Forces ; 
and  Colonel  Stanley  evidently  doubted 
whether  the  establishment  of  territorial 
regiments  was  likely  to  prove  the  true 
remedy  for  that  unfortunatestate  of  things. 
He,  on  the  contrary,  appointed  a  Commit- 
tee, as  strong  a  Committee  as  could  pos- 
sibly have  been  chosen,  to  inquire  into 
the  subject.  It  was  worth  while  to  notice 
the  treatment  received,  not  only  by  that 
Committee,  but  also  by  Parliament,  at 
the  hands  of  the  present  Government. 
The  Blue  Book  in  which  this  Eeport  was 
published  contained  great  quantities  of 
important  evidence,  and  the  Be  port  itself 
displayed  the  deepest  and  most  copious 
knowledge   of  military  matters.     That 
Beport  was  received  by  Colonel  Stanley 
during  the  last  few  days  of  his  tenure 
of  Office ;  then  came  in  March,  1880,  the 
Dissolution  of  Parliament,  and,  though 
Pai'liament  re-assembled  in  April  and 
lat  on  into  the  second  week  in  September, 


the  Beport  still  remained  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government,  in  spite  of  the  constant 
remonstrances  of  political  friends  and 
foes  in  Parliament.  On  November  1  The 
Times  published  the  first  of  a  series  of 
articles  on  Army  Beform,  which  bore 
evident  marks  of  inspiration,  and  this 
continued  at  intervals  until  the  tardy 
production  of  the  Beport  early  in  last 
March.  He  did  not  blame  a  journal 
for  anxiously  endeavouring  to  be  well 
informed ;  but  it  was  extraordinary,  to 
say  the  least  of  it,  that  the  Beport 
should  have  been  so  long  withheld  from 
Parliament  after  it  had  been  practically 
communicated  to  The  Times,  and  even 
after  the  production  of  the  Beport  their 
Lordships  had  further  just  reason  to 
complain.  Notice  was  given  in  that 
House  that  attention  would  be  called  to 
the  Beport  by  Lord  Abinger  on  the  20th 
March,  scarce  a  fortnight  after  its  produc- 
tion ;  but  the  debate  was  postponed  for 
a  fortnight  at  the  special  request  of  the 
Duke  of  Argyll,  at  that  time  a  Cabinet 
Minister,  as  his  Grace  suggested,  *'for 
the  convenience  of  the  Government." 
The  discussion  was  therefore  fixed  for 
April  4;  but  before  that  day  arrived 
was  issued,  bearing  date  the  1st  of 
April,  Mr.  Childers's  re-organization 
scheme.  That  was  treatment  of  which 
both  the  Committee  and  the  Members 
of  both  Houses  had  a  just  right  to  com- 
plain. The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
had  in  some  oases  accepted  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  in  a  modi- 
fied form.  In  adverting,  however,  to  the 
proposal  for  abolishing  the  system  of 
linked  battalions,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said — 

"  I  must  refer  to  this  part  of  their  Report 
with  some  qualification ;  because,  however 
eminent  may  have  been  the  gentlemen  who 
constituted  the  Committee,  their  opinion  on 
this  question  was  not  sought  in  the  official  re- 
ference to  them.  On  the  contrary,  they  were 
told  *  that  there  was  no  intention  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  depart  from  the  general 
principles  of  re-organization  which  had  been 
accepted  by  the  country  since  1870/  " 

This  was  not  a  pleasant  way  of  alludine 
to  what  a  Committee  of  distinguished 
Officers  evidently  considered  to  be  the 
most  important  part  of  their  Keport. 
Mr.  Childers  went  on  to  remark — 

"  I  find,  however,  that  at  the  last  moment, 
when  five- sixths  of  the  Evidence  had  been 
taken,  and  when  the  Committee  were  on  the 
eve  of  preparing  their  Report,  a  note,  in  an 
unofficial  form,  of  whioh  there  is  no  record  in 
the  War  Office,  was  received  by  the  Chairman 
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of  the  Committee,  8a3ring  that  the^  were  not 
*  precluded  from  touching  on '  this  question. 
Whatever  may  have  been  the  authority  for  this 
note,  I  must  decline  to  treat  the  recommenda. 
tions  of  the  Committee  on  this  head,  in  which 
they  were  not  unanimous,  as  other  than  the 
personal  opinions  of  a  body  of  officers  for  whom, 
as  individuals,  I  have  the  greatest  respect."-^ 
[3  Hansard,  ccliz.  195.] 

Within  the  last  three  days  he  had  been 
authorized  by  his  nobLe  and  gallant 
Friend  who  presided  over  that  Com- 
mittee to  say  that  on  various  occasions 
he  went  on  various  points  for  more  direct 
authority  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's special  instructions  were,  that  the 
Keport  should  be  made  as  wide  as  pos- 
sible. It  had  been  alleged  that  the  note 
was  an  unofficial  one ;  but  his  noble  and 
gallant  Friend  would  inform  their  Lord- 
ships that  he  not  only  received  a  verbal 
sanction  from  the  Secretary  of  State  to  go 
into  this  question,  but  that,  in  order  that 
there  might  be  no  mistake,  a  note  was 
sent  to  him  by  the  permanent  Under 
Secretary  corroborating  that  sanction. 
But  if  further  proof  be  wanted  on  this 
subject,  reference  need  only  be  made  to 
Clause  14  and  the  following  paragraph  of 
the  Instructions  to  the  Committee,  signed 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War — 

**  Clause  14  (n.)  Lastly,  as  being  a  matter 
closely  connected  with  the  above  considerations, 
it  would  be  well  that  the  Committee  should 
place  on  record  their  opinion  whether  the  pre- 
sent organization  of  battalions  and  companies 
is,  on  the  whole,  the  best  for  the  purposes  re- 
quired for  the  English  Army,  both  at  home  and 
abroad. 

"The  Committee  may  further  report  upon 
any  other  question  that  ma^  be  raised,  during 
the  investigation,  in  connection  with  the  above 
references,  and  they  may  call  for  any  Papers  or 
Betums  which  they  may  deem  necessary. 

•*  War  Office, 
"  20th  June,  1879.  (Signed)  Fhed.  Stanley." 
In  regard  to  the  remark  of  Mr.  Childers 
**  that  the  Committee  were  not  unani- 
mous on  this  head,''  he  might  point  out 
that  this  could  only  refer  to  Sir  Patrick 
M'Dougall,  who,  having  been  Chairman 
of  the  Localization  of  Forces  Committee, 
was  bound  to  put  a  good  face  on  the 
matter  and  to  support  the  system  of 
linked  battalions.  For  Sir  Patrick  was 
the  only  dissentient  to  unlinking ;  and 
even  he  (whose  opinions  on  Army  He- 
organization  the  noble  Lord  quoted  at 
great  length)  admitted  that  the  system  of 
linked  battalions  had  not  worked  well, 
though  he  excused  its  shortcomings  on 
the  ground  that  it  had  been  "  unfairly 
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weighted,"  making,  however,  this  re- 
markable admission,  that — 

**  It  is  only  in  time  of  peace  that  the  number 
of  battalions  at  home  can  balance  the  number 
abroad; " 

and  yet  it  was  acknowledged  that  it  wu 
this  basis  upon  which  the  system  wu 
dependent  for  expansion  in  time  of  war. 
Their  Lordships  would  see,  therefore, 
that  too  much  importance  ought  not  to 
be  attached  to  Uie  so-called  want  of 
unanimity  on  the  part  of  Lord  Airey's 
Committee.  He  must  now  ask  permis- 
sion to  quote  several  passages  fix)m  the 
Eeport  of  the  Committee  in  support  of  his 
argument.  On  reference  to  parag^pha 
21,  &c.,  on  page  10  of  the  Report  of  the 
Committee,  it  would  be  seen  that  the  ori- 
ginal scheme — that  was.  Lord  Cardwell'i 
—could  never  be  carried  out — namely, 
**  that  one  battalion  should  always  be  at 
home,  and  one  always  abroad,"  on  ac- 
count of  the  distribution  of  battalions 
from  year  to  year,  which  would  be  best 
shown  by  quoting  the  foUowing  ex- 
tracts from  the  Eeport  of  the  Committee, 
of  which  paragraphs  21,  22,  23,  24,  27, 
28,  29,  and  30,  31,  32,  34,  were  thus 
analyzed — 

Baitalioks. 
At  Home.         Abroad. 


1872 

70 

71 

1873 

70 

71 

1874 

69 

72 

1876 

70 

71 

1876 

69 

72 

1877 

68}   .. 

72J 

1878 

64 

77 

1879  (Feb.) 

59 

82 

"  Defects  of  scheme  as  worked  are  that  ereo 
in  time  of  peace  the  demand  for  men  to  supply 
the  battalions  on  foreign  service  cannot  be  m^ 
from  the  depOts,  and  recourse  must  be  had  to 
the  linked  battalions,  which  are  thus  deprived 
of  their  best  men ;  the  recruits  being  trani- 
ferred,  after  few  weeks  at  depdts,  on  to  home 
battalions,  and  then  on  to  others,  unsettles  their 
minds,  their  interest  in  obtaining  good  opini<^ 
of  officers  lessened,  discipline  and  regimental 
esprit  de  corps  both  suffer — no  knowledge  of  one 
another  between  men  and  officers  mustprora 
fatal. 

*'  In  time  of  war  these  defects  are  intensifi^i* 
and  battalions  first  for  service  are  rendered  in- 
efficient. 

"  A  call  for  volunteers  from  the  Resenre  may 
be  ineffectual  (as  proved  in  June,  1879,  when  H 
sergeants,  19  corporals,  and  1,039  privates  only 
responded  at  a  most  favourable  opportunity  is 
every  way) ;  but  in  any  case  the  men  not  imme- 
diately available. 

<*  These  defects  caused  by  varying  distributloQ 
of  numbers  of  battalions  decreased  in  their 
strength.  No  source  left  available  whence  the 
men  required  for  war  could  be  tupplifld  bat  by 
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taking  Tolunteers  from  battalions  at  home. 
They  in  turn  when  wanted  become  skeletons.'* 

He  must  ask  permission  further  to  read, 
in  extemoy  paragraphs  on  page  42 — 
namely,  263,  264,  265,  266  (as  well  as 
paragraph  27  in  the  Summary)  on  Linked 
Battalions — 

"We  cannot  close  our  Report  without  re- 
ferring to  a  question  which,  being  intimately 
connected  with  the  present  organization,  has 
been  pressed  upon  our  consideration  in  the  evi- 
dence we  have  taken,  and  has  a  most  important 
bearing  on  the  efficiency  of  the  Army.  In  the 
early  part  of  our  Report  (in  25  and  following 
paragraphs),  we  pointed  out  the  evils  which 
nave  arisen  from  the  system  in  force  of  linking 
battalions,  by  which  the  battalion  at  home  is 
practically  converted  into  a  depdt  for  its  affi- 
liated battalion  abroad,  having  to  furnish  drafts 
for  its  maintenance  to  such  an  extent  as  to  be 
utterly  subversive  of  efficiency  and  of  that 
esprit  de  eorp$  which  is  essential  to  the  con- 
stitution of  a  good  and  effective  corps  for  service 
in  the  field. 

"(264.)  We  pointed  out  that  under  this 
system  the  field  for  the  selection  of  non-com- 
missioned officers  was  restricted,  and  that  the 
efficiency  of  the  battalions  first  on  the  roster 
for  foreign  service  was  seriously  impaired. 

"  (265.)  We  have  expressed  our  opinion 
(paragraph  170)  that  it  is  essentially  necessary 
tiiat  the  weak  battalions  at  home  should  be  in  a 
condition  to  receive  the  men  of  the  Reserve 
when  called  out  on  emergency,  so  that  they 
may  be  got  into  good  working  order  without 
delay ;  but  we  are  of  opinion  that  this  cannot 
be  the  case  so  long  as  the  home  battalion  is  the 
dep6t  of  its  affiliated  battalion  abroad.  The 
evidence,  also,  as  to  the  conduct  of  the  young 
battalions  employed  in  the  Zulu  War  has  dearly 
shown  that  under  the  existing  system  there  is  a 
deficiency  of  that  solidity  which  is  due  to  a 
thorough  knowledge  of  the  various  members  of 
a  corps,  including  officers,  non-commissioned 
officers,  and  privates,  of  each  other,  and  of  that 
feeling  of  comradeship  which  is  a  g^reat  motive 
in  causing  men  to  stand  by  each  other  with 
firmness  and  resolution  in  the  hour  of  trial. 

"  (266.)  The  result  of  the  evidence  we  have 
taken  has  been  to  impress  strongly  upon  our 
minds  the  absolute  necessity  of  some  decided 
measure  being  taken  to  re-establish  to  the 
utmost  that  esprit  de  corps  which  formerly 
bound  men  of  the  same  regiment  together  as 
a  family  having  common  interests  and  such 
strong  ties  that  the  honour  and  credit  of  the 
regiment  was  dearly  cherished  by  each  indi- 
Tidual  composing  it.  This  feeling  not  only 
tends  to  efficiency  in  war,  but  to  promote  good 
discipline  and  conduct  in  peace.  After  much 
consideration,  we  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  can  only  be  re-established  by  unlinking 
the  battalions,  by  which  we  mean  that  the 
officers  and  men  should,  as  formerly,  belong  to 
separate  units,  and  not  be  transferable  from  one 
to  the  other.  We  are  aware  that  this  measure, 
according  to  the  scheme  for  organization  we 
have  proposed,  will  be  attended  with  expense ; 
but  so  strongly  are  we  impressed  with  its  neces- 
■ity,  that  we  unhesitatingly  recommend  it,  and 
are  deddedly  of  opinion  that  the  expenditure 
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will  be  more  than  compensated  if,  by  this  means, 
a  proper  feeling  of  esprit  de  corps  can  be  re- 
stored. This  expenditure  will  be  caused  by  the 
necessity  of  maintaining  larger  depdts,  but  will 
be  compensated,  in  great  measure,  by  the  con- 
siderable additions  it  will  bring  to  the  Reserves, 
and  their  more  rapid  growth.  Such  brigade 
depdts  as  shall  not  be  converted  into  training 
depicts  should  be  used  for  the  head-quarters  of 
MUitia  regiments ;  for  training  the  recruits  of 
the  Militia  ;  as  recruiting  centres ;  and  as  cen- 
tres for  the  Reserve  men  residing  in  that  sub- 
district.  The  establishment  of  a  depdt  from 
each  regiment  in  each  district  will  not  be  ne- 
cessary, and  the  staff  of  the  brigade  depdts 
should  be  reduced  to  such  an  extent  as  wUl  suf- 
fice for  the  duties  which  will  remain  to  be  per- 
formed thereat. 

"  (Summary  27.)  With  a  view  to  prevent  the 
frequent  drafting  of  men  from  one  regiment  for 
service  in  another,  to  the  cessation  of  the  system 
by  which  one  regiment  serves  as  a  depot  for 
another,  and  to  the  re-establishment  of  esprit 
de  corps  in,  and  efficiency  of,  regiments,  the  pre- 
sent system  of  linking  should  be  done  away 
with. 

(Signed) 

Ai&EY  (Chairman) 

Napier  of  Maodala 

J.  L.  A.  Simmons 

P.  L.  Macdouoall 

J.  W.  Armstrong 

H.  W.  Norman 

A.  Alison 

W.  B.  Saunders     S 

H.  HuTTON  >  Colonels. 

T.  G.  BiooB  ) 

He  fearlessly  challenged  the  statements 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  on  this  subject. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  if  the 
large  scheme  was  adopted  they  should 
repeal  their  legislation  and  undo  their 
policy.  That  need  not  be  the  case,  for, 
practically  speaking,  they  need  hardly 
disturb  the  existing  organization.  '*  They 
should,"  said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
**  alter  the  whole  system  of  brigade 
enlisting.''  WeU,  he  asked  whether  it 
was  not  easier  to  enlist  men  for  one 
particular  regiment  than  for  more  than 
oue  regiment  ?  Again,  he  said  that  they 
would  **  confuse  the  right  and  seniority 
of  every  officer  appointed  within  the  last 
eight  years.''  That  was  simply  an  effort 
of  the  imagination. 

Eakl  GRANVILLE  wished  to  point 
out  to  the  noble  Earl  that  it  was  not 
usual  in  that  House  to  read  from  a 
written  speech. 

The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY  said,  that 
to  read  a  speech  was  not  his  habit.  He 
had  copied  quotations  he  meant  to  rely 
on,  thinking  that  it  would  be  more  con- 
Tenient  to  read  them  from  the  manu- 
Boript  in  his  hand  than  from  the  Blue 
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Book.  He  had  confined  his  reading  to 
quotations  and  figures.  If  the  noble 
Earl  looked  at  the  paper  he  would  see 
that  it  consisted  of  memoranda  which, 
legible  to  him,  would  be  quite  useless  to 
anyone  else.  The  subject  was  one  of 
great  importance,  and  he  held  that  it 
was  the  bounden  duty  of  every  Member 
of  Parliament  who  believed  that  a  grave 
wrong  was  about  to  be  done  to  the 
country  to  rise  in  his  place  and  protest 
against  it.  The  figures  he  was  about  to 
quote  were  taken  from  the  revised  Esti- 
mates of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
and  the  result  of  the  detailed  statement 
was  that  68  depots  would  have  estab- 
lishments for  the  training  of  about 
3,530  officers,  non-commissioned  officers, 
and  men.  The  total  cost  of  the  68 
brigade  depots,  without  including  re- 
cruits, would  be  £184,167  without  ra- 
tions, or,  including  rations,  £250,000. 
By  the  scheme  proposed  by  his  noble 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee,  the  cost  would  be  under 
£150.000.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  said 
that  by  his  scheme  the  first  12  regi- 
ments for  foreign  service  would  have 
950  men,  and  150  each  for  their  depot, 
or  1,100  men.  But  under  the  larger 
scheme  the  number  of  men  would  be 
the  same  —  they  would  keep  300  for 
furnishing  the  battalion  abroad,  and 
have  800  in  the  other  battalion,  whether 
linked  or  separate.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said,  with  respect  to  territorial 
regiments,  they  proposed  that  the  two 
battalions  of  the  Line  and  two  of  Militia 
which  now  formed  a  territorial  brigade 
should  henceforth  form  territorial  regi- 
ments with  a  common  depot.  Then 
followed  a  statement  of,  as  he  would 
call  it,  a  general  dislocation  as  to  the 
Scotch  regiments,  with  the  addition  that 
**the  other  two  depots — Edinburgh  and 
Ayr — would  remain  unchanged."  His 
noble  Friend  opposite  said  that  no  in- 
creased expense  would  be  attached  to  the 
change.  [The  Earl  of  Moblet  dissented . ] 
What  the  noble  Earl  said  in  reply  to 
his  having  moved  for  a  Eeturn  of  the 
expense  to  the  country  and  individual 
officers  incidental  to  the  proposed 
changes — and  he  was  now  quoting  from 
Hansard  —  was  that  the  expense  of 
the  proposed  changes  would  be  very 
alight,  as  only  badges  and  facings  would 
be  changed  this  year.  The  more  im- 
portant changes,  such  as  alterations  in 
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the  colour  of  uniforms,  wonld  be  deferred 
till  the  next  issue  of  clothing.  A  Botuni 
would  be  misleading.  As  to  the  officers, 
he  did  not  really  see  how  it  could  affect 
them  very  much.  Such  was  the  noble 
EarFs  reply.  He  had  himself  got  an 
estimate  of  the  cost  from  Messrs.  Hobson 
— a  moderate  firm  in  Little  Windmill 
Street — and  it  appeared  that  the  alten- 
tion  in  the  Scotch  regiments  would  cost 
the  officers  £49  5«.  per  head,  and  in  the 
English  regiments  £18  2«.  6i. ;  while 
the  cost  to  the  country  in  their  behalf, 
or  else  to  the  individual  officers  them- 
selves, of  the  one  brigade  with  which 
he  himself  was  associated — namely,  the 
61st,  at  Ayr,  would  be  over  £6,000. 
This  was  for  the  officers  alone  of  one 
single  brigade  to  be  converted  into  a 
'* territorial"  regiment.  The  opinion 
of  officers  on  the  subject  generally  might 
not,  perhaps,  be  thought  worthy  of  con- 
sideration, after  the  treatment  recently 
experienced  by  those  distinguished  Offi- 
cers who  had  framed  their  Beport  as 
the  result  of  the  most  exhaustive  eri- 
donee;  but  he  would  quote  some  opi- 
nions of  non-commissioned  officers  and 
privates  as  to  the  proposed  amalgama- 
tion of  Infantry  regiments,  the  abolition 
of  their  numbers,  and  the  extinction  of 
their  regimental  individuality.  A  cor- 
poral of  the  52nd  Light  Infantry,  a  re- 
markably fine  and  intelligent  man,  said— 

**  I  am  quite  sure  nothing  would  cause  mow 
general  discontent  than  doing  away  with  tha 
numbers.  What  would  my  regiment  be  with- 
out its  number  ?  It  is  only  by  its  number  that 
it  is  known  in  history,  and  if  the  number  is 
tiiken  away  there  will  be  no  connection  between 
the  regiment  and  its  history." 

A  corporal  of  the  6th  Begiment,  a  fine 
young  fellow,  an  Irishman,  said — 

**  Is  it  take  away  our  numbers  ?  Sure,  th«, 
we  would  be  only  Militia.  They  hav«  takai 
away  half  our  facings,  and  when  the  number  is 
gone  the  history  of  the  old  regiment  will  be 
gone  too." 

A  sergeant  of  the  52nd,  a  smart  yoong 

fellow,  said — 

**  I  have  heard  of  some  changes,  but  didn't 
hear  till  now  that  we  were  to  lose  our  number*- 
That  will  be  bad.  But  you  see,  sir,  they  havf 
left  us  the  stripes  on  both  arms  yet.'* 

A  sergeant  of  the  69th  said — 

'*  These  changes  will  cause  great  diacoutant 
We  hate  the  41st  already  becwise  we  are  to  b« 
joined  with  them." 

A  colour  sergeant  of  the  22nd  said— 

"  I  couldn't  bear  to  leave  my  regiment  for 
any  other,  and   I    should  not  likt  to  Im^* 
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my  battalion.  I  shonld  resign  my  stripes 
sooner  than  go  to  the  other  battalion.  I  am 
quite  ready  to  go  anywhere  to-morrow  with  my 
own  battalion.  I  wish  they  would  send  for  a 
sergeant  from  each  regiment,  and  ask  him  what 
he  thinks  of  these  changes." 

A  private  of  the  73rd  said — 

*'  I  am  a  Londoner,  and  I  don't  want  to  be  a 
Highlander  and  to  wear  the  kilt.  I  know  my 
regiment  was  the  second  battalion  of  the  42nd  ; 
but  that  was  many  years  ago,  and  we  don't 
want  to  go  back.^ 

He  held  in  his  hand  several  other  quota- 
tions, all  of  the  same  import,  which  it 
would  be  unnecessary  to  read.  He 
might  add  that  he  had  also  received 
sundry  growls  by  letter  as  to  specific 
changes;  but  that  was  not  his  point. 
He  wished  to  show  that  both  the  coun- 
try and  individual  officers  would  be  put 
to  great  expense  in  order  to  create 
general  dislocation  and  fresh  re-alloca« 
lion,  which  would  take  a  century  to 
learn,  and  all  that  to  perpetuate  a  sys- 
tem which  had  proved  to  be  rotten  and 
to  have  broken  down  by  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  appointed  specially  to 
investigate  the  subject  after  taking  volu- 
minous evidence.  To  continue  and  per- 
petuate this  system  in  its  intensity  was 
simply  to  court  fresh  disaster.  He  ima- 
gined he  would  be  told  in  reply  that  the 
new  organization  would  give  an  aggre- 
gate increase  of  2,792  in  the  number  of 
men,  as  suggested  by  a  curiosity  Memo- 
randum emanating  from  the  War  Office. 
He  denied  it,  and  requested  proof. 
Neither  Lord  Airey  nor  General  Sir 
Lintom  Simmons  admitted  it,  for  there 
was  nothing  in  the  proposed  re-organi- 
zation that  could  supply  more  men.  It 
was  said  that  there  would  be  an  advan- 
tage in  a  regiment  being  kept  abroad 
longer — namely,  for  16  years,  and  that 
it  would  be  more  economical.  But  it 
was  no  economy.  The  regiment  would 
have  changed  nearly  three  times  over 
in  that  time.  If  they  had  to  send  out 
1,000  men  in  one  regiment,  or  five  drafts 
of  200  men  each,  the  expense  was  the 
same.  He  might  be  told  that  the  House 
of  Commons  had  passed  the  scheme  ;  but 
he  utterly  denied  that  the  House  of 
Commons  had  had  an  opportunity  of 
really  diH<Missing  it ;  and  he  had  seen  in 
the  newspapers  that  the  scheme  had 
been  challenged  by  Notice  of  Motion  in 
the  other  House,  although  no  oppor- 
tunity had  yet  been  afforded  for  dis- 
cussion on  the  point.  He  doubted  also 
the  wisdom  of  raising  fresh  suspidonB  in 


the  minds  of  the  Militia  as  to  their 
becoming  Line  soldiers.  He  begged  to 
apologize  to  their  Lordships  for  the 
length  at  which  he  had  spoken.  He 
thought,  however,  that  he  had  proved 
the  proposed  scheme  of  re-organization 
to  be,  in  detail,  ridiculous  as  regarded 
the  changes  in  uniform,  and,  in  princi- 
ple, unflound,  unreal,  and  unpopular — he 
might  almost  have  added  inhumane.  But 
that  was  a  question  which  came  under 
the  head  of  the  **  Waste  of  the  Army," 
with  which  he  would  have  a  further 
opportunity  of  dealing.  In  regard  to 
the  length  of  his  speech,  he  must  plead 
the  importance  of  the  subject ;  and  simply 
ask  them  to  consider  the  serious  state  of 
matters  now  on  the  shores  of  the  Medi- 
terranean, and  the  equally  serious  state 
of  things  across  the  Irish  Channel.  He 
asked,  then,  whether  this  was  a  time 
well  chosen  for  taking  away  from  regi- 
ments those  traditionary  numbers  and 
special  distinctions  in  dress  to  which 
they  had  been  so  long  accustomed,  of 
which  they  were  so  justly  proud,  and 
which  they  still  so  dearly  cherished  ? 

ifoved.  That  an  bumble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  praying  that  Her  Majesty  will 
be  graciously  pleased  to  cause  a  re-consideration 
of  the  proposal  to  efface  the  present  numerical 
and  other  distinctions  in  regiments  of  the  line 
and  militia  by  the  substitution  of  novel  (so- 
called)  ** territorial"  titles,  inasmuch  as  this 
proposed  substitution  is  known  to  be  viewed  as 
subversive  of  et^prit  de  corpM,  and  is  in  conse* 
quence  most  distasteful  to  the  officers,  non- 
commissioned officers,  and  privates  generally, 
whilst  it  has  not  the  advantage  of  increasing 
the  Army  by  a  single  additional  trained  or  un- 
trained soldior;  the  proposed  re-organizatio& 
being  moreover  practically  but  a  fuller  develop- 
ment of  the  present  twin  (or  linked)  battalion 
sj'st^ra  which  the  lleport  of  Lord  Airoy's  Com- 
mitt4'6  has  already  proved  to  have  been  attended 
with  the  most  disastrous  results. — (TA^  Earl  of 
Oatloway.) 

TuK  Earl  of  MORLEY  admitted  the 
CToat  importance  of  the  subject  intro- 
duced by  the  noble  Lord.  The  noble 
Lord  had  gone  at  great  length  into  the 
history  of  Army  Organization  since  Lord 
Cardwell's  scheme  was  framed,  10  years 
ago ;  and  he  trusted  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  acquit  him  of  any  discourtesy  if 
his  answer  did  not  extend  to  the  same 
lougth.  He  doubted  whether  his  noble 
Friend  fully  appreciated  the  great  diffi- 
culties which  surrounded  questions  re- 
lating to  the  organization  of  the  British 
Army.  The  important  fact  must  be 
always  borne  in  mind  that  more  than 
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half  our  Army  was  employed  in  foreign 
service  —  50  battalions  of  Infantry 
being  permanently  stationed  in  India, 
and  20  in  the  Colonies  ;  and  that  these 
battalions  were  annually  kept  up  to 
their  full  strength  by  drafts  from  home. 
This  fact  lay  at  the  basis  of  every  scheme 
of  organization.  The  problem  to  be 
solved  was  how  to  keep  up  a  sufficiently 
large  Force  at  home,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  to  feed  the  Army  abroad.  The 
scheme  now  criticized  was  based  on  no 
new  principles ;  it  was  the  logical  con- 
sequence or  development  of  Lord  Card- 
well's  original  measure.  That  measure 
rested  on  two  important  principles — 
namely,  first,  the  organization  of  the  In- 
fantry of  the  Line  in  double  battalions ; 
and,  secondly,  the  localization  of  those  bat- 
talions connected  with  Militia  battalions 
at  the  brigade  depots.  The  first  prin- 
ciple was  carried  into  effect  by  ''  link- 
ing "  two  reo^ments  in  cases  where  they 
had  not  a  double,  or,  as  in  the  Eifle 
Brigade  and  60th,  a  four-battalion  con- 
stitution, the  object  being  to  facilitate 
the  relief  of  foreign  battalions.  The 
second  principle  had  for  its  object  the 
union  of  the  Auxiliary  and  Begular 
Forces,  and  the  improvement  of  recruit- 
ing in  all  parts  of  the  country.  He 
could  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
Qovemment  was  very  grateful  to  Lord 
Airey's  Committee  for  the  ability  and 
industry  with  which  they  had  conducted 
their  inquiries ;  and,  so  far  from  depre- 
ciating the  importance  of  their  Keport, 
the  Secretary  of  State,  he  was  glad  to  say, 
had  been  able  to  adopt,  in  a  great  mea- 
sure, the  most  important  recommenda- 
tions of  that  Beport.  He  had  not  been  able 
to  adopt  their  suggestion  that  all  the 
linked  regiments  should  be  unlinked,  and 
that  we  should  revert  to  a  single-bat- 
talion organization.  On  this  point  the 
Committee  were  by  no  means  unanimous. 
Moreover,  another  Committee,  presided 
over  by  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  and  composed  of  several  distin- 
guished Officers  and  Members  of  this 
House,  had  three  years  previously  re- 
commended a  distinctly  opposite  course 
— namely,  the  formation  of  territorial 
regiments,  consisting  of  two  Line  and 
two  Militia  battalions.  With  this  con- 
flict of  authorities,  the  Secretiury  of 
State  was  bound  to  consider  the  two 
proposals  on  their  merits.  The  noble 
Lonl  had  attributed  all  the  difficulties 
in  completing  battalions  for  service  in 
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I  South  Africa  to  the  linking  system.  He 
was  at  a  loss  to  understand  how  he 
arrived  at  that  conclusion.  If,  as  the 
noble  lord  appeared  to  wish,  all  regi- 
ments had  haa  but  one  battalion,  fed 
by  a  depot  at  home,  would  the  diffi- 
culties then  experienced  have  beeu 
avoided?  Far  from  it;  the  battalions 
on  active  service  would  equally  have 
been  made  up  to  their  full  strength  bj 
volunteers  from  other  regiments.  There 
would  have  been  no  other  source  from 
which  the  men  could  have  been  drawn, 
for  it  was  clear  that  the  depot  formed 
only  when  the  battalion  was  ordered  on 
foreign  service  could  not  have  furnished 
them.  The  true  cause  of  all  these  diffi- 
culties was  to  be  sought,  not  in  the 
system  of  double-battalion  regiment, 
but  rather  in  the  fact  that  that  system 
had  not  been  worked  out  in  the  manner 
which  was  suggested  by  those  who,  in 
the  first  instance,  recommended  its  adop* 
tion.  The  regiments  at  the  top  of  the 
roster  for  foreign  service  were  all  far 
weaker  than  they  ought  to  have  been. 
Instead  of  having  18  regiments  of  800 
men,  these  regiments  were  only  at  a 
strength  of  740  ;  and,  moreover,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  opinion  given  by  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  the  late  €K>- 
vernment  did  not  at  first  consider  that 
they  could  accept  the  service  of  volunteers 
from  the  Army  Keserve.  In  conse- 
quence of  the  weakness  of  the  regi- 
ments, large  numbers  of  men  were  re- 
quired to  raise  them  to  war  strength ;  and 
as  the  Beserve  men,  even  as  volunteers, 
could  not  be  employed,  these  men  were 
drawn  from  other  battalions  and  regi- 
ments at  home — a  most  unfortunate 
proceeding,  but  one  which  was  con- 
stantly resorted  to  in  former  days — in 
the  days,  for  instance,  of  the  Crimean 
War — and  for  which  the  new  organiza- 
tion was  by  no  means  responsible. 
Indeed,  he  (the  Earl  of  Morley)  might 
fairly  say  that,  had  the  linking  system 
never  been  introduced,  the  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  preparing  the  battalions 
for  the  war  in  South  Africa  in  1879 
would  have  been  even  greater  than 
those  which  they  had  actually  expe- 
rienced. Further,  he  might  quote  the 
case  of  the  two  four-battalion  recriments 
— namely,  the  60th  and  the  Eine  Bri- 
gade. The  comparative  ease  with  which 
battalions  of  these  regiments  were  pre- 
pared for  service  was  an  argument 
zor  going  further  in  the  direction  of 
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large  regiments  than  was  now  proposed, 
rather  than  of  adopting  the  course  sug- 
gested by  the  noble  Lord.  He  admitted 
that  the  linking  system  had  not  worked 
quite  satisfactorily — ^there  had  been  a 
certain  amount  of  friction,  there  had 
been  found  a  want  of  unity  of  senti- 
ment in  many  cases  between  the  two 
linked  battalions.    It  was  impossible  to 
remain  in  the  present  position ;  we  must 
go  forwards,  or  back — back  to  single 
battalions,  or  forwards  to  consolidated 
regiments  of  double  battalions,  with  the 
same  constitution  as  the  first  25  regi- 
ments of  Infantry.     The  noble  Lord 
quoted  from  a  speech  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  the  ob- 
jections to  reverting  to  the  old  organiza- 
tion— namely — "  xou  would  then  have 
to  repeal  the  whole  of  the  localization 
scheme.    You  must  break  up  the  first 
25  regiments,  the  60th,  and  the  Kifle 
Brigade,   into   single  battalions ;    and 
you  would  praotic^y  have  little  or  no 
use  for  the  depots,   on  which  nearly 
£8,500,000  had  been  expended."     In 
spite  of  the  noble  Lord's  argument,  he 
ventured  to  think  that  these  were  very 
strong  arguments  against  such  a  course 
of  proceeding.      There  was,  however, 
another  way  of  regarding  the  question. 
To  supply  the  annual  reliefs  for  bat- 
talions on  foreign  service  a  very  large 
number  of  recruits  would  be  required — 
the    estimates  varied   from   16,000  to 
20,000;  and  if,  as  was  now  proposed, 
no  soldier  was  to  be  sent  to  India  with 
lees  than  one  year's  service,  the  latter 
figure  would   probably  not    be    much 
above  the  mark.      These  men  would, 
according  to  the  noble  Lord's  scheme, 
be  posted  to  the  depdts  of  the  battalions 
abroad ;  whether  in  small  depots,  or  in 
battalions,  or  at  large  trainiDg  stations, 
as  proposed  by  Lord  Airey's  (>>mmittee, 
it  was  not  necessary  now  to  inquire. 
These  recruits  would  be  quite  useless 
for  home  service.    The  Question  would 
then  arise.  By  whom  would  the  expense 
be  borne  ?    It  was  not  likely  that  any 
Government  would  impose  this  burden 
on  the  Indian  Exchequer ;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,   it  was  doubtful  whether 
this  country  would  pay  for  an  army  of 
recruits  useless  for  service  at  home.   No 
doubt,  the  difficulty  might  be  met  by 
including  these  16,000  men  in  the  Home 
Establishment,   and   treating  them  as 
supernumerary  to  the  service  battalions. 


But  if  the  home  battalions  were  to  be 
kept   at    their    present    strength,   this 
would  mean  a  very  large  addition  to  the 
Home  Army  ;  and  he  asked  their  Lord- 
ships whether  there  was  any  probabilify 
of  the  House  of  Commons  assenting  to 
such  an  addition?  If,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  HomiB  Establishment  could  not  be 
increased  to  such  an  extent,  the  only 
possible  means  of  finding  place  for  these 
depots  would  be  either  by  diminishing 
the  strength  or  the  numbers  of  the  home 
battalions.  It  was  admitted  on  all  hands 
that  the  home  battalions  could  not  be 
reduced  in  strength.    Consequently,  the 
only  alternative  left  would  be  to  reduce 
their  number,  and  to  find  room  for  the 
16,000  men  in  the  depots  of  foreign  bat- 
talions.   They  would  be  forced  to  de- 
stroy at  least  20  battalions  of  Infantry. 
Was  that  the  best  way  to  strengthen 
the  Army  ?    For  the  sake  of  reverting 
to  the  old  organization,  they  would  de- 
stroy   20    or    more    regiments  which, 
though  weak  in  times  of  peace,  could, 
in  a  case  of  national  emergency,  be  de- 
veloped, by  means  of  the  Army  and  the 
Militia  Beserve,  into  thoroughly  efficient 
battalions.    This  argument  appeared  to 
him  (the   Earl  of  Morley)  conclusive. 
For  these  and  other  reasons  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  had  determined  to  adopt 
the  recommendations  of  Colonel  Stanlejrs 
Committee.    The  Beport  of  that  Com- 
mittee had  been  adopted  without  a  dis- 
sentient voice.      The  noble  Lord  had 
hinted  that  certain  Members  of  that 
Committee,  who  were  colonels  of  Mili- 
tia, and  also  distinguished  Peers,  had 
signed  the  Beport  because  some  of  the 
recommendations  would  benefit  the  Mili- 
tia, not  because  they  agreed  with  the 
territorial  system — which  was,  after  all, 
the  g^eat  principle  on  which  all  the 
other  recommendations  were  based.   He 
could  not  accept  such  an  explanation ; 
it  was  not  likely  that  the  noble  Lords  in 
question  would  have  taken  such  a  course. 
Had  they  entertained  at  the  time  the 
opinions  attributed  to  them  bv  the  noble 
Lord,  they  would  have  qualified  their 
assent,  or  they  would  have  explained 
their  views  in  Supplementary  Beports, 
as  was  done  by  several  Members  of  Lord 
Airey's  Committee  who  differed,  in  prin- 
ciple or  in  detail,  from  the  Beport  of  the 
majority.     Without  such  qualifications, 
the  Beport  stood    as   one  which  was 
adopted  unanimously  by  a  strong  and 
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able  Committee.  Now,  wi£h  regard  to  i 
the  queetion  of  esprit  de  corpiy  he  (the : 
Earl  of  Morley)  was  far  from  under-  | 
valuing  the  importanoe  of  esprit  de  corps 
in  the  Army.  It  was  a  sentiment  which 
he  honoured  and  respected  in  the  highest 
degree,  and  one  to  which  as  little 
violence  as  possible  should  be  done. 
But  respect  for  this  sentiment  might 
be  carried  a  little  too  far,  if  it  were 
allowed  to  prohibit  any  changes  of  or- 
ganization which  were,  in  other  respects, 
for  the  good  of  the  Army  at  large. 
Moreover,  he  would  ask  whether  these 
changes  would,  as  the  noble  Lord  fore- 
told, destroy  all  esprit  de  corps  in  the 
Army  ?  He  should  be  extremely  sorry 
to  think  that  these  anticipations  would 
be  realized.  Every  effort  had  been  made 
to  preserve,  in  each  case,  the  badges 
and  distinctions  in  which  the  various  re- 
giments felt  a  just  and  an  honourable 
pride.  Every  effort  had  been  made  to 
associate  together  regiments  which  were 
connected  together  by  local  or  other 
ties.  In  some  cases,  no  doubt,  a  certain 
amount  of  self-sacrifice  would  be  re- 
quired ;  but  these  ctises  had  been 
brought  within  the  narrowest  possible 
limits;  and  even  if  in  these  cases  the 
old  associations  were,  for  a  time,  weak- 
ened, he  hoped  and  believed  that,  in 
process  of  time,  an  enlarged  esprit  de 
corps  would  grow  up  in  the  territorial 
regiments  which  it  was  now  proposed 
to  create.  Many  persons,  he  was  aware, 
considered  this  a  fanciful  theory.  A 
sentiment  of  this  kind  could  not  be 
created  in  a  day ;  but  even  now,  though 
the  local  system  was  as  yet  scarcely  in 
thorough  operation,  experience  showed 
that  this  enlarged  esprit  de  corps  was 
being  gradually  formed.  In  the  Appen- 
dix to  the  last  Beport  of  the  Inspector 
General  of  Hecruiting  would  be  found 
the  answers  of  64  colonels  commanding 
depots  to  the  question — **  Is  a  local  con- 
nection beginning  to  establish  itself?^' 
Fifty-four  of  these  officers  gave  affirma- 
tive answers,  and  only  five  directly  ne- 
gative answers.  That  could  not  but  be 
regarded  as  highly  satisfactory.  The 
noble  Lord  referred  to  the  expense 
which  would  devolve  on  officers  in  con- 
sequence of  changes  of  uniform.  On 
that  subject  he  (the  Earl  of  Morley) 
could  only  say  that  arrangements  would 
be  made  to  render  this  expense  as  light 
aa  possible;    and  in  cases  where  regi- 
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meats  which  had  now  scarlet  uniforms 
were  converted  into  Ilifles  or  kilted  reg^^ 
ments,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
would  be  prepared  to  give  the  officers 
some  pecuniary  assistance,  the  amount 
of  which  was  now  being  considered. 
While  speaking  of  the  officers,  he  would 
point  out  that  in  double-battalion  regi- 
ments they  had  this  not  inconsiderable 
advantage— they  could,  if  they  wished, 
exchange  from  the  home  to  the  foreign 
battalion,  or  vice  versd^  without  losing 
their  places  in  the  regimental  list; 
whereas,  if  an  officer  exchanged  from 
one  regiment  to  another,  he  was  placed 
invariably  at  the  bottom  of  his  rank 
in  his  new  regiment.  He  had  lis- 
tened attentively  to  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  had  not  heard  an 
argument  which  proved  that  the  single- 
battalion  organization  was  better  suited 
to  the  peculiar  conditions  of  the  British 
Army  than  the  organization  which  now 
existed,  and  which  it  was  proposed 
to  consolidate.  Not  one  of  the  defects 
which  the  noble  Lord  deplored  would  be 
met  by  the  retrogressive  policy  which  he 
proposed.  It  might  be  argued  that 
an  organization  of  regiments,  consisting 
of  three  or  four  battalions,  would  be 
more  elastic  and  capable  of  adapting 
itself  to  sudden  emergencies  than  a 
double-battalion  system ;  but  to  contract 
regiments  to  a  single  battalion,  resting, 
when  abroad,  on  its  own  depot,  would, 
he  maintained,  be  a  step  in  the  wrong 
direction.  Such  a  course  would  render 
it  impossible  to  carry  into  effect  the  new 
system  of  supporting  our  Indian  and 
Colonial  Army,  which  he  (the  Earl  of 
Morley)  had  explained  on  a  previous 
occasion.  The  object  of  this  new  sjrstem 
was,  as  far  as  possible,  to  insure  the  In- 
dian Government  that  the  men  sent  out 
to  them  would  serve  in  that  country  for 
a  full  term  of  seven  years.  The  effi- 
ciency of  the  Indian  Army  would  thus 
be  promoted,  and  a  very  considerable 
economy  would  be  effected — a  matter  of 
very  great  importance.  It  would  be 
effected  by  retaining  the  battalions  for 
a  longer  period  in  India,  and  supplying 
their  deficiency  by  annual  drafts,  rather 
than  by  relieving  a  large  number  of 
battalions.  He  had  already  shown  that 
by  reducing  the  number  of  battalions 
annuaUy  sent  abroad  as  reliefs  from  eight 
to  four  the  constitution  of  the  Army  at 
home  would  also  be  improved.  It  would, 
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in  these  oircumBtances,  be  muoli  easier  to 
keep  the  regiments  first  on  the  roster  up 
to  their  full  strength,  ready  for  any  sud- 
den emergency,  without  suddenly  pour- 
ing into  their  ranks  a  large  number  of 
young  and  half-trained  recruits,  a  course 
which  obviously  diminished  their  effi- 
ciency. The  system  which  he  was  now 
advocating  would,  he  believed,  at  the 
same  time,  facilitate  our  foreign  reliefs, 
and  would  tend  to  improve  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  home  and  foreign  Army.  It 
would  promote  the  union  which  it  was 
most  desirable  to  establish  between  the 
Begular  and  Auxiliary  Forces  ;  it  would 
stimulate  recruiting  throughout  the 
country,  and  would,  by  degrees,  form 
an  enlarged  enprit  de  corps  in  the  terri- 
torial regiments,  without  obliterating 
the  associations  which  these  regiments 
cherished.  If  these  proposed  changes 
were  for  the  good  of  the  Army  at  large, 
even  though  at  first  they  might  be  at 
variance  with  the  feelings  of  some  indi- 
viduals, he  could,  with  confidence,  rely 
on  the  public  spirit  and  patriotism  of 
officers  and  men  to  accept  them,  and  to 
assist  loyally  in  carrying  them  into 
eflfect. 

VisoouNT  BURT  urged  his  noble 
Friend  behind  him  (the  Earl  of  Gallo- 
way) to  be  content  with  the  expression 
of  opinion  which  he  had  elicited  from 
the  Government,  and  not  to  push  his 
Motion  to  a  division,  especially  as  the 
House  was  almost  empty,  and  as  the 
changes  referred  to  were  actually  being 
carried  into  effect  under  a  General  Order 
recently  issued.  There  were,  no  doubt, 
several  noble  Lords  who  would  have 
liked  to  address  the  House  on  this  sub- 
ject ;  but  other  occasions  would  certainly 
arise  on  which  they  would  be  able  to  do 
BO.  For  his  own  part,  he  would  only 
point  out,  in  reference  to  the  speech 
they  had  just  heard,  that  while  the  noble 
Earl  assumed  that  existing  defects  in 
the  organization  of  the  Army  were  about 
to  be  remedied,  the  adoption  of  the  ter- 
ritorial system  would  not  in  the  least 
help  them  to  attain  that  end.  The  great 
difficulty  was  to  obtain  men.  By  the 
new  system  they  would  not  get  anj 
greater  number.  Another  difficulty  was 
— seeing  that  there  were  to  be  71  batta- 
lions at  home  and  70  abroad — that  the 
dislocation  of  any  single  battalion  would 
dislocate  the  whole.  The  new  territorial 

Sstem  would  dislocate  them  in  exactly 
e  same  way.    The  scheme  of  the  Se- 


cretary of  State  for  War  had  many  good 
points,  which  deserved  a  fair  trial,  and 
that  trial  would  have  been  given  it  in  the 
most  complete  manner  if  the  linked  re- 
giments had  been  left  together,  and  not 
changed  into  territorial  regiments,  which, 
he  maintained,  entirely  subverted  the 
regimental  plan  upon  which  the  British 
Army  had  been  successfully  based  in  the 
past.  He  did  not  believe  that  the  terri- 
torial system  would  succeed,  and  he 
thought  it  was  a  step  which  might  here- 
after have  to  be  retraced ;  but  the  re- 
sponsibility meantime  must  rest  with 
the  Government,  and  he  would  advise 
his  noble  Friend  not  to  divide  the 
House  on  the  question. 

The  Earl   of   NORTHBROOK    re- 
marked,  that  the  noble  Viscount  (Vis- 
count Bury)  had  not  correctly  appreciated 
the  remarks  of  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl 
of  Morley).  The  system  of  territorial  regi- 
ments was  not  an  invention  of  the  present 
Government,  but  had  been  handed  down 
to  them  from  their  Predecessors  in  Office; 
and  he  was  surprised  at  the  objections 
raised    to  it    by  the    noble  Viscount, 
because  it  was  the  recommendation  of 
Colonel  Stanley,  the  late  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  under  whom  the  noble 
Viscount  had  served.    As  regarded  the 
difficulty  of  meeting  Colonial  wars,  their 
Lordships  ought  to  bear  in   mind  that 
it  was  not  upon  the  territorial  system 
alone,  or  indeed  principally,  that  the 
Government  relied.    The  development  of 
that  system  was  only  one  of  a  series  of 
measures  which  had  been  introduced  by 
the  present  Secretary  of  State  for  War ; 
and  it  should  be  remembered  in  these 
discussions  that  we  were  now  in  a  much 
better  position  as  regarded  Reserves  than 
we  had  ever  been  previously.  He  agreed 
with  the  noble  Viscount  that  it  would  be 
inconvenient  to  prolong  the  debate,  and 
would  only  add  that  their    Lordships 
might  rely  upon  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  endeavouring  to  meet  the  va- 
rious difficulties  of  the  situation  to  the 
best  of  his  ability,  and  that  he  would  do 
his  best  to  preserve  the  eaprit  de  corps  of 
the  regiments. 

Lord  AIREY  did  not  complain  of  the 
course  which  the  Government  had  pur- 
sued in  adopting  their  own  scheme  in 
preference  to  that  recommended  by  the 
Committee  over  which  he  presided  ;  but 
he  thought  that  there  were  just  g^unds 
for  complaining  that  the  Government 
had  unduly  delayed  the  publication  of 
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their  Eeport.  He  believed  that  if  it  had 
been  produced  sooner,  the  system  would 
have  been  different  from  what  it  was 
now.  He  had  great  doubts  whether  the 
present  system  was  anything  more  than 
an  experiment. 

Lord  CHELMSFOED  said,  he  had 
intended  to  speak  upon  this  Motion  ; 
but,  looking  at  the  state  of  the  House, 
he  would  reserve  what  he  had  to  say  to 
a  future  occasion.  Too  much  stress  had 
been  laid  upon  the  Committee  over  which 
Colonel  Stanley  presided  having  recom- 
mended the  formation  of  territorial  re- 
giments. The  double-battalion  system 
had  not  at  that  time  been  tried  and 
failed.  The  weak  point  of  the  sys- 
tem was  that  when  the  home  battalion 
acted  as  a  feeder  to  the  one  abroad,  it 
became  absolutely  unfit  to  be  employed 
on  active  service.  It  would  require 
about  600,  or  even  700,  Eeserve  men  to 
bring  it  up  to  war  strength ;  and  it 
would  consequently  be  some  time  before 
a  battalion  so  composed  could  possibly 
be  fit  to  take  the  field. 

The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY  protested 
against  the  doctrine  that  if  a  civilian 
met  a  soldier  in  the  street  he  was  not  at 
liberty  to  inauire  of  him  how  he  liked 
the  Service,  nis  regiment,  and  his  uni- 
form. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Eight 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  half 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  16M  May,  1881. 
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ARMY— COMPETITIVE  EXAMINA- 
TIONS. 

Mr.  RTLANDS  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  directed  to  the  following 
facts  disclosed  by  the  Return  of  March 
24th  relative  to  First  Commissions  in 
the  Army — namely,  that  during  the 
years  1879  and  1880.  l,r)30 young  men 
qualified  for  First  Commissions  in  the 
Army  before  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
missioners at  the  open  Competitive  Exa- 
minations; that  only  448  of  these  suc- 
cessful Candidates  at  the  open  Com- 
petitive Examinations  obtained  First 
Commissions  in  the  Army  during  1879 
and  1880;  whilst  423  First  Commis- 
sions in  the  Army  were  given  to 
Militia  Officers  during  ^he  same  period  ; 
whether  he  can  state  the  number  of 
young  men  who,  having  been  unsuc- 
cessful in  open  Competitive  Examina- 
tions, received  First  Commissions  in  the 
Army  as  Militia  Officers,  or  otherwise, 
during  the  years  1879  and  1880;  and, 
whether  he  is  prepared  to  take  any  steps 
to  prevent  the  continuance  of  the  state 
of  things  which  appears  in  the  above- 
mentioned  Betum  to  have  existed  during 
the  years  1879  and  1880? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  Sir,  I  have  paid 
especial  attention  for  some  time  past  to 
the  subject  of  the  Return  to  which  mj 
hon.  Friend  refers.  It  is  most  im- 
portant and  instructive;  but,  whether 
from  the  language  of  the  Return  or  not, 
he  has  been  led  into  some  misconcep- 
tion of  the  facts.  The  1,630  young  men 
who  qualified  for  first  commissions  in 
the  Army  in  1879  and  1880  were  not  all 
successful  candidates  at  the  open  com- 
petitions. All  the  successful  candidates 
have  obtained,  or  are  in  course  of  being 
given,  commissions,  and  they  are  the 
448  for  the  year  1879-80  to  which  my 
hon.  Friend  refers  in  his  Question.  All 
the  Militia  officers  who  obtained  com- 
missions are  included  among  the  1,630 
who  qualified  in  1879  and  1880,  or 
among  those  who  qualified  in  pre- 
vious 3  ears,  or  have  qualified  by  passing 
an  equivalent  examination  before  the 
Civil  Service  Commissioners  as  Univer- 
sity candidates.  What  is  unsatisfactory 
to  my  mind  is  the  very  large  number  of 
commissions  granted  to  Militia  officers. 
But  for  this  in  1879-80  there  were  two 
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reasons — the  first,  that  in  preyious  years 
the  number  assigned  to  the  Militia  ( 1 20), 
under  the  system  of  nomination  by 
colonels,  had  not  been  made  up ;  and 
the  second,  that  the  vacancies  in  the 
Army  were  made  abnormally  large 
in  those  two  years  by  the  Afghan 
and  Cape  Wars.  On  the  other  hand, 
Sandhurst  can  only  turn  out  a  limited 
number  of  qualified  cadets  eveir  year, 
so  that  the  balance  had  to  be  made  good 
from  the  Militia,  and  the  substitution  of 
competition  among  the  whole  of  the 
subalterns  of  the  Militia  justified  a 
larger  number  of  appointments  from 
this  source.  For  the  niture,  under  the 
Army  Re-organization  arrangements 
which  I  have  explained  to  the  House,  a 
smaller  number  of  commissions  by  50 
will  be  granted  annually,  and  even  this 
reduced  number  will  not  be  appointed 
after  1882,  until  gradually  the  Establish- 
ment has  been  brought  down.  The  pro- 
portion given  to  Sandhurst — that  is  to 
say,  to  virtually  open  competition — will 
be  much  larger  than  in  1 879-80. 

CENTRAL    ASIA— CAPTAIN    BUTLER'S 

MISSION. 

Ma.  LABOUCKERE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  Whether,  in 
the  year  1877,  Oaptain  Butler,  of  the 
9th  Regiment,  was  secretly  ordered  by 
Lord  Lytton,  then  Viceroy  of  India,  to 
proceed  to  the  Perso-Turkoman  Fron- 
tier, with  a  view  of  surveying  the  Tur- 
koman land  from  the  Caspian  Sea  to 
M erv ;  whether  he  was  directed  by  Lord 
Lytton  and  by  Mr.  Thornton  (the  then 
Indian  Foreign  Secretary)  to  arrange  to 
be  in  a  position  to  raise  the  Turkoman 
Tribes  m  case  of  a  War  with  Russia ; 
whether  he  was  specially  directed  to  con- 
ceal the  object  of  his  mission  from  all 
the  home  authorities,  from  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  at  Teheran,  and  from  the 
£nglish  officials  at  Meshed ;  whether  a 
Beport  of  Captain  Butler,  as  to  his  pro- 
ceedings in  the  Turkoman  land,  was 
sent  by  him  to  the  Indian  Foreign  Office 
on  his  return  from  his  mission  ;  and,  if 
ao,  whether  there  is  any  objection  to  lay 
the  same  upon  the  Tahle  of  the  Rouse ; 
and,  also,  whether,  considering  that 
Captain  Butler's  health  greatly  suffered, 
owing  to  the  hardships  incurred  during 
his  mission,  and  that  in  consequence  of 
this  he  was  granted  sick  leave  for 
eighteen  months,  and  that  his  medical 
advisers  inform  him  that,  although  still 
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suffering  from  the  effects  of  his  arduous 
mission,  his  health  will  in  all  proba- 
bility be  completely  restored  should  he 
be  granted  leave  for  a  further  six  months, 
such  additional  leave  will  be  granted  to 
him,  instead  of  his  being  placed  on  half- 
pay,  owing  to  his  present  and  temporary 
inability  to  perform  active  service  in 
India? 

Thb  Marqxtess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  according  to  Papers  which  I  find  on 
record  at  the  India  Office,  it  appears 
that  in  May,  1877,  an  offer  from  Captain 
Butler  to  proceed  to  Merv  was  accepted 
by  the  late  Viceroy  of  India,  not  to 
**  survey  coimtry  from  the  Caspian  Sea 
to  Merv,"  but  to 

**  Oain  information  as  to  the  state  of  affairs 
among  the  Menr  Turkomans,  and  the  geognraphy 
and  resources  of  the  valley  of  the  Murghah, 
without  compromising  GoTemment," 

and  some  pecuniary  assistance  was  given 
him  for  this  obj  ect.  These  Papers  do  not 
contain  any  evidence  that  Captain  Butler 
was  directed  to  ''  arrange  to  be  in  a  po- 
sition to  raise  the  Turkomans  in  case  of 
a  war  with  Russia ; "  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, directly  refute  any  such  idea.  It 
appears  that  Captain  Butler's  mission 
was  to  be  undertaken  at  his  own  risk 
and  responsibility,  and  that  he  was  to 
make  his  journey  as  an  ordinary  unoffi- 
cial traveller.  He  was  ordered  not  to 
go  to  Teheran,  chiefly  on  account  of  re- 
presentations from  himself  that  if  his 
presence  in  Persia,  and  the  object  of  his 
mission  were  known,  difficulties  might 
be  thrown  in  his  way  by  the  Persian 
authorities.  Captain  Butler  submitted 
to  the  Indian  authorities,  through  the 
Quartermaster  General,  a  Report  of  his 
travels  on  the  Northern  Frontier  of 
Persia.  Official  information  received 
from  other  sources  by  the  Government 
of  India  has  thrown  considerable  doubt 
on  the  accuracy  of  Captain  Butler's  Re- 
port of  his  proceedings.  The  Report 
itself  does  not  contain  any  information 
of  a  valuable  character;  and,  if  pub- 
lished, would  have  to  be  accompanied 
by  a  large  mass  of  Correspondence  which 
would  serve  no  useful  purpose;  and  I 
do  not,  therefore,  think  it  necessary  to 
lay  it  on  the  Table.  As  to  the  latter 
part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I 
can  only  say  that  the  matter  of  additional 
leave  to  Captain  Butler  is  one  entirely 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Field  Mar- 
shal Commanding  in  Chief,  in  regard 
to  which  I  see  no  ground  for  interfer- 
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ence  on  the  part  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India. 

LUKATIC  ASYLUMS  (IRELAND)— LIME- 
BlCEi  AS YLtJM— PAUPER  LUNATICS. 

Mr.  G'SHAUGHNEBSY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  it  is  not  true  that  the  rates 
of  the  City  of  Limerick  have  lately  be- 
come charged  with  the  maintenance  in 
the  Limerick  Lunatic  Asylum  of  several 
persons,  not  natives  or  inhabitants  of 
the  city,  who,  being  prisoners  in  the 
Limerick  District  Prison,  were  trans- 
ferred thence  on  account  of  mental  de- 
rangement to  the  Limerick  Lunatic 
Asylum,  and  several  soldiers  enlisted 
in  the  city,  who,  having  become  men- 
tally deranged  in  the  service,  were 
transferred  from  Netley  to  the  Limerick 
Lunatic  Asylum ;  and,  whether  he  will 
take  into  consideration  the  desirability 
of  compelling  the  place  in  which  a 
pauper  lunatic,  admitted  to  a  lunatic 
asylum,  shall  have  been  usually  resident, 
to  contribute  to  his  maintenance  and 
treatment  in  such  asylum  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Inspector  of  Lunatic  Asylums  re- 
ported to  him  that  two  soldiers  who  had 
been  confined  in  the  Limerick  District 
Prison,  and  who  had  become  insane, 
were  transferred  to  the  Asylum  for  the 
county,  in  which  they  now  remain.  Only 
one  soldier  had  been  sent  from  Netley 
to  the  Limerick  Asylum,  and  he  was  a 
native  of  the  county.  It  would  be  very 
difficult  to  carry  out  what  was  recom- 
mended by  a  general  rule ;  but,  in  indi- 
vidual cases,  the  matter  might  be  ar- 
ranged by  the  Inspector  of  Asylums,  as 
was  done  in  this  case. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— INFLAMMATORY 
PLACARDS— THE  IRISH  CONSTABU- 
LARY. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  following  paragraph  from 
the  *'  Ennisoorthy  Ghiardian  '^  of  the  7th 
instant  is  correct : — 

**  On  Wednesday  an  affair  took  place  in  En- 
niacorthy  which  perhaps  was  the  most  unwar- 
rantable stretch  of  authority  ever  attempted. 
In  two  or  three  places  placards,  a  copy  of  which 
is  given  below,  were  posted  on  the  walls.  No 
sooner  had  these  caught  the  eye  of  the  vigilant 
constabulary  than  the^'  at  once  tore  them  down. 
This  was  repeated  twice : 

The  Marqueu  o/Bartinfton 


*  *  *  Wezf  ordmen !  assemble  in  your  tboosuds 
at  the  Court-house,  Wexford,  on  Friday  next, 
the  6th  instant,  at  two  o* clock,  to  witness  land- 
lordism degraded,  to  the  collection  of  unjust 
rent  through  the  sheriff,  and  to  see  the  resources 
of  Buckshot  Forster  liberally  supplied  for  what 
he  himself  denounced  as  the  enforcement  of  in- 
justice. Contingents  will  attend  from  the  va- 
rious branches  of  the  Land  League.  The  land 
for  the  people.    God  save  Ireland ; '  " 

whether  the  police  admitted  they  tort 
down  the  placards  by  order  of  the 
head  constable;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment sanction  such  proceedings; 
and,  if  not,  what  notice  has  been  taken 
of  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  W.  B.  FOESTEE  :  Yes ;  I  un- 
derstand  that  the  placard  in  question 
was  pulled  down  by  special  order  of  the 
head  constable;  and  I  think  that  the 
head  constable  acted  perfectly  right. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked,  under  what  sta- 
tute the  head  constable  had  acted ;  and, 
whether  anybody  else  tearine  down  pla- 
cards would  not  have  been  Uable  to  be 
prosecuted  ? 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked,  whether 
the  reason  why  the  riffht  hon.  Qentle- 
man  approved  of  the  head  constable's 
conduct  was  because  the  words  ''Buck- 
shot Forster"  appeared  on  the  pla- 
card? 

Mr.  HEALY,  after  a  short  pause, 
asked,  whether  the  right  hon.  Oenueman 
intended  to  reply  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEE  :  Sir,  it  ap- 
pears to  be  thought  that  it  is  a  mat- 
ter of  necessity  and  duty  that  Gentlemen 
sitting  on  this  (the  Treasury)  Bench 
should  give  a  reply  to  every  Question 
put  to  them.  There  is  no  necessity  for 
that.  A  Question  must  be  answered  ac- 
cording to  the  way  in  which  it  is  asked, 
and  at  the  discretion  of  those  to  whom  it 
is  put.  This  Question  is  manifestly  for 
the  purpose  of  insult.  There  is  no  more 
reason  why  a  person  in  my  position 
should  be  called  on  to  answer  it  than 
any  other  person.  I  only  state  that  I 
am  perfectly  ready  to  meet  any  charge 
that  may  be  brought  against  me  with 
re^rd  to  those  placards. 

Mr.  HEAXiY  begged  to  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House.  [**  Oh  I  "] 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to 
think  he  had  put  the  Question  to  insult 
him,  he  only  wished  to  disclaim  any 
such  intention.  He  must  explain  that 
his  attention  had  been  called  oy  a  reso* 
lution  of  the  Land  League  branch  to  the 
matter,  and  he  was  asked  to  put  the 
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Question  in  that  House,  and  he  had  done 
so.  He  had  put  down  a  Question  with 
regard  to  it,  and,  to  make  the  Question 
clear,  he  had  quoted  the  placard  quite 
irrespective  of  the  fact  that  it  contained 
the  words  ''Buckshot  Forster."  The 
question  was  not  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  hound  to  answer  the 
Question,  hut  whether  he  approved  the 
conduct  of  the  constables  in  pulling  down 
the  placard,  and  by  what  law  or  autho- 
rity it  was  done.  Force  seemed  now  to 
be  the  only  rule  in  Ireland,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  put  that  rule  in 
force  went  down  to  Bradford,  and  thanked 
the  people  of  Bradford  for  their  kind  re- 
ception of  him  in  the  name  of  the  people 
of  Ireland.  The  most  comical  thing 
was  that  while,  as  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dublin  University  said,  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  the  respect  of  a  single 
man  in  Ireland,  from  Cape  Clear  to  the 
Giant's  Causeway,  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  went  to  his  constituents  and 
thanked  them  in  the  name  of  the  Irish 
people.  That  placard  incident  was  a 
sample  of  what  was  occurring  every  day 
in  the  country.  Surprise  was  expressed 
at  outrages  being  committed.  His  {Jt&r, 
Healy's)  surprise  was  that  many  more 
were  not  committed.  And  he  could  tell 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  if  he  con- 
tinued to  support  the  police  in  arbitrary 
acts,  he  womd  find  that  ten  times  more 
outrages  would  occur,  those  outrages 
being  the  only  resource  which  those 
unfortunate  people  had  against  high- 
handed proceedings. 

Mr.  Aldkbman  W.  LAWRENCE  rose 
to  Order.  He  asked  Mr.  Speaker,  whe- 
ther it  was  competent  for  a  Bepresenta- 
tive  from  Ireland  to  threaten  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  that  if 
he  persisted  in  the  course  he  was  pur- 
suing ten  times  more  outrages  would  be 
committed  in  Ireland,  and  to  say. that 
that  was  the  only  resource  against  the 
rule  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  which 
would  be  left  to  the  Irish  people  ?  He 
asked,  also,  whether  the  House  was  to 
listen  to  those  threats,  and  incitements 
to  the  people  of  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  course  taken  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy)  is  taken  entirely  on  his  own  re- 
sponsibility. I  deplore  the  language 
which  I  have  heard  this  evening,  coming 
both  from  him  and  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for    Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell). 


The  hon.  Member  has  also,  on  his  own 
responsibility,  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House,  not  being  satisfied  with 
the  answer  he  received  to  a  Question. 
As  the  House  knows,  I  have  very  fre- 
quently pointed  out  the  great  incon- 
venience arising  from  Motions  of  this 
character  —  Motions  of  which,  within 
the  last  few  days,  we  have  had  three 
examples. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  had  not  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  on  ac- 
count of  dissatisfaction  with  an  answer, 
but  in  order  to  protest  against  the  state- 
ment that  he  had  put  a  Question  on  the 
Paper  for  the  purpose  of  insulting  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland.  Heaven  knew  that  they  had 
sufficientmeans  of  attackingthe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  without  doing  that !  He  was 
going  on  to  say,  when  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Alderman  W. 
Lawrence)  interrupted  him,  that  if  the 
people  of  Ireland  had  no  means  of  pro- 
tecting themselves  against  the  unwar- 
rantable aggression  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  armed  forces  in  Ire- 
land it  would  not  be  surprising  if  the 
outrages  were  multiplied.  He  would 
give  an  illustration,  in  something  which 
had  taken  place  on  Saturday,  of  the 
high-handed  conduct  of  the  Executive  in 
Ireland.  Two  evictions  were  made  the 
other  day,  and  13  souls  were  left  on  the 
roadside,  and  one  of  the  police  who  at- 
tended it  was  stated  to-have  shed  tears. 
That  was  very  Bifferent  from  the  be- 
haviour of  the  police,  whose  conduct  in 
the  county  of  Wexford  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  justified.  There  had  not 
been  a  single  agrarian  outrage  in  Wex- 
ford for  a  considerable  time  past ;  and 
yet  in  spite  of  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man allowed  the  police  to  insult  the 
people  by  tearing  down  their  placards, 
which  were  put  up  in  the  most  legal 
manner.  If  illegal,  had  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  plenty  of  power  under 
the  Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act?  A  hundred  people  had  already  been 
arrested  under  that  Act  on  the  most 
frivolous  and  absurd  charges;  and  as 
anybody  could  be  arrested  on  **  reason- 
able suspicion  "  of  posting  the  placards, 
the  Government  could  not  plead  that 
they  were  without  sufficient  power. 

Mr.  O'BONNELL  said,  he  felt  obliged 
formally  to  second  the  Motion,  for  the 
simple  reason  that  when  he  asked  that 
Question  of  the  right  hon.  Gontleman, 
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he  did  it  deliberately,  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  an  expression  of  opinion  whe- 
ther it  was  the  use  of  insulting  epithets 
to  him  on  the  placard  that  caused  him 
to  have  them  taken  down.  The  fact  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  popularly 
known  in  Ireland  by  epithets  not  com- 
plimentary was  by  no  means  without 
precedent  in  Ireland.  There  was  a 
former  Chief  Secretary  who  was  known 
as  **  Orange  Peel ; "  and  if  that  Chief 
Secretary  had  approved  of  the  tearing 
down  of  placards,  because  he  was  alluded 
to  in  that  way,  it  would  have  been  legiti- 
mate for  the  Irish  Members  of  that  day 
to  call  attention  to  the  pettiness  of  motive 
which  such  conduct  revealed.  Looking 
at  this  placard  he  saw  nothing  objection- 
able in  it,  except  the  reference  to  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary; and  although  words  personally 
disrespectful  to  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man had  been  used  in  the  placard,  that 
was  not  a  reason  why  he  should  autho- 
rize the  police  to  interfere  with  and  ob- 
literate the  expression  of  opinion  on  the 
part  of  the  people.  If  the  appearance 
m  public  prints  of  opprobrious  epithets 
towards  Members  of  the  House  was  to 
be  a  g^und  for  the  suppression  of  those 
Papers,  they  would  soon  have  a  very 
considerable  diminution  in  the  journal- 
istic literature  of  Great  Britain.  He 
was  still  under  the  impression  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  referred 
to  in  this  placard  more  in  conformity 
with  his  own  account  of  himself  to  his 
constituents  at  Bradford,  there  would 
have  been  no  interference  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  police  auxiliaries.  The 
placard  called  on  the  people  to  make  a 
silent  protest  against  what  they  all 
thought  most  condemnable ;  and  if  they 
had  not  referred  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  Parliamentary  language,  how- 
ever privately  he  (Mr.  O'DonneU)  might 
object  to  the  use  of  un-Parliamentarv 
language,  he  had  a  perfect  right,  with 
all  respect  to  the  opinion  of  Uie  right 
hon.  CFentleman  about  himself,  to  in- 
quire whether  it  was  merely  the  personal 
insult  to  himself  that  led  him  to  autho- 
rize the  Irish  constables  to  do  that 
which  English  constables  would  not  be 
permitted  to  do ;  and,  if  necessary,  he 
could  quote  a  great  number  of  oases. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  be  a 
little  more  tolerant  of  even  these  heated 
expresmons  on  the  part  of  isolated  indi- 
yiauals  of  the  Irish  nation,  considering 
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that  he  himself  set  the  example  of  oallinflr 
names.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
denounced  a  whole  class  of  most  respect- 
able men  as  village  ruffians — [Yoig^  : 
Dissolute  ruffians  !  ]  —  that  was  the 
language  he  applied  to  respectable 
traders,  Poor  Law  Guardians,  and  simi- 
lar respectable  members  of  society,  and 
it  was  on  this  class  that  he  vented  his 
disappointment,  under  the  Coercion  Act, 
for  his  failure  in  Ireland. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(Mr.  Eealy,) 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  (who  roee  amid 
cries  of  ''  No,  no ! "  from  the  Ministerial 
Benches,  and  ''Agreed!  "  from  the  Op- 
position Benches  above  the  Gangway) 
said :  I  will  detain  the  House  for  only 
a  few  minutes.  As  far  as  regards  this 
House  and  myself,  I  feel  it  would  not  be 
accessary  for  me  to  say  a  word.  But  I 
will  just  state  that  when  I  alluded  to  in- 
sult, I  was  referring,  not  to  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy),  but  to  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell), 
and  I  am  of  opinion  I  was  justified  in 
using  that  word.  I  understood  that  these 
placards  were  pulled  down,  not  on  ac- 
count of  the  use  of  the  particular  words 
referred  to,  but  for  a  periectly  justifiable 
reason — that  they  were  summoning  per- 
sons to  come  together  in  thousands  on  a 
particular  day  to  interfere  with  the  legal 
act  of  a  sheriff  in  connection  with  an 
auction.  I  think  that  that  was  abundant 
reason,  and  I  think  it  was  sufficient  rea- 
son for  prosecuting  anyone  who  put  them 
up,  or  insti^ted  others  to  put  uiem  up, 
if  they  could  have  been  discovered.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  chooses  to 
say  that  I  applied  the  term  village  ruf- 
fians— [A  Voice  :  Dissolute  ruffians !] — 
to  a  large  class  of  respectable  persons  in 
Irelajid.  I  think  it  will  be  in  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House  that  I  applied  it 
only  to  those  persons  who  committed 
outrages,  or  instigated  others  to  coounit 
them. 

Mb.  MACAETNET  said,  he  wished 
to  enter  his  protest  against  it  being  sup- 
posed that  the  prefix  "  Orange,"  as  ap- 
plied to  Peel,  was  an  opprobrious  epi- 
thet. It  was  a  compliment  rather  than 
an  insult. 

Mb.  BARRY  said,  the  question  was  a 
very  narrow  one.  If  the  police  had 
acted  legally  in  pulling  down  the  pis- 
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cards,  he  should  like  to  know  under 
what  statute  thej  acted;  and,  if  they 
had  acted  illegally,  why  was  their  con- 
duct approved  ?  The  Constahulary,  no 
matter  how  they  outraged  puhlio  feeling 
in  Ireland,  were  sure  of  a  defender  in 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  thought, 
considering  that  the  county  of  Wexford 
was  entir^y  free  from  agrarian  crime, 
that  there  was  not  even  a  threatening 
letter,  it  was  an  extraordinary  thing  to 
defend  this  outrageous  conduct  of  the 
Constabulary.  All  he  would  say  was 
that  conduct  like  this  could  lead  only  to 
results  such  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Healy)  had  indicated. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  must 
express  his  regret  that  any  language  or 
epithet  should  have  been  uised  calculated 
to  insult  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
or  any  Minister  of  the  Crown.  Having 
said  that,  be  would  remind  the  House 
that  buckshot  for  shooting  down  the 
Irish  people  had  been  introduced  by  the 
Predecessor  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. As  to  the  placards,  was  it  not  for 
the  interest  of  the  landlord  that  the 
people  should  attend  the  sale  ?  He  de- 
sired to  know  whether  the  police  were 
to  be  allowed  to  tear  down  a  placard 
calling  upon  people  to  attend  a  public 
auction  ;  or  whether  it  was  intended  by 
the  Government  that  public  auctions  in 
Ireland  should  be  conducted  in  the  pre- 
sence of  the  auctioneer  and  the  man  in 
charge  of  the  cattle  ?  [ Zatf^A^#r.]  Hon. 
GenUemen  might  laugh  at  the  bare  idea 
of  an  auction  being  conducted  in  a  se- 
cret manner ;  but  he  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sulli- 
van) did  not  sympathize  in  their  senti- 
ments by  any  means.  He  knew  that 
thev  would  not  care  to  have  auctions  in 
which  they  were  pecuniarily  interested 
conducted  in  such  a  manner.  Perhaps 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  or  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law), 
would  toll  them  whether  the  police  tore 
down  the  placards  illegally;  or  whether 
there  was  a  statute  empowering  them  to 
do  so.  If  they  had  the  statute  behind 
them,  let  the  House  hear  where  it  was 
to  be  found.  Ho  believed,  although  he 
did  not  think  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  acted  under  the  impression, 
that  the  placard  was  torn  down  on  ac- 
count of  the  sentence  reflecting  upon 
himself.  The  reference  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  most  offensive  and  un- 
just; but,  while  he  could  sympathize 


with  the  natural  feeling  of  irritation  on 
the  part  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land at  being  identified  with  a  certain 
class  of  ammunition,  he  told  him  to  be- 
ware how  he  encouraged  the  Irish  police 
in  their  lawlessness  in  tearing  down 
placards. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  ques- 
tion  had  been  asked  more  than  once, 
under  what  statute  the  police  tore  down 
the  placard.  It  was  torn  down  because 
it  was  an  inflammatory  placard,  asking 
the  people  to  assemble  in  their  thou- 
sands, not  to  attend  and  bid  at  the  auction, 
but  to  witness  '*  landlordism  discredited  " 
iu  its  attempt  to  enforce  an  unjust  rent 
by  execution  of  a  writ  from  a  Superior 
Court ;  and,  in  effect,  for  the  purpose  of 
obstructing  the  sheriff  in  the  discharge 
of  his  lawful  duty.  As  such,  the  police 
had  a  right  to  tear  it  down,  not  under 
any  statute,  but  in  accordance  with  what 
was  much  more  important — namely,  the 
Common  Law  of  the  land.  [A  Yoioe  : 
What  statute  ?]  The  placard  was  illegal 
at  Common  Law ;  and,  in  his  humble 
opinion,  the  police  were  perfectly  justi- 
fied in  removing  it.  He  hoped  that  after 
that  explanation  this  irregular  discussion 
might  cease. 

Sib  RAINALD  KNIGHTLEY  rose 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  repeated  Motions  which  were  made 
for  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 
He  did  not  wish  to  see  that  privilege 
abolished  ;  but  he  should  like  to  see  it 
regulated;  and  he  rose  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn),  who  had  a  Motion  on 
the  Business  of  the  House  on  the  Paper 
for  to-morrow.  Ho  should  like  to  ask 
the  hon.  Member 

Mb.  PARNELL  rose  to  Order.  He 
said,  as  far  as  he  could  gather  from  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  he  was 
discussing  a  Motion  which  now  stood 
on  the  Paper.  He  desired  to  know, 
whether  the  hon.  Baronet  was  in  Order 
in  discussing,  upon  the  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  a  Motion 
which  stood  on  the  Paper? 

Mb.  speaker  :  So  far  as  the  hon. 
Baronet  may  have  been  discussing  a 
Motion  on  the  Paper  for  consideration 
to-morrow,  he  was  not  in  Order. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
entirely  agreed  with  the  hon.  Baronet. 
That  power  of  moving  the  adjournment 
ought  not  to  be  abolished.     If  wisely 
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preserved,  it  enabled  Members  to  bring 
forward  matters  with  which  they  could 
not  otherwise  deal.  He  was  anxious  to 
bring  before  the  House  a  matter  similar 
to  that  which  had  been  raised  by  his 
hon.  Friend.  It  was  only  on  Saturday 
night  last  that  three  men,  whom  he 
knew  to  be  perfectly  incapable  of 
crime,  were  arrested  in  Queen's  County. 
[''Question!"] 

Mr.  MACAKTNEY  rose  to  Order, 
and  asked,  whether  the  hon.  Member 
could  refer  to  matters  totally  foreign 
to  the  subject  before  the  House  ? 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR,  resum- 
ing, said,  he  wished  to  show  why  the 
House  should  adjourn.  He  held  that 
there  were  some  things  even  more  im- 
portant than  the  Land  Bill.  The  rights 
of  property  were  secondary  to  the  rights 
of  personal  liberty  and  security.  The 
right  of  personal  security  was  entirely 
suspended  in  Ireland,  and  the  powers 
which  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the 
Chief  Secretiuy  for  Ireland  had  vested 
in  them  were  being  used  in  the  most 
wanton  and  unjustifiable  manner.  The 
three  men  referred  to  who  had  been 
arrested  within  the  last  72  hours  were 
perfectly  incapable  of  crime.  They  were 
men  with  a  character  as  good  as  that  of 
anyone  on  the  Ministerial  Bench.  They 
enjoyed  the  respect  of  all  who  knew 
them,  and  the  only  offence  they  had 
committed  had  been  an  offence  against 
the  landlords  of  the  Queen's  County. 
Those  landlords  monopolized  the  magis- 
tracy. They  held  every  post  of  influence, 
and  they  had  on  their  side  a  law  which 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  admitted  to  be  unjust. 
These  three  men  in  question  were  some 
time  ago  charged  with  having  intimi- 
dated a  certain  individual  in  ^lary- 
borough.  They  were  found  guilty,  and 
the  magistrates  sentenced  them  to  two 
months'  imprisonment  in  default  of 
paying  a  fine.  They  appealed  to  the 
County  Court  Judge,  and  the  decision 
was  reversed,  the  man  who  was  alleged 
to  be  intimidated  swearing  that  he  was 
not  intimidated  at  all.  The  magistrates, 
however,  had  informations  sworn  against 
them,  and  the  three  men  were  arrested 
recently  upon  a  charge  of  intimidation 
which  was  never  committed  at  all.  He 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought 
to  make  some  statement  with  regard  to 
the  reason  why  these  men  were  arrested 
at  2  o'clock  in  the  morning  and  lodged 
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in  gaol,  without  having  been  proved  to 
be  guilty  of  any  offence  whatever. 

Me.  PARNELL  said,  that  the  Go- 
vernment  might  have  avoided  the  un- 
pleasantness which  had  taken  place 
during  the  discussion,  if  they  had 
adopted  in  the  beginning  the  ooufm 
which  they  had  since  followed  as  to  the 
supplementary  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  with  respect 
to  the  statute  under  which  the  Gbvem- 
ment  had  acted  in  tearing  down  the 
placards.  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, instead  of  doing  so,  however,  had 
immediately  risen  and,  with  a  great 
show  of  indignation,  said  that  he  did 
not  consider  it  his  duty  to  answer  insult- 
ing Questions.  There  was  nothing  in- 
sulting in  the  Question.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  no  reply,  and  did 
not  draw  any  distinction  whatever  be- 
tween the  two  Questions  when -he  re- 
fused to  answer  either.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  followed  the  course 
which  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  pointed  oat, 
or  if  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Law),  acting  for  him,  had  given 
the  information  required  of  the  Govotu- 
ment,  and  informed  the  House  that  the 
action  had  taken  place  under  the  Com- 
mon Law  of  Ireland  and  not  under 
Statute  Law,  all  reasonable  g^unds  for 
his  hon.  Friend's  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  would  have  been 
taken  away,  and  the  discussion  might 
have  been  avoided.  He  also  wished  to 
say  that  in  such  circumstances  Irish 
Members  had  no  other  course  left  them 
than  that  which  they  had  adopted.  It 
was  very  difficult  for  them  to  obtain  any 
time  for  bringing  those  things  to  the 
attention  of  the  House,  or  to  obtain  any 
information  which  they  required.  He 
himself  had  been  endeavouring  to  obtain 
some  information  with  regiurd  to  the 
offences  alleged  to  have  been  committed 
by  the  persons  arrested  under  the  Co- 
ercion Act  in  Ireland,  and  thrown  into 
E risen  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
ad,  however,  been  unable  to  obtain  any 
opportunity  to  move  a  Eesolution  on  the 
subject,  owing  to  the  way  in  which  the 
Business  was  blocked.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  be  g^ood  enough  to  recol- 
lect that  they  had  placed  Ireland  in  an 
exceptional  position,  and  had  given  the 
Government  exceptional  powers  over 
both  the  liberties  and  the  property  of 
the  people   of   Ireland.      Imbj  mast, 
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tbdrefore,  expect  that  Irish  Members, 
when  thej* found  that  those  powers  were 
used,  would  take  a  course  which  was 
undoubtedly  exceptional,  and  undoubt- 
edly inconvenient. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— TREAT- 
MENT OF  PRISONERS  UNDER  THE 
ACT  IN  LIMERICK  GAOL. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  complaints  of  the  political 
prisoners  detained  in  Limerick  Gaol, 
contained  in  the  **Cork  Examiner"  of 
the  10th  instant,  as  follows : — 

*'  Mr.  Hodnett  said  the  governor  was  most 
hostile  towards  him,  and  on  this  morning 
(May  9),  without  any  reason  heing  assigned, 
he  was  detained  in  his  cell  until  ten  o'clock, 
whereas  he  should  have  heen  permitted  to  quit 
the  apartment  at  eight  o'clock  for  breakfast. 
Mr.  Hodnett  said  his  apartment  was  the  ordi- 
nary convict  cell,  twelve  feet  by  six,  with  de- 
fective ventilation.  The  window  was  inclined 
slightly  inwards,  with  an  aperture  of  six  inches 
to  admit  fresh  air.  He  hoped  that,  if  the  prison 
authorities  insisted  on  keeping  the  prisoners  in 
those  cells,  a  freer  passage  would  be  provided. 
Eighteen  hours*  detention  in  such  cells  rendered 
the  want  of  pure  air  the  more  disagreeable. 
More  suitable  apartments  were  available  for  the 
accommodation  of  the  political  prisoners,  and, 
as  a  promise  had  been  made  by  the  Government 
to  provide  them  with  the  best  rooms  in  the 
prison,  detention,  not  punishment,  being  the 
object,  they  hoped  the  promise  would  be  ful- 
filled. All  the  prisoners  complained  specially 
of  the  number  of  hours  for  recreation  and  the 
distribution  of  those  hours.  The  total  number 
of  hours  was  six,  four  of  those  being  in  the 
exercise  yard,  and  two  in  friendly  intercourse. 
There  was  no  exercise  before  breakfast,  it  was 
confined  to  the  middle  portion  of  the  da^.  Mr. 
Hodnett  having  been  in  the  habit  of  rising  at 
six  considered  it  a  cruelty,  and  the  other  pri- 
soners shared  the  same  opinion  at  being  de> 
prived  of  the  poor  privilege  of  sauntering  in  the 
yard  before  breakfast.  The  doors  had  hitherto 
Seen  locked  after  five  o'clock  in  the  evening  ;'* 

and,  whether  the  Government  will  take 
any  action  in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  received  a  Report  from  the 
Inspector  General  of  the  Prisons  Board, 
stating  that  he  had  seen  the  prisoners 
confined  in  Limerick  Gaol,  and  in  reply 
to  his  inquiry  whether  they  had  any 
complaint  to  make,  they  answered  in  the 
negative,  excepting  the  prisoner  Hodnett, 
who  made  a  complaint  with  regard  to 
tlie  hours  of  exercise.    The  speeial  rules 


required  that  prisoners  should  be  al- 
lowed four  hours'  daily  exercise — two 
before  dinner  and  two  after  dinner — 
subject  to  the  limitation  that  the  Go- 
vernor, who  was  responsible  for  the 
management  and  discipline  of  the  pri- 
son, should  ^x  the  hours.  He  did  not, 
therefore,  think  it  reasonable  that  the 
prisoner  Hodnett  should  be  allowed  to 
commence  exercise  at  6  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  With  regard  to  the  ventila- 
tion, the  medical  officer  pronounced  the 
cells  amply  suflficient  for  all  purposes, 
both  aa  regarded  space  and  ventilation. 

HIGH  COURT  OF  CHANCERY  (IRELAND) 
—CASE  OF  "  KAVANAGH  MINORS." 

Mr.  REDMOND  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  **  Kavanagh 
Minors  "  in  the  High  Court  of  Chancery 
in  Ireland ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
children  in  question,  aged  respectively 
7,  5,  and  4  years,  were  forcibly  taken 
from  their  mother  by  the  relatives  of 
her  deceased  husband,  and  that  on  the 
21st  of  December  1878  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor appointed  a  guardian  of  the  for- 
tunes of  the  children,  and  ordered  him 
to  institute  an  action  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  estate  of  their  father,  and 
further  ordered  that  the  matter  of  the 
custody  of  the  children  should  be  pro- 
ceeded with  concurrently  in  the  Court 
of  the  Vice  Chancellor ;  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  such  matter  respecting  the 
custod}'  of  the  children  has  never  been 
proceeded  with,  and  that,  in  conse* 
quence,  the  mother  has  been  deprived 
of  the  custody  of  her  childi*en,  not  from 
any  fault  of  her^H,  but  because  she  is 
unable  to  incur  the  expense  of  repeated 
applications  to  the  Court  to  compel  the 
order  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  be  com- 
plied with;  and,  whether  he  can  take 
any  steps  to  ensure  that  the  mother 
shall  be  no  longer  deprived  of  the  cus- 
tody of  her  children  to  which  she  is  by 
law  entitled  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  be  aware  that  I  have  no  special 
means  of  ascertaining  whether  the  facts 
of  the  case  referred  to  are  as  stated  in 
the  Question  ;  and,  even  assuming  the 
facts  to  be  as  they  are  stated,  I  must 
remind  him  that  I  have  no  means  or 
power  whatever  of  interfering  in  the 
matter. 
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PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1881— TYRONE. 

Mb.  MAOAETNEY  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  L:e- 
land,  What  are  the  reasons  which  have 
induced  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 

?lace  the  baronies  of  Upper  and  Middle 
)ungannon,  in  the  county  of  Tyrone, 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Peace  Pre- 
servation Act  ? 

Mb.  LITTON  also  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  L:e- 
land,  Whether  he  can  state  the  grounds 
upon  which  the  baronies  of  Lower  and 
Middle  Dungannon,  in  the  county  of 
Tyrone,  have  been  proclaimed,  those 
baronies  forming  one  of  the  most  peace- 
able districts  in  Ireland,  and  being  emi- 
nently free  from  agrarian  crime;  and, 
whether  he  will  be  good  enough  to  recon- 
sider the  propriety  of  the  step  so  taken  ? 
Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  :  Sir,  the  Peace 
'  Preservation  Act  was  put  in  force  as  far 
as  the  carrying  of  arms  is  concerned, 
and  only  as  regards  the  carrying  of  arms, 
in  the  baronies  of  Upper  and  Middle 
Dungannon,  and  not  in  the  barony  of 
Lower  Dungannon.  These  baronies 
were  proclaimed,  not  on  account  of 
agrarian  crime ;  but  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  to  prevent  agrarian 
crime  was  not  the  sole  object  of  the 
Peace  Preservation  Act,  and  that,  in 
many  cases,  many  lamentable  occur- 
rences have  resulted  irom  the  carrying 
of  arms  in  the  North  of  Ireland.  All 
the  principal  localities  in  the  County 
Tyrone  where  Party  disturbances  have 
taken  place  are  in  the  baronies  re- 
ferred to. 

AFRICA   (WEST  COAST)— THE  ASHAN- 

TEE  WAR. 

Mb.  summers  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther he  is  in  a  position  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  Copies  of  Papers 
relating  to  the  Ashantee  **  scare  **  at  the 
Gold  Coast,  and  to  include  in  those 
Papers  a  Copy  of  the  Instructions  under 
which  Sir  Samuel  Rowe  is  acting? 

Mb.  grant  duff  :  Sir,  I  will  read 
the  latest  news  from  the  Gold  Coast  with 
respect  to  what  the  hon.  Member  de- 
scribes as  '*  the  Ashantee  scare."  It 
was  received  yesterday.  Sir  Samuel 
Rowe  telegraphs — 

"  ABhantee  Prince  delivered  his  mesaage  29th 
April.    King  begs  for  peace ;  kneels  before  Her 


Majesty.  Offers  2,000  ounces  of  gold,  not  w 
payment  of  expenses,  but  as  sign  of  aincerity 
—small  part  only  here,  more  believed  to  be  on 
the  way.  Replied  that  I  should  answer  after  d«fi 
consideration.    Progress  most  aatiafactory." 

This  looks  as  if  we  might  soon  be  able 
to  say  that  matters  had  returned  to  their 
normal  state.  When  we  are  able  to  do 
so  with  perfect  confidence,  I  shall  lay 
Papers  on  the  Table,  including  the 
Governor's  Instructions. 

SOUTH   AFRICA— THE  BASUTO  WAR— 
FRENCH  MISSIONARIES. 

Mr.  SUMMEBS  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  Mr.  Sprigg's  Ministry  refused 
permission  to  a  French  missionary  (the 
Itev.  H.  Dieterlen)  to  pass  through  the 
lines  of  the  Colonial  forces  with  medi- 
cines  and  ambulance  materials  for  the 
use  of  the  Basuto  wounded,  such  per- 
mission being  refused  on  the  ground  that 
^Hhe  Government  did  not  feel  justified 
in  affording  facilities  for  the  prosecution 
of  rebellion  ; "  and,  whether  any  com- 
munications have  taken  place  upon  the 
subject  between  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  the  late  Government  at  the 
Cape? 

Mb.  grant  duff  :  Sir,  we  have 
had  no  correspondence  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Cape  regarding  this  matter, 
and,  indeed,  have  heard  nothing  about 
it.  We  had  some  correspondence  with 
a  French  Missionary  Society,  which  is 
printed  at  page  108  of  the  South  African 
Papers,  2,821. 

ARMY—PROMOTION  FROM  THE 
RANKS. 

Majob  NOLAN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  What  number  of  first 
Commissions,  exclusive  of  those  of  Biding 
Master  and  Quartermaster,  are  annually 
granted  to  soldiers  who  have  served  in 
the  ranks,  and  what  number  to  gentle- 
men who  have  not  passed  through  the 
ranks ;  and,  if  he  intends  to  take  mea- 
sures to  increase  the  proportion  granted 
to  the  former  class  ? 

Mii.  CHILDEES :  Sir,  the  rule  be- 
tween 1871  and  1880  was  that  five  com- 
missions mi^ht  be  annually  granted  to 
non  -  commissioned  officers,  excluding 
those  promoted  as  quartermasters,  riding 
masters,  and  officers  of  the  Coast  Bri- 
gade of  Artillery ;  but,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  rather  more  than  six  have  been 
granted  in  consequence  of  special  oases 
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having  been  sanotioned  by  the  Secretary 
of  State.  I  raised  last  year  the  fixed 
number  for  the  line  from  five  to  ten 
a-year.  The  total  number  of  other  com- 
missions g^nted  of  late  has  averaged 
393  yearly  ;  but  under  the  new  plan  of 
organization  it  will  be  normally  about 
50  less.  I  do  not  propose,  without  fur- 
ther experience,  to  make  a  second  addi- 
tion to  the  number  of  promotions  from 
the  ranks. 

ARMY    ORGANIZATION— COMPULSORY 
RETIREMENT  OF  COLONELS. 

Major  NOLAN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If,  under  the  new 
Warrant  to  be  issued  on  the  Ist  July, 
Colonels  of  fifty-eight  years  of  age  will 
be  allowed  to  complete  their  service  in 
those  situations  to  which  they  have  been 
appointed  for  five  years,  or  if  they  will 
be  compulsorily  retired  on  pensions 
before  the  completion  of  the  five  years 
term  from  the  command  of  Depot  Cen- 
tres and  other  equivalent  positions ;  if 
the  latter  is  the  case,  will  he  inform  the 
House  what  is  the  additional  expense 
which  will  be  entailed  on  the  Exchequer 
by  such  compulsory  retirements,  and  if 
any  compensating  saving  will  be  effected ; 
and,  what  will  be  the  gross  loss  incurred 
by  the  officers  who  would  be  thus  com- 
pulsorily retired  before  the  completion 
of  their  five  years'  term  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  I  have  to 
say  that  u  he  will  wait  a  few  days  he 
will  find  that  I  have  determined  some- 
what to  relax  the  rigid  rule  proposed  on 
this  subject  in  the  Memorandum.  It 
would  be  impossible,  without  very  ela- 
borate calculations,  to  assira  to  this  part 
of  the  proposed  changes  the  exact  cost, 
the  total  of  which  is  provided  in  the 
Estimates  for  the  whole  scheme  now 
before  the  House. 

MADAGAR(  AR  — THE  NEW  TREAT Y~ 
IMPOKTATION  OF  RUM  FROM  THE 
MAURITIUS. 

Mr.  CliOrrER  asked  the  Under  Se- 
oretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  Madagascar  are  prepared  to  con- 
clude a  new  Treaty  with  England  as 
aoon  aa  poaaible ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  con- 
aider  the  expediency  of  enabling  the 
Ooremment  of  Madagascar  to  dontrol 


the  unrestricted  importation  of  Mauri- 
tius rum  into  the  Island  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir, 
the  revision  of  the  Treaty  of  1865  be- 
tween Great  Britain  and  Madagascar  is 
under  the  consideration  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  communications 
on  the  subject  are  taking  place  with  the 
Hova  Government,  who  propose  to  in- 
crease the  duty  of  10  per  cent  now  levied 
on  Colonial  rum. 

WESTMINSTER  ABBEY— FEES  ON 
MONUMENTS. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the  pubUo  journals, 
that  the  fees  paid  to  the  Dean  ana  Chapter 
of  Westminster  Abbey  for  permission  to 
erect  a  Monument  therein  to  the  late 
Earl  of  Beaconsfield  will  amount  to  about 
£400;  and,  if  so,  whether  these  fees 
will  be  the  private  emolument  of  the 
Dean  and  of  the  members  of  the  Chapter, 
or  for  what  purpose  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  I  am  obliged  to  my  hon.  Friend  for 
asking  me  this  Question,  and  thus  en- 
abling me  to  remove  an  entirely  errone- 
ous misconception  upon  the  subject.  In 
answer  to  an  inquiry  which  I  have  made 
into  the  statement  quoted  by  my  hon. 
Friend,  I  have  been  informed  that  there 
are  no  fees  whatever  paid  to  the  Dean 
and  Chapter  for  monuments  erected  at 
the  public  expense.  Any  fees  for  pri- 
vate monuments  are  expended  entirely 
on  the  support  of  the  fabric,  and  no  por- 
tion whatever  g^oes  to  the  private  emolu- 
ment of  the  Dean  or  of  any  member  of 
the  Chapter. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  gave  Notice  that 
on  Thursday  he  would  put  another  Ques- 
tion to  the  noble  Lord  upon  the  same 
subject. 

LAW    AND    JUSTICE    (IBELAND)— 
COUNTY  COURT  JURISDICTION. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  If  he  is  aware  that 
the  county  court  judge  of  Antrim  exer- 
cises criminal  and  civil  jurisdiction 
within  the  borough  of  Belfast,  which 
borough  has  a  separate  jurisdiction, 
with  a  recorder,  court,  and  officers,  and 
is  such  jurisdiction  by  the  county  court 
judge  according  to  the  statute;  and,  if 
80,  is  it  desirable  to  continue  a  dual 
juriadiotion  in  Belfast  ? 
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The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for  I 
IRELAND  (Mr.  L  vw) :  Sir,  the  County 
Court  Judge  and  Chairman  of  Quarter 
Sessions  of  the  county  of  Antrim  is  also 
Recorder  of  the  borough  of  Belfast, 
which  includes  part  of  that  county  as 
well  as  part  of  the  County  Down,  and 
as  such  he  exercises  criminal  and  civil 
jurisdiction  within  the  borough.  This 
is  quite  in  accordance  with  the  law,  and 
is,  in  fact,  required  by  the  County  Offi- 
cers and  Courts  Act  of  1877. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Irelaad,  If  it  is  the  fact  that 
the  county  court  judge  and  justices  of 
Antrim  hold  the  annual  licensing  quarter 
sessions  for  the  district  of  Belfast  about 
the  middle  of  November,  over  one  month 
after  the  licences  expire ;  and  that  last 
year  it  was  necessary  for  applicants  for 
transfers  and  confirmations  of  licences  to 
apply  to  His  Excellency  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  for  authority  to  carry 
on  trading  in  the  interregnum;  and, 
whether  it  is  possible  to  provide  for  the 
holding  of  annual  licensing  courts  at 
such  times  as  will  obviate  difficulties  of 
a  similar  character  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Sir,  the  annual 
licensing  quarter  sessions  for  the  Belfast 
division  of  the  County  of  Antrim  were 
last  year  held  on  the  Ist  of  November, 
and  are  this  year  fixed  for  the  31st  of 
October.  I  am  not  aware  of  its  having 
been  found  necessary  last  year  to  make 
any  such  applications  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant as  are  mentioned  in  the  Ques- 
tion. Though  licences  expire  before  the 
middle  of  October,  and,  therefore,  before 
the  licensing  quarter  sessions  are  held 
in  most  parts  of  Ireland,  ample  oppor- 
tunity is  afforded  for  obtaining  renewals 
and  provisional  transfers  before  that  day, 
by  application  to  the  justices  at  petty 
sessions,  or  at  ordinary  quarter  sessions, 
such  transfers  holding  good  until  what- 
ever time  the  licensing  quarter  sessions 
are  held.  There  is  thus  no  incon- 
venience or  difficulty  caused,  nor  is  any 
change  of  the  system  required. 

FOREIGN    JEWS    IN    RUSSIA— EXPUL- 
SION  OF  A  NATURALIZED  BRITISH 

SUBJECT. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORSES  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  any  steps  will  be  taken 
by  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  with  re- 


gard to  the  case  of  Mr.  L.  Lewiaohn,  m 
highly  respectable  London  merchant, 
who,  though  provided  with  a  British 
passport,  duly  vi86d  by  the  Russian  Con- 
sul General  in  London,  was  expelled 
from  St.  Petersburg,  to  which  place  he 
had  proceeded  on  business  in  September 
last,  on  the  ground  that  he  was  a  Jew ; 
whether  it  is  not  true  that  no  cauae  of 
complaint,  political  or  otherwise,  was 
alleged,  against  him;  and,  whether, 
with  reference  to  Lord  Tenterden's  letter 
to  Mr.  Lewisohn  of  the  2nd  ultimo,  in- 
forming him  that  the  Russian  autho- 
rities decline  to  permit  him  to  revisit 
Russia,  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  withdraw  their 
protection  from  British  subjects  abr6ad 
who  may  belong  to  the  Jewish  faith  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
Mr.  Lewisohn,  a  naturalized  British  sub- 
ject and  the  bearer  of  a  Foreign  Office 
passport,  wrotd  on  the  26th  of  Novem- 
ber, to  complain  that  on  account  of  his 
being  a  Jew  he  had  been  required  to 
leave  St.  Petersburg  at  24  hours'  no- 
tice. Her  Majesty's  Charge  d'Affairos, 
who  was  instructed  to  furnish  a  Report 
on  the  subject,  stated  that  the  notice 
was  in  accordance  with  Russian  law,  and 
that  other  foreign  Representatives  had 
at  various  times  remonstrated  unsuccess- 
fully against  similar  treatment  of  sub- 
jects of  their  Governments.  Notwith- 
standing the  personal  application  of 
Lord  Dufforin,  the  Russian  authorities 
have  declined  to  modify  their  decision  in 
Mr.  Lewisohn's  case.  There  is  no  ground 
for  the  inquiry  made  in  the  last  para- 
graph of  tlio  hon.  Member's. Question, 
which  I  have  read  with  much  regret. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked, 
whether  no  British  subject  of  the  Jewioh 
faith  could  remain  in  Russia  ? 

Sir  CH.IRLES  W.  DILKE :  I  be- 
lieve,  Sir,  that  no  foreign  Jews  are 
allowed  to  remain  in  St.  Petersburg. 

Baeon  henry  DE  WORMS  said, 
that  he  would  take  an  early  opportunity 
of  bringing  the  matter  before  the  House 
and  moving  a  Resolution.  He  would 
also  ask,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  made  any  representations 
to  the  Government  at  St.  Petersburg 
with  regard  to  the  atrocious  outrages 
committed  upon  the  Jewish  population 
in  Southern  Russia  ;  and,  whether  thoy 
contemplate  taking  similar  steps  in  the 
matter  to  those  which  were  adopted 
by  the  late  Gk>vemment  in  the  case  of 
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the  Jewish  massacres  in  Boumania,  and 
the  atrocities  of  the  Bashi-Bazouks  in 
Bulgaria  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  not 
addressed  representations  to  the  Kussian 
Government  with  regard  to  the  outrages 
on  Jews  and  students  in  Southern  Bus- 
sia ;  but  that  Government  has  already 
of  themselves  taken  steps  to  quell  these 
disorders.  I  may  add  that  the  cases  of 
the  Koumanian  massacres  and  the  atro> 
cities  in  Bulgaria  are  not  parallel  with 
the  disturbances  in  Hussia ;  as  in  one 
case  the  remonstrances  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  directed  against  the 
laws  in  force  respecting  the  Jews,  and 
in  the  other  against  the  conduct  of 
troops  employed  by  the  Porte  itself. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  wished 
to  know,  whether  it  was  not  the  duty  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  as  a  civilized 
Government  to  remonstrate  against  the 
atrocities  to  which  he  had  drawn  atten- 
tion? Remonstrances  had  been  addressed 
to  the  Roumanian  Government  in  similar 
circumstances. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  explained 
that  in  the  case  of  Roumania  the  pro- 
test was  made  in  conjunction  with  other 
Powers.  The  Government  had  received 
no  invitation  from  foreign  Governments 
to  interfere  in  the  present  question. 

ARMY— AUXILIARY  FORCES— VOLUX- 
TEER  SURGEONS. 

Mr.  DONALDSON- HUDSON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
accord  to  Volunteer  Battalion  Surgeons, 
after  twelve  years'  service,  the  rank  and 
title  of  Surgeon  Major,  as  in  the  case  of 
Militia  Battalion  Surgeons;  and,  whe- 
ther they  will  give  to  them,  under  the 
Memorandum  showing  the  principal 
changes  in  Army  Organization,  &c.,  in- 
tended to  takeeftect  from  Ist  July  1881, 
the  same  privileges  upon  retirement, 
after  fifteen  years'  service,  as  to  other 
ofBcers  of  the  Auxiliary  Forces  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
bon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that 
Volunteer  surgeons  will  be  on  the  same 
footing  as  Militia  surgeons  not  on  the 
Departmental  list — that  is  to  say,  they 
will,  after  20  years'  service,  receive  a 
step  of  honorary  rank,  or  on  retirement, 
if  duly  recommended  for  it.  Volunteer 
Burgeons  will,  after  1 5  years'  service,  be 
entitled  to  retain  their  rank. 


WAR  OFFICE— STUDY  OF 
FRENCH. 

Sir  henry  HOLLAND  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
is  the  case  that  some  correspondence  has 
taken  place  between  the  War  Office  and 
the  Head  Masters  of  Public  Schools  on 
the  subject  of  greater  prominence  being 
given  to  the  study  of  French,  and  espe- 
cially to  a  colloquial  facility  in  that  lan- 
guage ;  and,  if  so,  whether  there  will 
be  any  objection  to  lay  the  Papeis  upon 
the  Table  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  Yes,  Sir.  We  made 
proposals  a  short  time  ago  to  the  public 
schools  on  this  subject,  in  consequence 
of  the  unfortunate  deficiency  in  know- 
ledge of  French  and  G-erman  on  the  part 
of  candidates  for  commissions.  I  will 
lay  on  the  Table,  if  my  hon.  Friend  will 
move  for  it,  a  copy  of  our  letter  to  the 
Chairman  of  the  Conference. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— COUNTY  OF 
ROSCOMMON. 

Me.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
On  what  grounds  an  iron  police  hut  has 
been  erected  at  Kilgefin,  county  Ros- 
common; whether  there  are  not  three 
police  barracks  within  a  short  distance 
of  the  iron  hut ;  and,  whether  there  is 
any  one  living  near  the  hut  requiring 
special  protection  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Sir,  a  hut 
has  been  erected  at  the  place  referred  to 
in  the  Question.  There  are,  it  is  true, 
two  police  barracks  at  a  distance  of  three 
and  a-half,  and  one  seven  miles  from 
this  hut ;  but  there  are  persons  living 
near  requiring  special  protection,  which 
is  one  of  the  reasons  that  have  led  to  the 
determination  to  erect  the  hut. 

STATE   OF   IRELAND— ALLEGED  RIOT 
AT  BALTINGLASS. 

Mb.  M*C0AN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  can  state  to  the  House  the  Report 
received  from  the  Irish  Police  authori- 
ties respiBcting  an  alleged  riot  at  Baltin- 
glass  on  Thursday  last,  in  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  Dublin  correspondence  of  the 
**  Times  "  of  Saturday,  many  Protestant 
houses  were  wrecked,  and  other  serious 
outrages  committed  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  found  what  was  but  the  cbunken 
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freak  of  a  single  individual  bad  been 
greatly  exaggerated  in  tbe  correspon- 
dence in  a  newspaper.  He  migbt  add 
tbat  on  tbe  3rd  instant,  tbe  day  before 
tbe  occurrence,  tbe  constable  wbo  bad 
obarge  of  tbe  police  reported  tbat  tbe 
town  was  in  a  peaceable  and  orderly 
condition. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE   BASUTOS    (THE 
NEGOTIATIONS). 

Mr.  W.  FOWLEE  asked  tbe  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  tbe  Colonies, 
Wbat  furtber  information,  if  any,  bas 
been  received  by  tbe  Government  as  to 
tbe  present  state  of  tbe  negotiations  now 
pending  between  tbe  Cape  Government 
and  tbe  Basutos  ? 

Mr.  grant  duff  :  Sir,  tbe  news 
from  Basutoland  is  conflicting ;  but  bere 
is  tbe  latest  telegram,  received  on  Satur- 
day evening  from  Sir  Hercules  Robin- 
son— 

**  14th. — General  Clarke  telep^phs  on  12th  : 
— *  Have  fairly  reliable  information  that  Ba- 
sutos were  to  have  held  larji^o  meeting  yester- 
day (Uth)  at  Letsea's.  to  consider  terms  of  Go- 
vernor's award.  Lerothodi  and  another  inclined 
to  accept,  many  others  very  doubtful.'  '* 

PUBLIC  HEALTH— CEMENT  MANU- 
FACTURES. 

Mr.  WARTON  asked  tbe  President 
of  tbe  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
tber  be  can  state  tbe  number  of  work- 
people employed  by  cement  manufac- 
turers in  England ;  and,  wbetber  any 
complaints  bave  been  received  by  tbe 
Local  Government  Board  from  inbabi- 
tants  of  parishes  wbere  cement  works 
are  carried  on  ? 

Mr.  DODSON  :  Sir,  I  bave  no  infer- 
mation  as  to  tbe  number  of  workpeople 
employed  in  cement  works  in  England ; 
but  as  far  as  I  bave  been  able  to  ascer- 
tain, there  are  altogetber  between  100 
and  150  of  such  works.  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  bave  not,  so  far  as  I  am 
aware,  received  any  formal  complaints 
from  sanitary  authorities  where  these 
works  are  carried  on ;  but  complaints 
were  made  by  residents  before  tbe  Royal 
Commission,  and  tbe  Board  themselves 
bave  received  complaints  of  the  injurious 
effects  of  these  works  from  persons 
affected  by  them,  and  notably  from  tbe 
pilots  and  others  interested  in  tbe  traffic 
of  tbe  River  Thames. 

Mr.  jr.  E.  ForeUr 


FRANCE  AND  TU^IS  (THE  TREATY). 

Mb.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment can  recognize  any  Treaty  made 
with  France  by  the  Bey  of  Tunis,  under 
the  pressure  of  tbe  superior  force  which 
has  been  brought  against  bim,  and  in 
contravention  of  tbe  Firman  of  1871, 
which  forbids  tbe  Bey,  as  tbe  Gh>vemor 
of  ''an  integral  part  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire,"  to  make  Treaties  with  any 
foreign  Powers,  which  Firman  Her 
Majesty's  Government  bave  stated  they 
have  fully  recognized  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  I 
bave  already  promised  tbat  the  Papers 
shall  be  immediately  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  meanwhile,  it  will,  perhaps, 
be  tbe  more  convenient  course  to  defer 
the  discussion  of  particular  pointa  until 
tbe  whole  case  is  seen. 

Mb.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  said,  that 
after  the  unsatisfactory  answer  just 
given,  and  considering  the  importance  of 
the  matter,  he  felt  obliged,  though  with 
deep  regret,  to  move  tbe  adjournment  of 
tbe  Ilouse.  He  felt  tbat  that  was  the 
only  moment  at  which  the  question 
could  bo  raised  by  a  private  Member. 
Tbe  subject  required  the  grave  and  im- 
mediate attention  of  the  House.  In  con- 
travention of  assurances  which  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
said  he  had  received  from  the  French 
Government,  that  there  was  no  intention 
to  annex  any  territory  in  Tunis,  the 
French  Forces,  30,000  or  40,000  strong, 
bad  marched  into  a  friendly  country, 
and  the  French  Fleet  had  been  sent  to 
take  possession  of  the  important  position 
of  Bizerta.  This  country  had  received 
a  Circular  from  M.  St.  HUaire,  and  if  he 
(Mr.  Guest)  were  to  read  a  few  extracts 
from  it,  tbe  House  would  be  astonished 
at  the  way  in  which  Her  Majesty's  Go* 
vernment  bad  been  hoodwinked.  In 
that  Circular  M.  St.  Hilaire  said — 

**  We  are  ready,  a»  soon  as  good  relationB  «r« 
resumed,  to  cnga^  in  a  hoet  of  other  not  Xcm 
beneficial  enterprizes — lighthouses  on  the  coa«t, 
inland  roads  to  connect  many  populous  and  pros* 
perous  towns  with  each  other,  vast  irrigations 
in  a  country  where  there  is  no  lack  of  rivert, 
but  where  tliey  are  not  better  turned  to  account 
than  the  forests ;  the  working  of  abundant  miD«t 
I  of  every  kind  of  metal ;  an  improved  cultivation 
I  of  lancffl  acquired  by  Europeans  in  the  regency, 
or  even  of  the  lands  of  the  natives ;  the  emploj* 
ment  of  the  hot  springs,  which  the  Romans  dis* 
covered  and  used.    Tunis  is,  in  general,  rttj 
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fertile,  as  the  prodigious  wealth  of  ancient 
Carthage  sufficiently  ^ows.  Under  the  protec- 
tion of  France  all  the  natural  gifts  of  that 
country  can  be  developed  afresh,  with  all  the 
energy  and  intensity  of  modem  methods  and 
practices.  We  may  add  that,  if  the  Bey  will 
trust  us,  the  internal,  administration  may  receive 
not  less  necessary  and  certain  improvements. 
.  .  .  It  is  not  France  alone  that  would  profit 
by  all  this  progress,  which  the  Regency  may  ac- 
quire if  it  wishes.  All  civilized  nations  would 
benefit  by  it,  and  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  us 
from  doing  to  Tunis,  without  conquest  or  fight- 
ing, what  we  are  doing  in  Algeria,  and  what 
England  is  doing  in  Inma.'' 

Now,  he  would  ask  the  House  whether 
the  French  Government,  after  what  he 
had  just  read,  were  justified  in  saying 
that  they  did  not  mean  to  annex  any 
territory?  He  should,  moreover,  like 
to  know  whether,  considering  its  posi- 
tion, this  country  had  no  interest  in 
the  question  whether  Tunis  was  or  was 
not  to  be  an  independent  State  ?  [**  No, 
no ! "]  To  those  hon.  Members  behind 
him  who  cried  **  No!  "  he  would  only 
reply  that  there  were  in  the  Regency  of 
Tunis  10,000  British  subjects,  while  the 
Italians  numbered  15,000,  and  the 
French  only  1,000,  and  that  Tunis  was 
situated  at  the  entrance  of  the  channel 
leading  to  Malta,  cutting  off  the  whole 
Eastern  Mediterranean,  and  command- 
ing the  passage  by  which  all  traffic  must 
pass  to  Syria,  Egypt,  the  Black  Sea, 
Turkev,  and  the  Adriatic.  To  those  who 
wished  to  enter  the  Black  Sea,  the  Adri- 
atic, or  were  going  to  the  East,  was  it,  he 
should  like  to  know,  a  matter  of  no  im- 
portance that  a  great  nation  like  France 
should  place  herself  so  as  to  command 
such  a  channel?  What  would  be  the 
consequence  of  her  having  done  so 
in  time  of  war  ?  At  the  first  threatening 
of  war  with  France  insurances  would  at 
once  go  up,  and  the  whole  carrying  trade 
would  be  transferred  from  British  ships 
to  those  of  other  neutral  nations.  Then 
traffic  would  be  handed  over  from  our 
vessels  to  those  of  other  nations.  Then 
he  would  ask  the  House  to  consider  for 
a  moment  the  position  of  Bizerta  itself. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  had  informed 
him  the  other  evening,  in  answer  to  a 
Question  which  he  had  put  to  him,  that 
be  was  aware  of  its  importance,  though 
be  certainly  would  have  imagined  that 
be  was  not,  for  he  said  that  without  the 
expenditure  of  a  large  sum  of  money  it 
was  almost  impossible  that  it  could  be 
used  as  a  harbour.     He  (Air.*  Guest) 


would,  however,  refer  hon.  Members  to 
a  letter  which  appeared  in  The  Times 
newspaper  that  morning  from  Admiral 
Spratt,  m  which  he  stated  on  his  profes- 
sional authority  that  for  a  sum  of  less 
than  £250,000  all  obstruction  could  be 
removed  from  the  channel,  and  that 
Bizerta  could  be  made  at  once  a  most 
important  harbour.  Moreover,  in  taking 
the  position  of  Bizerta  into  account,  it 
should  not,  he  might  add,  be  forgotten 
that  it  was  the  only  commanding  port  in 
North  Afirica.  When  the  present  state  of 
affairs  was  duly  considered,  it  was  only 
right  that  the  House  should  bear  in  mind 
that  in  1871  a  Firman  had  been  granted 
by  the  Sultan  to  the  Bey  of  Tunis.  The 
substance  of  that  Firman  was — 

"  1.  That  the  Regency  of  Tunis  shall  form, 
as  heretofore,  an  integral  part  of  the  Ottoman 
dominions.  2.  That  the  Beys  on  their  accession 
shall  apply  for  and  receive  their  investiture 
from  the  Sultan,  their  suzerain.  3.  That  the 
Hutba  (Friday's  prayer)  shall  he,  as  heretofore, 
said  in  the  name  of  the  Sultan  [this  shows  the 
Sultan's  spiritual  supremacy].  4.  That  the 
money  shall  he  coined  in  his  name  [this  shows 
the  Sultan's  administrative  supremacy].  5. 
That,  in  lieu  of  tribute,  Tunis  shall  furnish  a 
contingent  of  troops  in  case  of  war.  6.  That, 
although  the  Bey  might  make  Commercial  Trea- 
ties with  foreign  Powers,  he  was  entirely  de- 
barred from  entering  into  political  Treaties  with 
them,  or  from  yielding  or  ceding  to  them  any 
part  of  Tunisian  territory." 

Now,  haying  had  it  on  good  authority,  he 
was,  he  believed,  correct  in  sayingthatthe 
Government  of  England  had  expressed 
their  satisfaction  to  the  Bey  at  that  Firman 
having  been  granted,  and  that  the  Go- 
vernments of  Austria,  Hussia,  and  Ger- 
many had  congratulated  the  Bey  on  the 
occasion.  It  was  only  the  other  day  that 
he  had  put  a  Question  to  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  on 
the  subject,  and  he  had  been  informed 
in  reply  that  the  French  did  not  recog- 
nize the  Firman.  He  would,  however, 
refer  hon.  Members  to  the  Circular 
which  had  been  addressed  by  the  Sultan 
to  the  Minbters  of  Foreign  Powers,  in 
which  it  was  shown  most  distinctly  that 
so  late  as  1863  this  suzerainty  over 
Tunis  was  acknowledged  by  the  French. 
When  had  they,  he  would  ask,  ceased  to 
recognize  it  ?  There  was  not  the  slight- 
est doubt  that  the  authority  of  the 
Sultan  over  Tunis  had  existed  for  a 
great  many  years,  and  that  it  had  been 
acknowledged  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. Again,  France  had  declared 
that  Tunis  was  independent,  and  was 
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perfectly  able  to  make  this  Treaty  with 
them  ;  but  if  Tunis  was  independent  in 
1881,  she  was  equally  independent  in 
1871,  and. able  to  make  the  arrange- 
ment she  had  made  with  the  Porte  by  the 
Firman  of  that  year.  What  was  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Bey  at  the  present  moment  ? 
France  had  annexed  the  country,  and  he 
should  like  to  know,  in  the  event  of  any 
question  arising  between  this  country 
and  Tunis  not  of  a  commercial  nature, 
whether  the  Government  would  pay 
attention  to  the  Firman  of  1871,  the 
authority  of  which  they  said  they  recog- 
nized, or  to  the  Treaty  which  had  just 
been  concluded  with  France  ?  For  his 
own  part,  notwithstanding  the  high- 
handed proceedings  of  the  French  in 
overrunning  a  friendly  country,  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  stick  to  the  Fir- 
man of  1871.  He  was  aware  that  it 
was  said  that  Lord  Salisbury  had  made 
an  arrangement  with  France  in  1878. 
He  would  ask,  however,  what  power 
Lord  Salisbury  had,  after  the  Berlin 
Treaty,  to  make  such  an  arrangement  ? 
Lord  Salisbury  had,  he  believed,  denied 
that  he  had  made  any  such  arrange- 
ment as  that  attributed  to  him.  [**  Oh, 
oh !  "]  He  was  willing  to  abstain  from 
going  into  the  question  whether  Lord 
Salisbury  had  or  had  not  made  such  an 
arrangement,  because  it  was  probable 
that  the  House  would  hear  some  autho- 
ritative [statement  on  the  point  before 
the  discussion  closed.  For  his  own  part, 
he  thought  it  was  impossible  that  an 
English  Minister  could  have  agreed  to 
hand  over  to  the  Government  of  France 
any  portion  of  the  Ottoman  Empire.  In 
any  case,  however,  it  had  been  thrown 
in  the  teeth  of  the  Liberal  Party  that, 
in  everything  they  had  done  since  they 
had  come  into  power,  they  had  attempted 
to  reverse  the  policy  of  their  Predeces- 
sors in  Office ;  and  even  assuming  that 
Lord  Salisbury  had  made  the  arrange- 
ment attributed  to  him,  was  it  to  be  con- 
tended that  on  this  question  alone  the 
present  Government  were  bound  to 
abide  by  and  carry  into  effect  the  policy 
of  their  Predecessors  ?  In  his  opinion, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  bound 
to  protest  against  this  high-handed — he 
was  almost  going  to  say  this  outrageous 
— attack  which  had  been  made  by  France 
upon  Tunis.  They  had  marched  into  a 
friendly  country  a  force  of  some  30,000 
or  40,000  men,  and  had  taken  possession 
of  one  of  the  most  important  ports  on  the 

Mr.  Montague  Oueet 


Mediterranean,  and  had  forced  the  no' 
fortunate  Bey  of  Tunis  to  sign  a  Treaty 
at  the  point  of  the  bayonet.  He  recom- 
mended the  Gx)vernment  to  join  Italy 
in  making  a  most  determined  protest 
against  the  course  that  had  been  taken. 
He  apologized  to  the  House  for  having 
occupied  so  much  of  their  time  on  t1ii« 
occasion ;  but  he  felt  that  the  sabject 
was  one  on  which  that  House  and  this 
country  should  speak  out,  in  order  that 
the  public  of  Europe  might  know  what 
their  feelings  were  m  reference  to  it,  and 
that  France — with  whom  we  were  on  the 
most  friendly  terms — should  be  made 
aware  without  delay  that  her  proceed- 
ings in  this  matter  did  not  commend 
themselves  to  us.  The  fact  was  that, 
led  on  by  Germany  and  Prince  Bismarck, 
France  had  fallen  into  a  trap,  although 
she  was,  for  the  moment,  as  proud  aa 
if  she  were  marching  on  Berlin.  He 
begged,  in  conclusion,  to  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedf 
'*That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
( J/r.  Montague  Guest,) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  it  is  not  for 
me  to  animadvert  upon^  the  use  which 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ware- 
ham  (Mr.  Montague  Guest)  has  made  of 
his  power  to  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  House,  nor  on  the  rather  full  and 
animated  and  pointed  statement  which 
he  has  delivered  upon  that  Motion,  en- 
tering into  the  whole  question  of  Tunis. 
But  it  is  for  me,  in  the  responsible 
position  that  I  hold,  in  the  first  place, 
entirely  to  associate  myself  with  the 
answer  which  was  previously  given  to 
the  Question  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) ;  and,  in 
the  second  place,  to  represent  to  the 
House  in  the  most  earnest  and  strongest 
manner  that  justice,  policy,  and  I  would 
almost  say  decency,  require  that  this 
discussion  should  not  now  be  continued. 
On  one  point  only  can  I  refer  to  the 
statement  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wareham,  because  it  is  an  his- 
torical point  which  while  confirming 
does  not  touch  any  of  the  matters  which 
he  probably  may  desire,  and  may  yeiy 
legitimately  desire,  to  bring  under  the 
notice  of  tbo  House.  It  is  the  statement 
which  he  has  made  that  up  to  the  year 
1863  France  recognized  the  connection 
between  Tunis  and  the  Ottoman  Empire. 
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Now,  that  point  has  been  a  snbjeot  for 
very  many  years  of  correspondence,  if 
not  of  controversy,  between  the  Foreign 
Office  of  this  country  and  the  French 
Government  from  time  to  time.  I  would 
observe,  with  regard  to  these  recogni- 
tions, that  they  are  made  a  good  deal  to 
depend  upon  convenience  by  this  Power 
and  that ;  and  if  my  hon.  Friend  is  pre- 
pared to  go  all  lengths  in  the  assertion 
of  the  measures  which  this  country  ought 
to  take  in  consequence  of  our  recognizing 
the  suzerainty  of  Turkey  over  Tunis, 
whiUt  France  does  not  recognize  it,  he 
will  feel  that  we  are  open  to  tlie  question 
whether  we  ourselves  have  acted  upon 


any  country,  that  when  we  have  very 
strong  charges  to  bring  against  her 
policy  and  conduct,  we  should  take  care 
that  the  House  is  placed  in  possession  of 
authentic  information  before  we  do  any- 
thing in  the  way  of  bringing  such  charges. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  has  stated  that  this  information  is 
being  pressed  forward  with  all  speed, 
and  that  in  the  course,  I  hope,  of  two  or 
three  days,  it  will  be  in  the  possession 
of  the  House.  I  put  it  to  the  House,  as 
the  first  of  the  two  propositions  I  wish 
to  make,  that  if  there  is  a  disposition, 
and  evidently  there  is,  in  the  mind  of 
some — I  now  give  no  opinion  upon  the 
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claimed  it.  I  believe  I  am  quite  accurate 
in  saying  that  Turkey  claimed  the  suze- 
rainty over  Algiers,  before  the  French 
came  into  the  possession  of  it;  but  we, 
considering  ourselves  to  have  a  cause  of 
quarrel  with  Algiers,  bombarded  the 
town  without  asking  leave  of  the  Porte. 
It  will,  I  believe,  be  necessary  to  consider 
the  principle  upon  which  we  have  our- 
selves acted  in  laying  down  the  law  for 
other  people's  grievances.  In  the  view 
of  our  Foreign  Office,  this  matter  has 
long  been  a  matter  of  correspondence 
and  controversy,  and  the  British  Govern- 
ment has  always  contended  that  Turkey 
exercised  a  power  of  suzerainty  over 
Tunis,  whil»  the  French  Government 
has  as  steadily  denied  it.  Moreover, 
the  French  Government  was  supported 
in  that  denial  by  the  Government  of 
Italy  down  to  a  very  recent  period.  Do 
not  let  the  House  suppose  for  a  moment 
that  I  mention  this  as  a  point  determin- 
ing, or  even  having  any  bearing  upon, 
the  merits  of  this  question ;  but  I  merely 
wish  that  the  matter  of  fact  should  not 
be  omitted  or  misinterpreted.  I  pass, 
Sir,  to  the  earnest  representation  I  have 
made,  and  for  which  I  will  now  state 
the  grounds.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wnreham  has,  undoubtedly,  in 
the  strongest  terms,  arraigned  the  policy 
and  conduct  of  the  Govemmentof  France. 
Well,  let  us  consider  what  are  the  titles 
of  a  friendly  nation  upon  our  courtesy 
and  consideration.  France  is  a  country 
with  which  for  more  than  a  generation 
of  men  we  have  been  in  close  and  ud^ 
broken  alliance ;  and  I  must  say  I  think 
it  is  not  stating  too  high  the  obligations 
that  we  ought  to  observe  towards  such  a 
ooontry,  and»  indeed,  I  will  say  towards 


just — and  I  will  add  but  decent — that 
we  should  have  that  authentic  informa- 
tion which  is  on  its  way  to  us  in  our 
hands  before  we  proceed  to  consider  the 
form  and  extent  of  the  arraignment  as 
to  their  conduct.  With  regard  to  the 
other  question,  which  is  a  most  legiti- 
mate one  for  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wareham  to  raise,  the  conduct 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  I  have  no 
doubt  that  conduct  will  be  closely  and 
carefully  scrutinized,  as  it  ought  to  be. 
My  hon.  Friend  says  that  we  have  been 
hoodwinked  and  deluded,  and  betrayed 
into  a  false  position.  Well,  those  are 
assertions  which  I  only  name  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  that  if  I  do  not  now 
contest  them,  I  may  not  be  held  to  over- 
look them,  or  subscribe  to  them,  op 
any  other.  But  the  claim  I  would  make 
on  this  portion  of  the  question — namely, 
the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, is  really  one  that  I  would  venture 
to  place  quite  as  high  as  the  claim  I  have 
just  made  in  respect  of  our  obligations 
towards  a  friendly  and  neighbouring 
country.  My  claim  is  that  you  cannot 
judge  the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  until  you  have  the  Papers 
before  you.  Nay,  more,  you  ought  not 
to  attempt  so  to  judge  it,  even  if  it  were 
true  that  this  was  a  question  on  which 
their  conduct  had  exclusively  turned 
upon  proceedings  of  their  own.  But  it 
is  right  I  should  say  that  when  the 
Papers  are  produced,  the  most  important 
portions  of  the  Correspondence  that  we 
flhall  lay  before  the  House,  so  far  as  they 
involve  the  proceedings  of  this  country, 
are  portions  which  belong,  not  to  the 
time  of  the  present,  but  to  the  time  of 
the  previous  Administration.     My  hon, 
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Friend  the  Member  for  Wareham  has 
referred  to  something  which  he  supposes 
to  have  been  stated  or  done  by  Liord 
Salisbury.  I  am  quite  sure  that  my  hon. 
Friend  will  feel  with  me  that  there  could 
not  be  a  more  gross  deviation  from  Par- 
liamentary etiquette,  and  there  could  not 
be  a  more  gross  deviation  from  the  rules 
of  substantial  justice,  than  I  should  be 
chargeable  with  if  I  were  in  general 
terms,  and  without  the  production  of  the 
documents,  to  enter  upon  a  discussion  of 
the  conduct  of  Lord  Salisbury.  I  state 
Lord  Salisbury  personally,  because  my 
hon.  Friend  mentioned  Lord  Salisbury  ; 
but  I  have  not  the  smallest  reason  to 
believe — on  the  contrary,  my  belief  is 
exactly  the  opposite  one  —  that  Lord 
Salisbury,  with  regard  to  these  proceed- 
ings on  this  important  question,  was  in 
any  manner  separated  from  the  general 
action  of  the  (government  of  which  he 
was  a  Member.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, my  hon.  Friend  and  others  will 
see  that  though  the  time  may  be  very 
close  at  hand  when  this  subject  should 
be  discussed,  yet  that  it  would  not  be 
right  that  we  should  attempt  to  discuss 
it  in  the  absence  of  the  Papers  now  in 
preparation.  It  would  lead  to  no  benefit 
whatever ;  it  would  conduct  us  to  no 
solid  conclusion ;  and  I  do  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  it  might  be  productive  of 
very  serious  inconvenience  and  difficulty. 
Mr.  0»D0NNELL  said,  he  felt  very 
strongly  the  appeal  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter to  the  House  to  wait  for  further  in- 
formation. At  one  time  Her  Majesty's 
Government  professed  to  have  knowledge 
on  the  subject.  He  admitted  that  the 
House  ought  not  in  a  hurry  to  enter  into  a 
discussion ;  but,  assuming  that  there  was 
ground  for  the  appeal,  he  thought  the 
House  ought  to  know  what  was  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Surely  there  could  be  no  objection  on 
the  part  of  a  patriotic  Administration  to 
inform  the  House  what  was  their  policy. 
They  know  that  some  time  ago  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gt)vernment  believed  that  the 
Kegency  of  Tunis  was  an  integral  por- 
tion of  the  Ottoman  Empire.  Did  Her 
Majesty's  Government  believe  that,  or 
had  they  given  up  their  contention  in 
the  face  of  the  arms  of  France  ?  In  fact, 
were  they  in  the  presence  of  another  sur- 
render ?  They  knew  it  was  a  cardinal 
principle  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  defend  popular  rights  and  the  rights 
of  nationalities.     Had  they  maintained 

J/r.  Olad$Um$ 


popular  rights  at  present  ?  Sorely  tho 
House  ought  to  know  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  assented  to  an 
annexation  of  Tunis.  [Great  intermp- 
tion  here  ensued,  upon  which  the  boo. 
Member  resumed  his  seat,  saying  he 
must  decline  to  continue  his  speechr] 

Mr.  ASHMEADBAETLCTT  :  Iri&e 
to  Order,  Sir ;  I  beg  to  direct  your  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler) 
is  interrupting  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  by  inco- 
herent cries. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  rise,  Sir,  to 
give  a  most  distinct  denial  to  that  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  resumed  by  assiir- 
ing  hon.  Members  opposite  that  it  wma 
only  from  a  conviction  of  the  importance 
of  the  subject  that  he  had  ventured  to 
address  any  observations  to  the  House. 
Hon.  Members  had  asked  for  informa- 
tion again  and  again.  Had  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  made  up  their  minds, 
or  did  they  intend  to  spring  a  surprise 
on  the  House  this  day  week  ?  0:>ald 
they  have  been  in  communication  with 
the  French  Gt>vemment  all  these  weeks 
and  months,  and  not  have  arrived  at  any 
policy  on  the  subject  ?  Had  they  con- 
sented to  a  hauling  down  of  the  British 
flag?  Speaking  as  an  Irishman,  he 
thought  he  had  a  ri^ht  to  plead  for  a 
recognition  of  nationiu  rights. 

Mr.  J.  CO  WEN  said,  he  quite  agreed 
with  the  Prime  Minister  that  any  discus- 
sion of  the  Tunisian  question  at  the  pre- 
sent time  would  be  inconvenient  and  un- 
just. They  ought  not  to  condemn  the 
French  Government  until  they  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  being  heard.  But  it 
was  only  fair  to  say  that  if  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Guest)  had  been  precipi- 
tate in  bringing  the  matter  before  tna 
House,  the  French  Gt)vemment  had 
been  equally,  if  not  a  good  deal  more, 
precipitate  in  the  course  they  had  pur- 
sued. He  feared  there  was  little  chance 
of  their  explaining  away  the  action  that 
had  ,  been  taken.  The  English  and 
Italian  Governments  had  every  reason 
to  believe  that  the  French  simply  medi- 
tated punishing  the  Kroumirs  for  their 
raids  on  Algerian  territory.  It  was  bat 
too  evident  now  that  the  Kroumir  incur- 
sions had  merely  been  made  a  pretext 
for  an  annexation  that  had  long  been 
contemplated.  At  least,  that  was  the 
only  view  it  was  possible  to  take  upon 
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the  case  as  it  stood.  He  would  be  glad 
if  subsequent  intelligence  justified  him 
in  altering  his  opinion.  He  had  no  de- 
sire to  further  prolong  the  discussion; 
but  he  wished  to  ask  this  question.  The 
Tunisian  Government  owed  a  debt  of 
some  £5,000,000.  A  few  years  ago  it 
was  upwards  of  £6,000,000.  The  Bey 
was  unable  to  pay  the  interest,  and  an 
International  Financial  Commission  was 
established  for  collecting  the  taxes  and 
taking  charge  of  the  Debt.  This  Com- 
mission consisted  of  one  Englishman, 
one  Frenchman,  one  Italian,  and  two 
Tunisians.  It  had  been  in  existence 
now  for  some  time,  and  its  operations 
had  been  highly  successful.  The  inte- 
rest had  been  regularly  paid,  and  the 
Debt  had  been  gradually  but  substan- 
tially reduced.  Now,  he  understood,  by 
the  Treaty  just  concluded,  that  this  In- 
ternational Commission  had  been  an- 
nulled, and  a  French  Commission  had 
been  substituted  for  it.  That  was  an 
important  matter.  A  good  deal  of  the 
Tunisian  Debt  was  held  by  English 
people,  and  it  was  only  right  that  they 
should  be  represented  on  the  Commis- 
sion. What  he  wished  to  ask  the  Go- 
vernment was,  whether  the  Papers  they 
were  about  to  submit  would  enlighten 
Parliament  on  the  part  the  French  Ca- 
binet had  taken  in  destroying  the  old 
International  Commission  and  supplant- 
ing it  by  a  French  Commission  ? 

BiE  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
whether  the  Papers  to  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  would  include  the  Treaty  said  to 
have  been  signed  within  the  last  few 
days;  and,  also,  whether  the  Govern** 
ment  would  produce  any  communica- 
tions which  might  have  passed  with  the 
Italian  Government  with  respect  to  the 
action  of  the  French  Government  ? 

Mb.  BOUEKE  also  wished  to  ask, 
whether  any  Papers  would  be  included 
relating  to  Biserta  Bay  which  were  at 
the  Foreign  Office?  He  believed  that 
th«re  were  some  Papers  at  the  Admiralty 
also,  in  relation  to  that  matter,  which 
the  House  would  like  to  see. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
J.  Cowen),  said,  there  were  points  con- 
nected with  the  International  Financial 
Commission  on  which  information  would 
be  given  in  the  Papers  to  be  laid  before 
the  House.  In  answer  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff),  he  had  to  say  that  the  Treaty 
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would  be  given  in  the  Papers.  The 
communication  with  the  Italian  Govern- 
ment would  be  given.  In  answer  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Bourke),  he  thought  his  Question  had 
better  be  put  to  the  Admiralty. 

Mr.  BOUEKE  gave  Notice,  that  he 
would,  to-morrow,  ask  a  Question  about 
the  Papers  to  which  he  referred. 

Mr.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  said,  he 
was  willing,  after  the  statement  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether,  with  regard  to  a 
threat  made  by  the  French  in  1864  to 
fire  on  any  Turkish  ironclads  that  might 
attempt  to  proceed  to  Tunis,  upon  which 
the  honourable  Member  for  Eochester 
asked  for  Lord  Palmerston's  answer  at 
that  time,  if  he  did  not  say  that  ''  there 
was  no  answer  whatever  to  it ; "  if  he  is 
aware  that  in  1 864,  on  the  arrival  of  the 
French  and  Italian  Fleets  in  Tunis,  Ad- 
miral Yelverton  was  ordered  to  that  place 
with  the  English  Fleet,  and  that  the^Porte 
sent  likewise  a  squadron  under  Mustapha 
Bey,  with  the  Sultan's  Commissioner, 
Haidar  Effendi ;  and,  if  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  the  Papers  referring  to  that 
transaction  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Portsmouth 
(Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  having  asked 
me  whether  the  French  Government  had 
threatened  to  forcibly  prevent  a  Turkish 
naval  force  from  visiting  Tunis,  I  inci- 
dentally stated  in  my  reply  that  the 
French  Government  had  so  acted  in  1841 
and  in  1 864.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Eochester  (Mr.  Otway)  then  asked 
me  what  answer  Lord  Palmerston  made, 
and  I  replied  that  the  French  Govern- 
ment not  having  asked  his  consent  to 
their  proceeding,  he  had  made  none.  My 
hon.  Friend  then  observed  that  he  had 
sent  the  British  Fleet,  and  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Wareham  (Mr. 
Guest)  now  asks  me  if  that  is  so.  On 
the  former  occasion,  in  1841,  the  French 
Qt)vemment  despatched  to  Tunis  a  fleet 
carrying  438  guns.  Lord  Palmerston 
sent  a  far  smaller  force  to  protect  British 
life  and  property,  and  with  distinct  orders 
*'  to  take  no  part  in  the  dispute."  On 
the  later  occasion,  in  1864,  on  the  oc- 
currence of  riots  in  the  Eegency  of  Tunis, 
in  the  course  of  which  the  houses  of  some 
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British  meroliants  were  pillaged,  Lord 
Palmerston  sent  one  large  and  one  small 
ship  to  protect  British  life  and  property. 
When  France  interfered  in  the  matter,  a 
few  weeks  later,  the  French  Government 
sent  a  large  force,  which  was  ultimately 
increased  till  it  numbered  five  unar- 
moured  ships  of  the  Line,  two  iron-clads, 
and  five  other  steam  men-of-war ;  and 
the  Italian  Government,  who  had  at 
that  time  an  understanding  with  the 
French  Government  with  regard  to 
Tunis,  sent  four  unarmoured  frigates, 
one  iron-clad,  and  one  corvette,  the  Italian 
ships  having  also  troops  on  board  for 
disembarkation.  There  never  were  more 
than  two  British  ships  at  Tunis  at  any 
one  time  in  the  course  of  1864,  and  their 
mission  was  to  protect  British  life  and 
property. 

Mb.  OTWAY  asked,  whether  the 
Papers  to  be  laid  on  the  Table  relating 
to  Tunis  would  include  the  negotiations 
of  1868  and  1869  in  regard  to  the  Finan- 
cial Commission  ? 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  Papers  relating  to  Tunis 
were  almost  of  incredible  bulk,  and  it 
would  be  impossible  to  include  in  those 
about  to  be  produced  the  Papers  refer- 
ring to  the  negotiations  of  1868  as  to 
the  Financial  Uommission. 

Me.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  concert 
stated  to  have  been  established  between 
the  Gh*eat  Powers  with  the  especial  ob- 
ject of  regulating  the  affairs  of  the  East 
and  maintaining  the  Peace  of  Europe, 
France  consulted  the  other  Powers  who 
were  parties  to  the  said  concert  before 
invading  Tunisian  territory,  and  is  now 
acting  with  their  concurrence  and  sanc- 
tion? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the 
French  Government  did  not  consult  the 
Powers. 

CONTAGIOUS    DISEASES    (ANIMALS) 
ACTS— IMPORTATION  OF  CATTLE 

FROM  IRELAND. 
Mb.  LEA  asked  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council,  If  there  is  any  justification 
for  the  alarm  which  exists  as  to  the  im- 
portation into  this  Country  of  cattle  ^m 
Ireland  alleged  to  be  diseased,  and  which 
is  actiujp^  so  prejudicially  to  the  interests 
of  the  farmers  and  graziers ;  and,  whe- 
theiAiny  contagious  disease  exists  amongst 
cattle  in  Ireland  ? 
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Mb.  MUNDELLA,  in  reply,  said,  he 
had  endeavoured  in  his  former  answers 
to  state  there  was  no  justification  for  the 
alarm  which  existed  as  to  the  importa- 
tion into  this  country  of  cattle  disease 
from  Ireland.  The  foot-and-mouth 
disease  had  ceased  to  exist  in  Ireland 
since  October,  1879.  There  was  the 
residuum  of  pleuro-pnenmonia,  but  it  was 
not  much  less  than  in  this  country.  He 
only  wished  the  English  cattle  were  in 
as  good  a  sanitary  condition  as  the  Irish 
cat^e  at  present. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— BANBRIDGE 
WORKHOUSE. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  "Whether,  in  view  of  the 
correspondence  which  has  recently  passed 
between  the  Very  Rev.  John  O'Bnen,  of 
Banbndge,  and  the  Local  Gh>vemm6nt 
Board  in  reference  to  some  orphan  chil- 
dren, recently  inmates  of  the  Banbndge 
"Workhouse,  the  Government  will  take 
steps  to  enable  Boards  of  Guardians  in 
such  cases  to  exercise  some  more  efficient 
guardianship  over  orphans,  the  custody 
of  whom  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Guardians  by  persons  of  a  different 
religious  persuasion  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  children  in  question  were  g^ven 
up  to  a  relative — the  aunt,  he  believed — 
by  the  Board  of  Guardians.  The  Board 
of  Guardians  had  already  ample  power 
to  exercise  sufficient  guardianship  over 
orphans.  The  8th  section  of  the  25  ft 
26  FtcL  only  required  Guardians  to  give 
up  orphans  to  relatives  if  the  Guardians 
were  of  opinion  the  relatives  were  fit 
persons  to  be  entrusted  with  the  chil- 
dren. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— LORD  DTJFFERDTS 
DESPATCH. 

Mb.  NORTHCOTE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
On  what  day  Her  Majesty's  Giovemment 
telegraphed  to  St.  Petersburg  for  per- 
mission to  publish  Lord  Dufferin's  De* 
spatch  of  8th  March,  and  the  Paper* 
referred  to  in  his  speech  of  the  13th 
instant? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
Lord  Dufferin's  despatch  of  the  8th  of 
March  relating  to  a  conversation  with 
M.  de  Giers  was  received  on  the  1 4  th  of 
that  month.      Lord  Dufferin  wa«  in« 
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^nned  that  it  would  be  desirable  to 
include  a  Beport  of  this  conversation  in 
the  Blue  Book,  and  was  asked  in  the 
usual  terms,  whether  M.  de  Giers  had 
any  objection  to  his  language  being 
published  ?  On  the  1 7th,  Lord  Dufferin 
telegraphed  that  M.  de  Giers  wished 
certain  omissions  to  be  made,  and  that 
a  note  of  these  omissions  was  being  de- 
spatched by  the  messenger.  It  left  St. 
Petersburg  on  that  day,  and  reached  the 
Foreign  Office  on  the  night  of  the  21st. 
I  only  became  aware  of  its  receipt  on 
the  day  of  the  debate,  as  the  despatch 
had  to  be  seen  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
and  the  Permanent  Under  Secretary  of 
State  before  it  reached  me,  and  my  re- 
collection was  that  it  had  been  received 
only  on  that  day.  The  Secretary  of 
State  on  the  22nd  ordered  the  Blue  Book 
to  be  immediately  issued ;  but  as  it  was 
found  that  it  could  not  be  got  ready 
before  the  debate  terminated,  it  was 
after  the  debate  delayed  to  include  a 
further  despatch,  bearing  the  date  of 
March  26,  which  had  been  asked  for  in 
this  House. 

FRANCE— THE  NEW  COMMERCIAL 
TREATY. 

Mr.  B0UBK£:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afiifiirs  a  Question  of   which  I    have 

S'ven  him  private  Notice,  in  regard  to 
e  French  Commercial  Treaty.  It  will 
be  remembered  that  the  Treaty  expires 
on  the  8th  of  November.  I  believe  the 
French  Chambers  will  be  dissolved 
within  six  weeks  or  two  months  of  this 
time;  and,  therefore,  unless  the  nego- 
tiations are  concluded  between  this  time 
and  the  middle  of  July,  there  will  be 
▼ery  little  chance  of  any  new  Treaty 
being  negotiated  before  the  old  one  ex- 
pires. I  should  like,  therefore,  to  ask 
the  Government,  Whether,  under  the 
oiroumstances,  they  will  suggest  to  the 
French  Government  the  desirability  of 
prolonging  the  existing  Treaty  for  six 
months,  after  the  8th  of  November  ?  I 
do  not  know  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  made  any  communi- 
cation with  the  French  Government.  If 
not,  I  think  the  present  circumstances 
would  justify  their  making  it  now. 

Ma.  MAOFABLANE:  Before  the 
hon.  Gentleman  answers  that  Question, 
I  also  havo  one  which  I  should  like  to 
ask  him — namely,  Whether,  in  the 
erent    of  the  proposed  French  Tariif 


being  adverse  to  this  country,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  afford  the  House 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  the  Treaty 
before  any  engagement  of  a  permanent 
character  is  entered  into ;  and,  whether 
the  Government  will  consider  the  de- 
sirability of  freeing  itself  from  obliga- 
tions which  will  hamper  this  country 
in  reference  to  its  Customs  regulations 
with  out  offering  an  equivalent  advan- 
tage? 

Mr.  MAO  IVEE  said,  he  should  like 
to  know  also.  What  was  the  present 
position  of  the  question  of  the  Sugar 
Bounties,  and  the  Bounties  on  Ship- 
ping? 

SiE  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  in 
March  last  Her  Majesty's  Government 
foresaw  the  difficulties  adverted  to  by 
the  right  hon.  Member,  and,  as  I  have 
already  on  more  than  one  occasion  stated 
in  this  House,  asked  the  French  Govern- 
ment to  prolong  the  existing  Tariff  for  a 
period  sufficient  for  all  negotiations  for 
a  fresh  Treaty  to  be  carried  on  and  con- 
cluded ;  but  the  French  Government  de- 
cline to  ag^ee  to  this  suggestion.  In 
reply  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carlow  (Mr.  Macfarlane),  I  would 
refer  him  to  the  replies  which  were  given 
by  me  on  the  7th  of  April  and  by  the 
Prime  Minister  on  the  28th  of  that 
month.  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mac  Iver),  the 
sugar  question  is  not  under  the  Foreign 
Office,  but  under  the  control  of  the  Board 
of  Trade.  The  question  as  to  the  bounties 
on  shipping  will  be  brought  forward 
again. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— LAND  LAW  (IRE- 
LAND) BILL. 

Mb.  M'COAN  :  I  desire  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
a  Question  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  Notice— namely.  Whether  he  is 
correctly  reported  in  his  speech  at  Brad- 
ford to  have  said  that  he  believed  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  would  be  passed 
without  any  material  or  substantial 
alteration;  and,  whether  he  desires  to 
convey  by  that  remark  that  the  Amend- 
ments to  be  moved  by  the  Irish  Members 
will  not  be  fairly,  and  so  far  as  circum- 
stances will  allow,  generously  considered 
by  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  not  read  the  report  alluded  to. 
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Certainly,  if  he  had  stated  to  his  consti- 
tuents anything  that  would  lead  to  the 
supposition  that  the  Goyemment  meant 
not  to  give  the  usual  consideration  to 
Amendments,  he  did  not  intend  to  make 
such  a  statement ;  and  he  was  perfectly 
sure  that  no  such  meaning  as  that  was 
gathered  by  his  audience.  He  believed 
that  he  had  expressed  a  hope  that  the 
Bill  would  pass,  and  that  it  would  pass 
in  its  main  features.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  he  mentioned  one  important  matter 
which  he  thought  would  be  discussed 
very  considerably  in  Committee,  and,  of 
course,  he  had  no  authority  to  preclude 
the  discussion  of  Amendments,  nor  was 
he  disposed  to  say  anything  so  absurd. 
He  trusted  he  should  not  be  supposed 
to  even  wish  anything  of  the  sort. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  hoped  that 
before  the  debate  on  the  second  reading 
dosed,  it  would  be  stated  what  Amend- 
ments the  Gbvemment  would  accept. 

PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS— 
THE  TRANSVAAL. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
said,  he  wished  to  put  a  Question  as  to 
his  Notice  of  Motion  in  regard  to  the 
Transyaal.  He  understood  the  rieht 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
Temment,  on  a  former  occasion,  to  haye 
said  that  circumstances  had  somewhat 
altered  in  the  Transraal  since  the  Easter 
Beoess;  and  that,  at  that  time,  in  his 
judement,  it  would  be  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  that  any  debate  on  the 
subject  should  take  place.  Now,  he  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  had  not  the  least 
wish,  in  the  delicate  nature  of  the  cir- 
cumstances, to  do  anything  which  would 
prejudice  the  Public  Service ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  was  anxious  that  Uie  dis- 
cussion of  his  Motion  should  not  be  in- 
definitely delayed.  He  therefore  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  Whether,  in 
his  yiew,  circumstances  had  not  so  far 
changed  as  to  admit  of  such  a  discussion 
being  taken  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  the  repre- 
sentation which  I  made  with  respect  to 
the  altered  state  of  affairs  in  South  Africa 
as  bearing  on  the  proposed  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  reference 
to  the  examination  we  had  been  able  to 
make  of  the  transactions  at  Potchef- 
stroom ;  and  on  those  transactions  cer- 
tain measures  of  the  Government  required 
to  be  adopted.  Until  those  measures 
are  ocnnpleted,  I  cannot  give  any  answer 

Mr.  W.  E.  ForiUr 


to  the  Question  put  by  the  right  hoa. 
(Gentleman.  The  last  telegram  which  I 
saw,  and  which  is  dated  yesterday,  would 
imply  that  we  shall  have  the  informatioa 
speedily.  But  they  are  not  concluded  at 
present,  and  matters,  strictly  speaking, 
are  as  they  were  when  I  last  spoke. 

NAVY— DESTRUCTION  OF  H.M.S. 
"  DOTEREL." 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  wish  to  mA 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  If  the 
attention  of  the  Admiralty  has  been 
called  to  a  statement  in  the  "Daily 
News"  of  Saturday  last,  to  the  effect 
that  information  received  from  the  Pacific 
station  had  come  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
Government  that  Fenians  were  Ukely  to 
blow  up  the  men-of-war  on  that  station, 
and  that  precautions  were  taken  shortly 
before  the  disaster  to  the  "  Doterel ; " 
whether  it  is  in  the  power  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  give  any  information  to  the 
House  on  the  subject;  and,  whether 
there  is  any  connection  between  this  in« 
formation  and  the  destruction  of  the 
"  Doterel  ?  " 

Mb.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  it  is  true 
that  information,  early  in  last  winter, 
reached  the  Admiralty  from  abroad, 
which  their  Lordships  thought  it  ri^kt 
to  communicate  to  certain  of  the  foreign 
stations.  At  the  end  of  the  letter  in  each 
case  the  following  paragraph  occurred : — 

**  Hy  Lords  do  not  wish  to  attach  iindoa  in* 
portance  to  the  information  in  question;  but 
they  desire  to  notify  it  to  you,  with  the  view  of 
such  precautions  being  taken  to  secure  the 
safety  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  and  vessels  under 
your  command  as  you  may  deem  to  be  neces- 
sary." 

One  of  these  stations  communicated  with 
was  the  Pacific,  to  which  the  DoUrel  be- 
longed ;  and  the  Admiralty  do  not  attach 
importance  to  what,  with  their  preeent 
knowledge,  they  are  inclined  to  regard 
as  nothing  more  than  a  coincidenoe. 
With  respect  to  the  steps  taken  since  the 
loss  of  the  Doterelf  I  may  say  that  &e 
Oamet  sailed  for  Sandy  Point  on  the  6th 
from  Montevideo;  and  on  the  4th  the 
sloop  Penguin,  with  a  complete  equip- 
ment of  diyers  and  diving  apparatus  from 
Goquimbo.  The  Oamet  must  be  before 
this  at  Sandy  Point,  and  the  Pm^imi 
should  be  there  in  a  day  or  two.  The 
Britannia,  bringing  the  survivors,  is  ex- 
pected at  Liverpool  on  the  8 1st,  wh^^ 
preparations  have  been  made  for  their 
reception ;  and  Oommaader  Evans  haa 
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been  ordered  to  proceed  at  once  to  the 
Admiralty,  while  the  others  go  on  to 
Portsmouth,  so  that  within  a  fortnight 
the  questions  as  to  the  disaster  will  be 
cleared  up  as  far  as  human  testimony 
can  clear  them  up  beyond  the  point  of 
theory  and  conjecture. 

LAND  LAW  (IBELAND)  BILL. 

Mb.  PAENELL  wished  to  ask,  with 
reference  to  the  reply  given  to  his  hon. 
Friend  the  junior  Member  for  County 
Wioklow  (Mr.  M'Coan),  that  the  Go- 
▼emment  would  give  reasonable  con- 
sideration to  Amendments  moved  by 
Irish  Members  in  the  Committee  stage 
of  the  Land  Bill,  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  meant  the  same 
reasonable  consideration  which  he  gave 
to  Amendments  moved  by  Irish  Members 
during  the  passage  of  the  two  Coercion 
Baisf 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  what  I 
meant  to  say  was  this — that  the  fullest 
consideration  would  be  given  to  all  bond 
JkU  Amendments. 

ORDERS    OF   THE   DAY. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  136.] 
{Mr,  GUdstone,  Mr.  Forster^  Mr,  Bright,  Mr. 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland^    Mr,   Solicitor 

Gentral/or  Ireland,) 

8E00KD  &EADIKO.      ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 
[SEVEICTH  inOHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [25th  April],  **  That  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Uueetion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  this  Ilouse,  while  willing  to  consider  any  just 
measure,  founded  upon  sound  principles,  that 
will  benefit  tenants  of  land  in  Ireland,  is  of 
opinion  that  the  leading  provisions  of  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill  are  in  the  main  economi- 
cally  unsound,  ai\just,  and  impolitic," — {Lord 
£Uic,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  '*  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumsd. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  desire  to 
apologixd  to  the  House  for  my  havinff 
rtqoMted  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 


the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
W.  M.  Johnson)  to  permit  me,  instead 
of  himself,  to  address  it  at  this  early 
portion  of  the  evening  —  though  not 
quite  so  early  as  I  hoped  it  would  have 
been.  Various  observations  have  been 
made  by  hon.  Members,  who  appear  to 
think  there  has  been  either  a  purpose  or 
unnecessary  reservation  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  with  respect  to  some 
questions  of  interest  raisea  in  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill;  and  I  have  made 
up  my  own  mind  that  it  is  well  for  me 
— though  I  do  not  see  the  justice  of  the 
objection — to  do  all  that  lies  in  my 
power  to  obviate  its  repetition.  I  have, 
therefore,  determined  to  take  advantage 
of  the  opportunity  secured  by  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  and  to  solicit  the 
privilege  of  addressing  the  House  to- 
night ;  and  being  somewhat  indisposed, 
and  not  able  to  remain  in  the  House 
throughout  the  evening,  to  venture  to 
make  a  change  in  the  arrangement  as 
to  the  person  by  whom  the  debate  is  to 
be  resumed. 

Now,  Sir,  before  I  speak  on  the  Bill, 
with  the  second  reading  of  which  we 
are  concerned,  I  wish  to  refer  to  two 
words  which  we  have  heard  often  re- 
peated in  this  debate.  The  first  word 
is  '*  confiscation,*'  and  the  second  word 
is  **  compensation.''  They  are  words 
that  are,  and  ought  to  be,  in  close  asso- 
ciation together ;  for  I  certainly  should 
be  very  slow  to  deny  that  where  confisca- 
tion could  be  proved,  compensation  ought 
to  follow.  But,  Sir,  I  must  say  that 
those  words  are  used  too  frequently  and 
too  soon.  They  are  almost  the  stock 
expressions  of  debate  upon  certain  classes 
of  questions.  They  have  repeatedly, 
again  and  again,  been  urged  with  the 
greatest  confidence  where,  in  some  cases, 
no  proof  has  been  shown,  and  where,  in 
other  cases,  disproof  has  been  furnished 
abundantly.  I  will  not  refer  now  in  de- 
tail to  the  charges  that  were  made  upon 
the  very  limited  measure  that  we  intro- 
duced ]eLsi  year  with  respect  to  Compen- 
sation for  Disturbance,  because  that 
remains  as  it  was  12  months  ago — a 
matter  of  opinion — having  been  nipped 
in  the  bud,  and  having  been  prevented 
£rom  doing  the  extended  evil  which  was 
anticipated  from  it  by  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, or  the  great  good  which  we,  on  our 
part,  confidently  believed  that  it  would 
have  produced.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
know — I  need  hardly  remind  them-^how 
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this  charge  of  confiscation  was  raised  on 
the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws  ;  and  how 
it  was  raised  last  year  upon  the  very 
humble,  though  useful,  measure  intro- 
duced by  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  in  respect  to  Ground 
Game.  It  is  more  to  the  purpose  that 
I  should  remind  them  how  freely  it  was 
raised  when  the  Land  Bill  was  under 
discussion  in  1870.  [**  Hear,  hear!"] 
It  was  used  on  that  occasion  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin) ;  but  I  had  not  in- 
tended to  quote  him  in  regard  to  it  had 
he  not  invited  me  by  his  cheer.  It 
was,  however,  used  by  others,  who  may 
be  considered  as  representative  men  of 
the  Party.  Lord  Salisbury  described 
that  Bill  as  bribing  one  class  by  plun* 
dering  another.  He  said—**  You  are 
bribing  one  class  and  plundering  an- 
other, and  you  are  setting  an  example 
easily  followed."  Lord  Cairns  used 
much  the  same  language.  He  spoke 
candidly,  and  said,  "You  allow  me 
the  option  of  purchasing  my  own 
property" — words  which  themselves  im- 
ply confiscation.  Indeed,  he  quoted 
with  praise  a  declaration  from  a  certain 
publication,  that  there  would  be  no  set- 
tlement of  the  question  without  some- 
thing which  would  be  called  confiscation. 
[**Hear,  hear!"]  Well,  I  am  very 
glad  that  I  am  not  mis-stating  anything 
as  regards  the  case.  ** Confiscation" 
was  the  word  applied  to  the  leading 
enactments  of  the  Land  Bill  of  1870. 
Did  the  Land  Act,  when  it  became  the 
law  of  the  land,  confiscate  the  property 
of  the  landlords?  Did  it  injure  the 
property  of  the  landlords  ?  We  affirm, 
on  the  contrary,  and  upon  evidence,  that 
it  improved  the  property  of  the  land- 
lords. [^Dts8ent.'\  A  shake  of  the  head 
is  less  authoritative  than  the  Beturns 
made  of  authentic  transactions  in  Courts 
of  Justice  ;  and  authentic  transactions  in 
an  Irish  Court  of  Justice  from  year  to 
year  show  us  two  things.  In  ^e  first 
place,  the  rents  have  increased  under 
the  action  of  the  Land  Act.  I  am  not 
speaking  now  of  undue  increase ;  I  would 
say  rents  have  grown  under  the  action 
of  the  Land  Act.  And,  in  the  second 
place,  upon  the  increased  rents,  with  the 
larger  rental,  a  larger  number  of  years* 
purchase  has  been  obtained  where  the 
property  has  come  into  the  market.  And 
that.  Sir,  has  been  the  end  of  the  charge 
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of  confiscation  with  respect  to  the  Land 
Act. 

But  I  humbly  think  there  have  been 
oases  much  more  like  confiscation  than 
the  Land  Act.  I  find  a  case  in  my  own 
experience  in  1874,  though  it  was  on  a 
more  limited  scale :  I  refer  to  the  con- 
fiscation of  the  advowsons  in  Scotland 
under  the  Church  Patronage  Act,  I 
mentioned  it  at  the  time,  and  I  never 
knew  a  clearer  case  in  my  life.  I 
allude  to  the  confiscation  of  advow- 
sons in  the  Church  of  Scotland  under 
the  Church  Patronage  Act.  Bat  that  is 
a  small  matter.  Confiscation  has  oome 
nearer  to  Ireland  in  previous  legislation. 
When,  in  a  country  where  it  is  now 
admitted  that  the  improvements  upon 
the  holdings  are,  as  a  rule,  the  work  of 
the  tenants,  we  allowed  and  encouraged 
the  landlord  to  carry  those  improve- 
ments into  the  market  and  to  self  them 
for  his  own  benefit  —  then,  indeed, 
there  was  something  like  confiscation. 
I  never  heard.  Sir,  on  that  occasion  that 
the  Members  for  the  University  of  Dub- 
lin or  anyone  else  belonging  to  their 
Party  was  scandalized  at  the  proceed- 
ings of  Parliament.  It  was  a  most  nn- 
forttmate  and  deplorable  business.  I 
do  not  say,  and  I  do  not  believe,  that 
those  who  made  the  recommendations 
which  led  to  it — the  Members  of  the 
Devon  Commission — were  actuated  by 
any  evil  motive.  I  believe  it  was  a  sheer 
error,  arising  out  of  a  sheer  want  of  re- 
gard for  existing  facts.  But  I  want  to 
point  it  out  as  teaching  a  lesson  of  cau- 
tion and  circumspection  to  those  who  so 
freely  and  so  readily  use  these  hard 
words  and  cast  them  at  the  head  of 
men  who  also  consider  that  to  propose 
principles  of  confiscation  would  be  a  dis- 
grace— a  disgrace  to  the  Ministers  who 
suggested  and  the  Parliament  which 
would  tolerate  them  for  a  moment. 

I  own  that  I  go  myself  further  than 
what  I  have  stated  with  regard  to  the 
Encumbered  Estates  Act.  By  it  we  have 
established  a  system  in  Ireland,  during 
the  present  century,  which  essentially 
altered  the  position  of  the  Irish  ten- 
ant without  his  permission — I  mav  say 
without  his  knowledge.  The  old  sys- 
tem of  the  Irish  law  made  it  hardly 
practicable  for  a  landlord,  without  the 
greatest  delay  and  difficulty,  to  put 
into  force  extreme  measures  against 
the  tenant.  I  do  not  make  that  state- 
ment upon  feeble  or  doubtAil  authority. 
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I  mnlve  it  on  the  statement  of  a  Pre- 
amble of  an  Act  which  altered  that  state 
of  things.  The  Act  of  1816,  which  did 
that,  recited  in  its  Preamble  that  such 
were  the  expenses  and  delays  of  eject- 
ment that  it  was  entirely  and  absolutely 
impracticable  as  a  remedy.  We  must 
not,  therefore,  refuse  to  look  at  the  fact 
that  if  the  recital  of  that  Preamble  be 
trae,  there  was  a  permanence  and  se- 
curity of  tenure  then  attaching  to  the 
Irish  tenant  which  you  have  since  taken 
away.  He  has  never  acquiesced  in  that 
abstraction  of  such  security  which  he 
possessed  and  enjoyed ;  he  has  main- 
tained against  it  a  continual  protest ;  he 
has  certainly  not  allowed  it  to  lapse  into 
abeyance.  What  I  wish  to  say  is  that 
we  are  endeavouring,  and  it  is  time  to 
endeavour,  to  establish  the  order  of  some- 
thing like  equal  justice  in  Ireland  in 
these  matters  ;  and  that  those  who  plead 
on  bebalf  of  landlords — and  they  have 
a  perfect  right  to  plead  against  anything 
that  they  thmk  trespasses  on  those  rights 
— should  recollect  what  is  due  to  others 
who  have  so  long  suffered  from  a  course 
of  legislation  continued  through  gene- 
ration after  generation,  endured  too  long 
without  complaint,  and  now  resulting  in 
diCBculties  with  which  we  are  endeavour- 
ing to  cope,  and  in  the  endeavour  to  cope 
with  which  I  think  we  are  entitled  to  some 
tittle  of  consideration  on  the  part  of  this 
House. 

Now,  first,  with  regard  to  the  charges 
of  confiscation.  I  will  only  say  that 
the  Oovemment  cannot  admit  that  they 
make  any  confiscation,  or  in  any  way 
approach  confiscation,  in  this  Bill,  and 
are  not  prepared  in  consequence  to 
admit  any  plea  for  compensation.  The 
proof  of  confiscation  —  the  proof  of 
damage  resulting  from  the  action  of  the 
Legislature — is  the  very  first  step  that 
must  be  taken  and  that  must  be  esta- 
blished beyond  doubt  before  the  House 
can  fairly  be  called  upon  to  consider 
whether  it  will  grant  compensation  or 
not.  In  1846  the  Irish  landlord  was 
not  inconsiderably  compensated  at  the 
time  of  the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws, 
notwithstanding  the  enormous  benefits 
conferred  upon  him  by  Sir  Kobert  Peel 
in  that  meabure.  There  was  not  a  single 
commodity  reared  in  Ireland  for  export 
that  has  not  increased  in  price  under  the 
action  of  Free  Trade,  and  yet  for  the 
ohanfl;e  that  brought  about  those  results 
the  Imh  luidlonu  were  compensated  by 


the  transfer  of  a  moiety  of  the  charge 
for  the  Constabulary  to  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  a  moiety  which  then,  I  think, 
amounted  to  £300,000  or  £400,000,  but 
now  amounts  to  more  than  £1,000,000. 
I  will  now  pass  from  the  question  of 
confiscation  and  compensation,  and  come 
to  the  Bill. 

Now  I  wish  to  observe.  Sir,  that  I 
have  never  known  a  case  of  bo  large 
a  measure  debated  for  such  a  length 
of  time  of  which  so  few  points  have 
been  brought  into  serious  discussion. 
The  points  that  have  been  brought 
into  serious  discussion,  in  very  different 
degrees,  are,  as  far  as  I  know,  these. 
We  have  heard  much  of  fair  rents,  and 
we  have  had  reference  to  the  question  of 
arrears.  On  the  question  of  arrears  I 
will  say  nothing,  except  that  it  is  an 
important  question;  but  there  will  be 
no  advantage,  indeed  there  would  be  a 
difficulty,  in  dealing  with  it  in  detail  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  In  the 
same  way,  another  bye-question  which 
we  have  considered,  and  the  result  of 
which  consideration  appears  in  the  Bill 
— but  it  may  be  worthy,  nothwithstand- 
ing,  of  further  consideration — is  the 
question  of  current  leases.  That  also 
is  evidently  a  question  which,  in  my 
opinion,  ought  to  be  reserved  for  the 
Committee  on  the  Bill.  Another  ques- 
tion. Sir,  that  has  been  repeatedly  raised 
has  been  the  apparent  unfairness  and 
hardship  of  refusing  to  the  landlords,  as 
it  is  said,  the  power  to  go  into  the  Court. 
That  is  certainly  an  obvious  and  plausible 
question.  If  you  permit  the  tenant  to  come 
intoyour  Court,  why  do  you  not  permit  the 
landlord  ?  That  question  seems  to  have 
caused  much  difficulty,  and  one  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  the  Member  for 
Antrim  (Mr.  Macnaghten),  was  so  struck 
with  the  force  of  that  question  that  he 
said  he  should  propose  that  the  landlord 
should  be  permitted  to  go  into  Court. 
But  how  did  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber propose  to  do  so  ?  His  speech  was 
characterized  by  great  critical  and  logical 
power.  But  he  proposed  to  give  an 
experimental  proof  of  his  constructive 
powers,  and  that  was  a  much  more 
aangerous  task.  He  said  it  was  a  hard 
case  that  a  landlord  having  150  tenants 
should  be  liable  to  150  suits.  What  he 
proposes  is  this — **  I  will  let  the  land- 
lord go  into  Court  and  exhibit  to  the 
Court  the  state  of  his  rents,  and  get 
from  the  Court  a  certificate  that  his 
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rents  are  fair.  But  the  landlord  must 
undertake  not  to  raise  his  rents  for  a 
certain  number  of  years."  Did  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  who  is  a 
lawyer,  propose  that  that  proceeding 
should  take  place  behind  the  back  of 
the  tenant?  [Mr.  Macxaghten:  Cer- 
tainly not.]  That  is  the  answer  I  get. 
I  am  glad  to  find  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  when  under  criti- 
cism, is  not  insensible  to  comment. 
He  means  then  that  there  must  be 
notice  to  the  tenant.  Very  good.  The 
consequence  is  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  proposes,  by  way  of  giving 
favour  to  tne  landlord,  that  he  shall 
have  150  suits  on  at  the  same  time,  in 
order  that  he  may  be  rewarded  by  the 
privilege  of  having  the  rent  established, 
which  rent  he  must  not  raise  for  a 
certain  number  of  years.  I  cannot  con- 
ceive that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was  serious  in  making  such  a  pro- 
posal as  that  the  landlord  should  be 
allowed  to  come  as  a  privilege  into  Court 
and  raise  the  question  of  increasing 
every  rent  on  his  estate. 

But,  Sir,  we  have  proceeded  on  an 
entirely  opposite  principle — the  prin- 
ciple of  disturbing  nothing  that  we 
could  avoid  disturbing,  and  of  leaving 
outside  the  Court  and  the  action  of  the 
Court  all  those  who  are  willing  to  be 
80  left,  in  order  that  they  may  settle 
their  affairs  without  the  intervention  of 
the  Court.  That  is  the  frame  of  the  Bill. 
The  Bill  does  not  open  the  Court  to  the 
whole  tenantry  of  Ireland ;  it  leaves  the 
initiative  of  going  before  the  Court 
to  the  landlord.  But  still  that  is  not 
an  answer  to  the  question.  Why  not 
allow  the  landlord  to  go  into  Court  ?  In 
the  first  place,  you  are  entirely  mistaken 
in  the  idea  that  the  landlord  has  no 
power  to  go  into  Court.  That  is  a 
mistake  made  by  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  have  made  eloquent  speeches  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  evidently  with- 
out having  read  beyond  the  first  page 
of  the  Bill.  Now,  Sir,  what  is  the  inte- 
rest of  the  landlord  in  this  matter  ?  Bis 
interest,  in  the  first  place,  lies  in  keeping 
up  his  rent  to  a  fair  and  just  standard. 
That  interest  is  secured  to  him  by  giving 
him  the  power  of  raising  his  rent,  and 
throwing  it  upon  the  tenant  to  go  into 
Court  in  order  to  obtain  a  judicial  rent 
against  him.  Some  people  say — **  Why 
don't  you  allow  the  landlord,  to  escape 
the  odium  of  raising  of  rent  by  obtain- 
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ing  a  judicial  sentence  from  the  Court  ?  •* 
They  think  —  it  is  the  first  time  I 
ever  heard  it— that  any  landlord  in  this 
country  believes  that  he  is  diminishing 
the  odium  of  some  proceeding  that  he 
takes  against  a  tenant  in  his  own  inte- 
rest by  founding  upon  it  a  lawsuit  in 
which  he  involves  the  tenant.  The  fact 
is,  that  so  far  from  diminishing  odium, 
he  would,  in  my  opinion,  largely  in- 
crease  it,  when  he  mingles  the  action  of 
the  Court  with  his  own  pressure  upon 
the  tenant. 

Then,  again,  there  is  the  interest  of  the 
landlord,  if  he  wishes  to  avoid  the  risk  of 
having  a  tenant  rack-rented,  not  only 
in  his  own  rent,  but  in  the  tenant  right 
for  which  he  pays  to  the  outgoing  tenant. 
The  landlord  may  fairly  plead — at  any 
rate,  the  Bill  admits  it — that  the  tenant 
right  may  rack-rent  the  incoming  tenant 
as  much  as  an  extravagant  rent.  Be  it 
right  or  wrong,  we  have  provided  in  the 
Bill  for  that,  and  all  that  we  have  heard 
of  successive  sales  of  tenant  ri^ht — rising 
one  above  another— is  utterly  inappli- 
cable to  the  Bill.  The  1st  clause  of  the 
Bill  provides  for  it.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
who  have  spoken  on  this  subject  have 
only  read  the  first  limb  of  the  first  sen- 
tence of  the  1st  clause.  It  says  that  the 
tenant  shall  be  allowed  to  sell  his  tenant 
right  for  the  best  price  that  he  can  ob- 
tain. Hon.  Gentlemen  read  so  far,  and 
no  farther.  But  if  they  went  on,  they 
would  find  that  the  tenant  is  required  to 
give  notice  to  the  landlord,  and  the  land- 
lord, on  receiving  that  notice,  may  agree 
with  the  tenant  on  the  amount  of  the 
tenant  right  that  the  outgoing  man  is  to 
receive ;  and,  if  he  cannot  agree  with  the 
tenant,  he  may  take  him  into  the  Court 
for  the  purpose.  Thus  the  two  items  of 
the  landlord's  interest  are  secured — his 
interest  as  to  the  rent,  by  his  power  of 
raising  the  rent ;  his  interest  as  to  the 
tenant  right,  by  his  power  of  taking  the 
tenant  into  Court.  But  it  may  be  said — 
•*  Why  don't  you  give  him  a  wider  power 
still,  and  allow  him  always  to  go  into 
Court?"  That  is  a  fair  question  for 
discussion,  and  we  have  well  considered 
it.  But  I  think  the  House  will  probably 
agree  in  our  conclusion  that  the  wiser 
courseis  that  which  we  have  adopted.  In 
the  strange  state  of  things  which  has  pre- 
vailed in  Ireland  the  Court  has  been 
looked  upon  as  a  sort  of  Paradise  into 
which  everybod  V  would  rush.  That  is  not 
our  view  at  all  in  the  matter.    We  con- 
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ceire  tHat  the  action  of  the  Court  must 
impose  considerable  burdens  on  small 
owners  who  cannot  undertake  to  pay  the 
expenses  of  civil  litigation;  and  the 
expenses  of  civil  litigation,  however  you 
may  control  them,  must  be  severely  felt 
by  the  poor  man  and  the  small  man. 
To  the  landlord  the  expenses  frequently 
may  be  light;  to  the  tenant  they  may 
be  very  severe.  But,  be  it  understood, 
it  is  in  the  indiscriminate  power  of 
the  landlord  to  go  into  Court.  Let  that 
matter  bo  argued  in  Committee  if  there 
is  any  question  about  it.  We  shall  hear 
what  is  to  be  said,  with  perfect  willing- 
ness to  be  convinced  if  good  and  suffi- 
cient reasons  can  be  given ;  but  we  have 
not  acted  without  reason  or  considera- 
tion in  the  course  we  have  taken.  I 
have  shown  also  that  it  is  totally  in- 
accurate to  say  that  the  landlord  has  no 
power  of  going  into  Court,  because,  in 
the  matter  of  tenant  right,  which  he 
can  check  in  no  other  way,  this  Bill 
authorizes  him  to  go  into  the  Court. 
[An  hon.  Member:  Where?]  In  the 
3rd  sub-section  of  the  1st  clause  it 
ia  stated  that,  on  receiving  notice,  the 
landlord  may  purchase  the  tenancy  for 
such  amount  as  may  be  agreed  upon,  or, 
in  the  event  of  disagreement,  as  may  be 
settled  by  the  Court.  The  resort  to  the 
Court  is  there  as  clearly  indicated  as  can 
be.  [Sir  R.  Assheton  Ckoss  :  When  is 
that  power  given?]  When  there  is  a 
change  of  tenancy.  The  1st  clause 
Bays — 

*'  On  recexring  such  notice  the  landlord  may 
porchaae  the  tenancy  for  such  sum  as  may  be 
agreed  upon,  or,  in  the  event  of  disagreement, 
may  be  settled  by  the  Court  to  be  the  value 
thereof.'* 

That  contemplates  most  distinctly  the 
case  when  the  tenancy  passes  from  one 
person  to  another ;  but  I  do  not  believe 
the  words  convey  that  it  is  to  be  a  re- 
sumption of  the  land  by  permanent  pos- 
session on  the  part  of  the  landlord.  The 
landlord  may  agree  with  the  tenant  upon 
the  sum  to  be  paid  for  the  purchase,  or 
he  mav  have  the  sum  fixed  by  the  Court. 
And  now  I  will  take  the  question  of 
the  constitution  of  the  Court.  I  own  this 
matter  has  received  from  one  of  the 
Members  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
such  discussion  in  detail  as  I  have  hardl v 
ever  known  eiven  upon  the  second  read- 
ing of  a  Bill,  and  with  a  warmth  and 
▼ehamence  such  as  I  have  scarcely  ever 
s«en  exceeded  even  by  him.    This  is  a 


matter  necessarily  of  detail,  for  con- 
sideration and  adjustment.  The  state 
of  the  case  is  this — I  am  bound  to  make 
an  admission.  In  one  point  this  Bill, 
for  which,  I  think,  the  draftsman  cannot 
be  too  much  praised,  whatever  judgment 
its  authors  may  deserve,  does  not  exactly 
correspond  with  our  intention.  Our  in- 
tention was  to  give  an  option  of  passing 
by  the  Civil  Bifi  Court,  if  it  was  decidea 
so  to  act ;  but  it  was  idso  thought  there 
should  be  power  of  going  into  the  Civil 
Bill  Court.  The  tenant,  we  thought, 
should  have  the  power,  if  he  pleased,  of 
going  to  the  Commission,  or  the  agent 
of  the  Commission,  at  once.  I  put  it 
respectfully  to  hon.  Gentlemen,  whether 
it  is  desirable  to  go  further  than  that  ? 
I  am  not  now  raising  the  question  of 
the  arrangements  to  be  made  for  the 
conduct  of  proceeding^  in  the  Civil 
Bill  Courts  ;  but  I  submit  it  would  not 
have  been  wise  wholly  to  pass  by  a 
body  of  gentlemen  who  have  had  an  op- 
portunity under  the  Land  Act  of  acquir- 
ing a  mass  of  experience  such  as  is  not 
possessed  by  any  other  body  of  gentle- 
men in  Ireland.  I  will  go  one  step 
further,  and  say  I  cannot  for  myself — it 
may  be  owing  to  my  ignorance— think, 
upon  the  figures,  that  the  result  of  ac- 
tions in  the  Civil  Bill  Court  have  been 
very  discreditable.  Hon.  Gentlemen  who 
are  lawyers  will  be  able  to  form  a  much 
better  j  udgment  than  I  can  in  this  matter ; 
but  I  invite  attention  to  these  facts.  For 
the  four  years  previous  to  1877 — before 
that  time  we  have  no  available  account 
— we  have  the  number  of  land  claims 
which  were  entered  before  the  Court. 
These  claims  were  1,688.  The  appeals 
tried  from  these  cases  were  212.  The 
judgments  confirmed  were  140,  and,  so 
far  as  I  can  make  out  from  the  figures, 
there  were  50  judgments  which  have 
been  reversed,  upon  a  total  of  1,688 
cases  tried — that  is  to  say,  3  per  cent, 
which  means  that  32  out  of  every  33 
men  who  came  before  the  Civil  Bill 
Court  had  justice  done  to  them.  I 
cannot  suppose  that  will  be  considered  a 
very  unsatisfactory  result.  I  can  hardly 
think  the  Court  deserves  the  severity  of 
judgment  which  has  been  pronounced 
by  some.  Great  fault  is  found  with  the 
Bill  because  of  what  it  is  said  may  be 
done  by  our  Commissioner  or  by  his 
deputv,  and  the  most  dreadful  pictures 
have  been  painted  of  the  consequences 
of  placing  power  in  the  hands  of  incom- 
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petent  men.  We  shall  be  very  glad 
to  hear  in  Committee  of  any  safej^uard 
that  can  be  provided ;  but  the  House 
will  bear  in  mind  this  fact.  It  is  hardly 
possible,  however,  to  forecEist  the  details 
of  the  probable  transactions  under  this 
Bill.  No  one  can  tell  where  they  will 
rise — ^how  they  will  rise — in  what  part 
of  the  country  they  will  rise. 

This  leads  me  to  another  remark 
on  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Antrim.  He  complained 
that  the  Bill  was  not  sufficiently  elas- 
tic. How  does  he  propose  to  make 
it  more  elastic  in  this  matter  of  the 
Court  ?  He  said,  Why  do  you  not 
appoint  two  Commissioners  for  each 
Province  ?  How  do  we  know  what  will 
be  requisite  for  each  Province  ?  In  one 
Province  there  may  be  little  or  no  de- 
mand. In  Leinster  and  Ulster,  for  ex- 
ample, it  is  possible  the  demand  will  be 
very  different  from  what  it  will  be  in 
the  other  Provinces.  What  we  propose 
is,  not  that  a  multitude  of  public  offi- 
cers shall  be  created  before  we  know 
whether  there  shall  be  any  duties  for 
them  to  perform,  but  that  officers  of  the 
Court  may  be  appointed  as  necessity 
arises  and  according  to  the  measure  of 
the  necessity.  So  much  for  certain  of 
the  points  raised.  And  as  to  the  very 
important  point  of  a  fair  rent,  one  of  the 
Members  of  the  University  of  Dublin 
condemns  our  proposal  as  undoubted 
confiscation  tempered  and  flavoured  with 
cowardice  ;  while  other  hon.  Gentlemen, 
more  moderate  in  their  mode  of  looking 
at  the  measure,  think  that  the  words  wo 
have  used  are  defective  and  even  dan- 
gerous. I  see  the  senior  Member  for 
Sie  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket) 
in  his  place,  and  I  must  pay  him  a  de- 
served compliment.  I  do  not  think  it 
was  possible  to  submit  arguments  more 
calmly,  clearly,  or  more  fairly  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  than  he  did. 

Let  me  endeavour  to  go  through  the 
points  of  this  question,  and,  in  doing 
so,  I  shall  make  another  more  agreeable 
reference  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Antrim.  He  made  a  remark 
with  which  I,  for  one,  most  cordially 
agree.  He  said  the  very  terms  **  fair 
rent"  conveyed  their  own  meaning. 
They  are  reaUy  the  charter  of  those  who 
are  interested  in  fair  rents ;  but  it  is  a 
question,  and  a  very  difficult  question,  to 
know  how  far  we  can  go  in  develop- 
ment, in  restriction,  and  in  direction.    I 
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have  to  admit,  however,  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  not  very  proud  of  their  work- 
manship in  this  portion  of  their  under- 
taking, and  I  hope  it  may  be  amended, 
and  materially  amended,  in  Committee. 
But,  at  the  present  moment,  my  wish  ia 
to  draw  in  the  clearest  manner  a  dis- 
tinction between  that  which  is  essential 
and  that  which  is  secondaiy  and  acci- 
dental in  this  clause.  And  nere  I  must 
complain  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  late  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Gibson).  He  holds  that, 
according  to  the  best  legal  construction, 
the  proceedings  of  the  Court  would  be 
carried  on  thus :  a  certain  rent  would  be 
fixed,  and  then  a  tenant-right  outside 
Ulster  equivalent  to  seven  years*  rent 
will  be  deducted  from  that  original  rent. 
Now  we  protest  altogether  against  that 
method  of  deduction ;  it  is  not  the 
manner,  so  far  as  I  know,  in  which  these 
things  are  conducted  in  Ireland  now. 
In  this  very  difficult  business  it  is  some 
comfort  to  recollect  that  this  subject  of 
rents  is  not  new  to  Irish  lawyers  and 
Irish  Judges ;  in  Ulster  it  has  been 
before  them  for  some  time,  and  in  other 
parts  of  Ireland  it  has  come  before  them 
in  cases  of  eviction  under  the  operation 
of  the  Land  Act.  I  must  go  a  little  fur- 
ther and  complain  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  not  only  put  a 
construction  upon  the  clause  by  interpo- 
lating words  of  his  own  into  it  that  are 
not  there,  but  he  then  went  on  to  ex- 
hibit his  own  method  in  a  supposed  case, 
stating  his  argument  on  an  altogether 
fallacious  basis.  He  imagined  a  case  in 
which  he  supposed  the  fair  rent  in  the 
market  was  £24.  The  fair  rent  in  the 
market !  That  was  his  starting-point  in 
this  great  argument ;  but  that  starting- 
point  is  poisoned  with  a  fallacy  &om 
the  beginning.  Our  whole  contentiou 
is,  that  these  words,  applied  to  Ireland 
generally — **a  fair  rent  in  the  market" 
— are  words  involving  a  contradicion  in 
terms,  for  the  rent  in  the  market  is  not 
a  fair  rent.  Consequently,  eveiything 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man founded  upon  that  fallacious  as- 
sumption was  as  fallacious  as  the  assump- 
tion from  which  he  started.  The  essence 
of  this  clause  really  must  be  considered 
apart  from  particular  words  which  one 
person  or  another  may  desire  to  add 
to  the  description  of  that  essence.  I 
believe  we  were  right  in  requiring  that 
the  Court  shall  hear  and  taxe  into  oca* 
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Bideration  all  the  oircumstances  of  the 
case.  Beyond  that,  what  we  feel  is 
this :  there  is  one  circumstance  of  the 
case  BO  important,  so  paramount  for 
every  settlement  of  the  question,  that  we 
must  take  notice  of  it,  and  that  is  the 
tenant's  interest.  We  cannot  leave  that 
oovered  up  by  any  general  expression  of 
**  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case."  We 
are  bound  to  point  to  the  tenant's  interest. 
Now  no  one  can  say,  I  think,  that  there 
has  been  any  reticence  on  the  part  of 
the  Goyemraent  as  to  what  the  interest 
of  the  tenant  is.  My  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  said  most  truly  that  if  you  were 
to  admit  this  doctrine  of  deduction  it 
would  be  a  deduction  from  the  top  mar- 
ket rent,  and  not  from  the  fair  rent. 
Now,  supposing  the  case  of  a  top  mar- 
ket rent  in  Ireland,  what  does  that  in- 
clude as  a  general  rule?  In  the  first 
place,  it  includes  annual  payment  for  the 
value  of  the  tenant's  improvements,  and 
that  is  the  first  and  the  greatest  element 
of  legitimate  tenant  right.  In  the  second 
place,  it  includes  the  excess  which  is 
found  in  open  biddings  for  holdings  in 
Ireland,  in  consequence  of  the  scarcity 
of  land  as  compared  with  the  demand 
for  it— just  as  in  buying  a  curiosity  in 
this  country,  simply  because  the  article 
is  rare,  the  buyer  will  go  far  beyond  the 
intrinsic  value  in  the  price  he  gives,  so, 
under  the  necessity  of  a  much  sterner 
order  in  Ireland  in  bidding  for  land,  the 
bidder  is  ready  to  give  more  than  he 
really  ought  to  give,  or  can  properly 
afford  to  give — and  that  excess  in 
bidding  for  the  land,  owin^  to  the 
scarcity  of  land  in  Ireland,  is  the  se- 
cond and  remaining  element  of  tenant 
right. 

And  here  I  come  to  the  very  fair  and 
pertinent  question  of  the  senior  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  {Mr. 
Plunket).  I  say  that  neither  of  these 
elements  of  value  belongs  to  the  land- 
lord. Both  of  them  form  constituent 
parts  of  the  tenant  right,  and  those 
taken  together  may  be  said  very  fairly. 
in  general  terms,  to  constitute  that 
which  the  tenant  has  to  sell.  Now 
it  has  been  supposed  to  be  absurd  to 
make  any  reference  in  this  matter  to  the 
compensation  for  disturbance  and  for 
improvements  under  the  Land  Act,  and 
I  admit,  as  the  clause  now  stands,  the 
words  have  too  exclusive  prominence 
given  to  them.     They  stand  as  if  they 


were  the  only  thing  to  be  looked  at  out- 
side Ulster,  at  all  events,  as  requiring 
definite  notice,  whereas  they  are  not. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  hon.  Gentlemen 
must  recollect  that  these  words  are 
most  important  and  operative  words 
under  the  Land  Act  of  1870.  Under 
that  Act,  as  it  passed  this  House  and 
went  to  the  House  of  Lords,  it  stood 
thus — that  no  yearly  tenant  could  be 
evicted  from  his  holding  without  being 
compensated  for  his  improvements  and 
for  disturbance,  on  a  scale  with  a 
maximum  of  seven  years.  Well,  the 
effect  of  that  was  that  the  Act,  as  it 
went  from  this  House,  permitted  assign- 
ment, and  that  assignment  constituted 
tenant  right.  I  challenge  contradiction 
to  that  statement.  The  place  of  a  man 
whose  holding  was  the  means  of  liveli- 
hood was  a  thing  worth  paying  for,  and 
the  people  are  willing  to  pay  for  it.  The 
complaint  is  that  they  only  pay  too 
much  ;  and  when  we  said  to  the  holders 
of  land — **  We  will  fortify  your  position 
by  taking  care  that  you  shall  not  be  re- 
moved from  it,"  we  gave  them  virtually 
the  tenant  right,  and  a  real  interest  in 
the  holding.  But  what  was  done  in  the 
House  of  Lords  ?  A  prohibition  to  as- 
sign. Although,  however,  the  property 
was  made  inalienable,  though  the  pri- 
vilege of  alienation  was  unfortunately 
taken  away,  yet  the  property  itself  re- 
mains ;  and  upon  cases  of  eviction  how 
is  the  thing  worked?  I  am  not  now 
speaking  of  eviction  for  non-payment 
of  rent,  but  of  those  cases,  happily,  I 
believe,  not  very  numerous,  where  the 
eviction  has  been  of  a  more  arbitrary 
kind.  In  those  cases  what  happens  is 
this  : — The  landlord  has  evicted,  the 
tenant  claimed  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance, the  landlord  looked  out  for 
another  tenant ;  that  other  tenant,  and 
not  the  landlord,  has  paid  to  the  outgoing 
man  the  compensation  for  disturbance ; 
and  that  is  the  basis  of  the  tenant  right. 
Depend  upon  it,  under  the  operation  of 
the  Land  Act  there  have  been  at  work 
causes  which,  gradually  but  surely,  have 
tended  to  the  distinct  development  of  a 
system  of  tenant  right  in  all  agricultural 
holdings  of  Ireland;  and  not  only  so, 
but  have  tended  to  give  to  that  tenant 
right  a  form,  corresponding  in  the  main 
to  the  compensation  for  disturbance  and 
compensation  for  improvements. 

I  nave  explained,  therefore,  what  the 
tenant  has  to  transfer.     I  say  he  has  to 
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transfer  these  improvements;  and  if  he  is 
in  a  position  fortified  by  compensation  for 
disturbance,  his  holding  being  a  means 
of  livelihood,  which  it  is  worth  another 
man's  while  to  pay  for,  he  has  got  this 
apart  from  the  landlord ;  and  it  is  perfectly 
fair  and  just  that  you  should  not  inter- 
pose any  obstacle.  Therefore,  in  ourview, 
the  tenant  right  in  Ireland  is  made  up  of 
elements  neither  of  which  belongs  to^the 
landlord,  and  which  no  landlord  except 
an  unjust  landlord,  and  the  case  I  trust 
is  exceptional,  endeavours  to  convert  to 
his  own  profit.  But  an  unjust  landlord 
must  be  prepared  to  be  interfered  with. 
We  will  not  undertake  to  respect  the 
use  he  has  made  of  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances of  the  country,  and  of  the  long 
and  favourable  presumptions  of  the 
Legislature  towards  him,  or  allow  his 
doin^  less  than  justice  to  those  who 
stand  towards  him  in  the  relation  of 
social  inferiors  and  dependents. 

I  trust,  then,  it  will  be  understood 
that,  in  considering  tenant  right,  these, 
and  these  only,  are  the  elements  which, 
so  far  as  our  views  go,  the  Court  will 
be  entitled  to  exact.  We  assert  dis- 
tinctly and  maintain  that  such  is  the 
legitimate  basis  of  tenant  right  over 
and  above  improvements ;  but  we  assert 
also  that  that  is  an  element  which 
forms  no  part  whatever  of  a  landlord's 
legitimate  rent,  and  which  consequently 
is  not  to  be  deducted  from  the  rent,  and 
constitutes  no  interference  with  it  at  all. 
I  will  not  enter  into  further  detail  on 
this  question.  We  shall  have  other  op- 
portunities of  doing  so. 

The  principles  of  this  Bill  I  have 
never  heard  once  described  in  any 
speech  from  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  during  this  debate.  Every  ob- 
servation that  has  been  made  has  gone, 
as  it  has  appeared  to  me,  upon  bye- 

Eoints — ^for  I  call  just  and  fair  rent, 
owever  vital  it  may  be,  a  bye-point.  If 
we  admit  fair  rent,  you  will,  I  hope, 
hold  us  to  give  a  substantial  meaning  to 
those  words;  but  it  is  a  bye- point.  But 
the  principles  of  the  Bill  I  have  heard 
excellently  described  by  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  have  studied  the  Bill  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton)  per- 
fectly comprehended  it.  The  basis  of  it 
lies'in  the  land  scarcity  of  Ireland,  and 
its  principle  is  this — in  the  first  place,  a 
frank  acceptance  of  the  Irish  custom, 
and  especially  this  custom  of   tenant 

Mr.  GhdsUme 


right.  And  now  I  am  g^ng  to  make  an 
observation — not  dogmatically  ;  but  I 
must  say  that,  in  my  reading  about  land 
in  Ireland,  it  has  often  occurred  to  me 
that  the  truly  wise  landlord  in  Ireland 
was  the  man  who  not  only  was  liberal 
to  his  tenants,  but  who  gave  to  that 
liberality  a  form  and  method  of  appli- 
cation adapted  to  the  usages  of  the 
country.  I  do  firmly  believe  that  there 
are  many  wise,  good,  and  enlightened 
landlords  in  Ireland,  using  those  words 
in  the  general  sense,  who  have  freely 
spent  money  and  parted  with  money  tar 
the  sake  of  what  they  thought  doing 
their  duty,  but  who  would  have  done 
their  duty  more  profitably  for  them- 
selves, and  more  advantageously  to  the 
country,  if  they  had  been  less  intent 
upon  importing  exotic  habits  into  the 
country,  and  more  inclined  to  allow  the 
people  to  work  according  to  their  usages 
and  traditions.  At  any  rate,  I  hope 
hon.  Gentlemen  will  see  from  our  point 
of  view  that  nothing  is  so  plain  as  the 
duty  of  accepting  the  principle  of  tenant 
right.  I  cannot  say  with  wnat  satisfac- 
tion I  listened  to  the  able  speech  of  my 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Barnstaple 
(Viscount  Lymington)  upon  this  subject. 
ELis  father.  Lord  Portsmouth,  is  one  of 
those  who  tell  you  plainly,  as  I  under- 
stand him,  that  he  does  not  come  before 
you  in  the  character  of  a  martyr  or  a 
victim.  He  does  not  say  he  has  suffered 
by  his  practice  to  his  tenants  ;  but  he  has 
said  that  the  frank  allowance  of  tenant 
right  has  been  most  profitable  to  him* 
self.  That  has  been  the  result  of  uni- 
versal experience  in  Ireland,  and  it  is 
established  by  the  experience  of  Ulster. 
Whatever  you  may  say  of  the  extensive 
and  almost  unintelligible  prices  which 
are  sometimes  obtained  there  for  tenant 
right,  it  is  undeniable  that  whereas,  in 
general,  rents  in  Ireland  have  g^wn 
much  more  slowly  than  in  England  or 
Scotland,  the  slowness  of  their  growth 
is  really  to  be  attributed  to  the  insecurity 
of  the  tenant.  Equally  undeniable  is  it 
that  within  Ireland  itself,  if  you  com- 
pare the  growth  in  Ulster,  where  there 
was  tenant  right,  to  the  growth  in  the 
other  three  Provinces,  where  there  was 
none,  it  has  been  far  more  rapid  in 
Ulster;  and  that  is  entirely  owing  to 
the  fact  and  presence  of  tenant  right. 

Some  hon.  Gentlemen  have  referred 
to  speeches  of  mine,  and  have  put  me 
back  to  what  is  a  very  unacceptable 
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task  —  that  of  reading  them  over 
again — but  I  must  say  that  there  is 
only  one  important  particular  in  my 
speeches  of  1870— to  which  I  will  .at 
present  refer — which  I  do  not  strictly 
and  literally  abide  by.  The  principles 
upon  which  we  have  proceeded  are — 
first,  a  perfectly  frank  acceptance  of 
Irish  custom ;  and,  secondly,  what  is 
undoubtedly  a  g^eat  departure  from  the 
principles  of  fr^e  contract — namely,  the 
introduction  of  judicial  authority  to  settle 
a  grievance  between  man  and  man  with 
regard  to  agricultural  holdings.  Sir,  I 
do  not  for  a  moment  disguise  the  mag- 
nitude of  that  proposal.  It  is,  if  I  may 
say  so,  the  one  really  Radical  proposal 
in  this  Bill.  It  is  the  one  and  only 
proposal  that  involves  a  strong  and 
sharp  departure  from  ordinary  principles 
for  the  regulation  of  private  affairs. 
I  do  not  disg^se  it.  But  I  ask  you  to 
observe  this — first,  it  is  required  by 
the  circumstances  of  the  country ;  and, 
secondly,  it  is  limited  by  those  provisions 
which  we  have  introduced,  and  which, 
in  every  case,  though  you  have  not 
thought  fit  to  take  any  notice  of  it,  have 
left  it  open  to  parties  to  return,  when 
they  conveniently  can,  to  the  ordinary 
principles  of  contract. 

Are  we  justified  in  introducing  this 
Itadical  proposal  for  committing  to  a 
Ck>urt  the  regulation  of  these  private 
and  personal  appeals  ?  In  presenting 
this  Bill  to  the  House  I  stated  what 
were  not  the  reasons  which,  in  my 
opinion,  would  justify  it,  and  also  what 
the  reasons  were  which  would.  The 
necessity  which  I  pleaded  was  a  neces- 
sity, in  the  first  place,  arising  from  the 
unprecedented  position  of  Ireland  with 
regard  to  the  pressure  of  the  demand  for 
land  as  compared  with  the  supply ;  and, 
secondly,  the  unfortunate  but  inevit- 
able results  of  the  conduct  of  harsh  and 
grasping  and  even  cruel  landlords,  who, 
though  few  in  proportion  to  the  whole, 
have  it  fatally  in  their  power  to  com- 

fromise  the  best  interests  of  other  men. 
also  quoted  authority — and  I  have 
heard  no  one  from  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House  make  any  reference  to  the 
authorities  under  which  we  are  acting 
— I  also  pointed  out  that  the  Commis- 
sioners had  recommended  the  introduc- 
tion of  this  great  innovation.  I  will 
now  refer  to  one  Commissioner  who  sits 
before  me — namelv,  the  hon.  Member 
for   Mid   Lincolnshire    (Mr.    Chaplin). 


He  is  one  of  the  fathers  of  this  Bill.  Far 
be  it  from  me  to  say  he  has  ever  owned 
it,  or  even  made  the  smallest  confession. 
But  in  ascribing  it  to  him  I  am  doing 
him  an  honour.  He  is  not  aware  of  the 
extent  of  his  connection  with  this  Bill. 
I  will  also  refer  to  two  persons  who, 
when  the  Land  Act  of  1870  was  under 
discussion  in  this  House,  recommended 
the  reference  of  these  matters  to  a  Court. 
One  of  them  is  a  Nobleman  who  is  still 
alive — I  mean  Lord  Winmarleigh.  The 
other  was  the  eminent  man  whose  loss 
you  are — and  I  cannot  wonder  at  it — 
now  deeply  mourning.  In  1870,  Mr. 
Disraeli  said — 

**  If  a  man  without  a  lease,  and  who  had  paid 
his  rent^  is  evicted,  let  his  case  go  before  the 
tribunal  you  shall  appoint ;  let  the  Judge  inves- 
tigate all  the  elements  of  the  equity  of  the  case  ; 
and  let  him  come  to  a  decision  which  on  one 
side  shall  guard  the  tenant  from  coercion,  and, 
on  the  other,  preserve  the  landlord  from  fraud." 
—[3  Hansard,  cxcix.  1821.] 

That,  of  course,  is  the  object  of  the 
new  Court.  Therefore,  you  have  in 
those  words  the  substance  of  this  tre- 
mendous proposal.  I  shall  now  read 
the  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire,  who  has  put  his  hand  to 
this  paragraph — 

**  Bearing  in  mind  the  system  by  which  the 
improvements  and  equipments  of  a  farm  are 
very  generally  the  work  of  the  tenant,  and  the 
fact  that  a  yearly  tenant  is  at  any  time  liable  to 
have  his  rent  raised  by  the  increased  vedue 
given  to  his  holding,  by  the  expenditure  of  his 
capital  and  labour,  legislative  interference  to 

Srotect  him  from  an  arbitrary  increase  of  rent 
oes  not  seem  unnatural,  and  we  are  inclined 
to  think  that  by  the  majority  of  landowners,  a 
measure  properly  framed  to  accomplish  this  end 
would  not  be  objected  to." 

I  understand  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
point  to  what  I  may  call  the  preamble 
of  the  sentence.  [Mr.  Chaplik  :  Bead 
the  next  paragraph.]  I  have  not  got 
it  here ;  but  the  next  paragraph  treats 
of  the  three  '*  F*s,"  and  we  have  not  pro- 
posed the  three  **  F*s."  I  will  come  to 
that  by-and-bye.  The  hon.  Member  is 
quite  justified  in  pointing  out  that  the 
preamble  of  this  sentence  has  reference 
exclusively  to  improvements.  That  is 
quite  true;  but  the  enacting  part  has 
not.  If  the  hon.  Member  had  been 
content  to  say  in  his  Eeport — **  In  con- 
sequence of  the  arbitrary  increase  of  rent 
put  upon  the  improvements  of  the  ten- 
ant, we,  the  Commissioners,  recommend 
that  his  improvements  shall  be  protected 
by  the  intervention  of  a  Court,"  that 
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would  have  been  one  thing.  But  that 
is  not  what  he  has  done.  He  has  re- 
commended the  intervention  of  the  Court 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  all  cases 
of  an  arbitrary  increase  of  rent.  But 
an  arbitrary  increase  of  rent  is  not 
limited  to  the  tenant's  improvements. 
It  includes  the  swallowing  up  of  the  ten- 
ant's interest,  and  taking  advantage  of 
his  property  and  the  state  of  the  mar- 
ket to  get  more  than  the  commodity  is 
worth.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  in  recom- 
mending that  the  tenant  shall  be  pro- 
tected against  an  arbitrary  increase  of 
rent,  without  limiting  that  recommen- 
dation in  the  slightest  degree  to  the 
particular  case  of  improvements,  has 
made  himself  responsible  for  the  great 
and  the  only  violent  recommendation  of 
this  Bill. 

I  admit  the  Commissioners  have 
said  nothing  at  all  excepting  about 
rent.  They  have  said  nothing  about 
tenant  right;  they  have  said  nothing 
about  security  and  fixity  of  tenure.  Did 
the  Commissioners  really  suppose  that 
you  could  bring  in  a  Court  to  determine 
rent  and  entirely  refuse  to  take  cogni- 
zance of  the  question  of  security  of  tenure  ? 
Is  it  possible  to  say — '  *  A  Commission  shall 
determine  the  rent  to-day,  and  the  land- 
lord shall,  if  he  please,  put  out  the  man 
to-morrow?"  The  hon.  Member  will 
not  rise  and  answer  that  question,  al- 
though I  paid  him  the  compliment  of 
ascribing  to  him  the  paternity  of  the 
Bill.  The  hon.  Gentleman  will  see,  if 
you  authorize  the  Court  to  fix  the  rent, 
that  it  necessarily  involves  some  dura- 
tion of  the  rent.  If  you  involve  some 
duration  of  the  rent  you  are  fixing  it, 
and  between  you  and  us  the  difference 
is  only  one  of  degree.  We  have  not 
said  rents  shall  be  perpetual.  We  have 
introduced  provisions  by  which  they 
may  be  re-fixed  from  time  to  time,  as 
circumstances  would  arise.  In  the  same 
way  with  tenant  right,  I  do  not  believe 
the  hon.  Member,  and  I  feel  sure  that 
no  Member  from  Ireland,  will  say  that 
when  a  Court  has  fixed  judicially  the 
rent  of  a  holding  and  given  to  that  rent 
a  certain  term  of  years  through  which 
it  shall  exist  indefeasibly,  except  by  the 
fault  of  the  tenant,  the  tenant's  interest 
should  not  be  an  interest  saleable  in  the 
market.  These  three  things  are  insepa- 
rable. They  are  three  strands  of  one 
cord,  and  they  are  absolutely  indefea- 
sible.    We  have  largely  qualified  them 

Mr.  QlaiiUM 


all ;  but  to  have  attempted  to  deal  with 
one  of  them,  and  not  made  a  connstent 
whole,  would,  in  my  opinion,  have 
proved  totally  unworthy  of  the  great 
question  with  which  we  have  to  deaL 

We  have,  therefore,  I  admit,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  very  grave  circumstances  of 
Ireland,  made  this  great  departure  from 
the  principles  of  free  contract.  But 
with  that  great  departure  we  have  com- 
bined provisions  to  enable  the  parties 
to  return  to  free  contract  when  tliey 
may  find  it  expedient  to  do  so.  And, 
lastly,  one  of  the  principles  of  the  Bill 
is  in  a  set  of  provisions  intended  to 
promote  and  further  the  acquisition  of 
capital  and  of  a  permanent  proprietary 
interest,  and  advances  of  public  money 
for  certain  other  important  purposes. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  must  own 
it  is  with  the  deepest  regret  that  I  have 
observed  the  conduct  of  the  Party  oppo- 
site on  this  occasion.  I  am  very  sonj 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Eloho)  is  not  in 
the  House.  The  Opposition  are  going 
to  support  him  in  the  assertion  that — 

*'The  leading  provisions  of  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Bill  are  in  the  main  economically  nn^ 
sound,  unjust,  and  impolitic." 

My  noble  Friend  delivered  his  speech 
with  such  good  humour,  and  was  him- 
self so  obviously  pleased  with  what 
fell  from  his  lips,  that  it  became  in- 
fectious throughout  the  House.  I  my- 
self was  not  insensible  to  the  charm  of 
it ;  and,  I  must  say,  it  was  an  excellent 
example  of  a  speech,  in  which  an  expe- 
rienced Member  of  Parliament  showed 
that  you  may  say  very  strong  things  with- 
out giving  offence.  He  gave  no  offence  to 
me ;  but  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  he  mis- 
apprehended and  misunderstood  the  case, 
greatly,  I  think,  to  his  own  prejudice. 
Is  it  possible  that  any  Gentleman  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  can  think 
that  he  is  promoting  the  interests  either 
of  his  Party  or  of  the  country  by  repre- 
senting that  this  Bill  gives  perpetuity 
of  tenure,  perpetual  fixity  of  rent,  and 
unlimited  tenant  riglit  ?  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  tenant  right  is  limited;  the 
judicial  rent  is  rent  only  for  a  term; 
and  the  security  or  possession  given  to 
the  tenant  is  not  only  defeasible  in  con- 
sequence of  his  own  breach  of  contract, 
but  also  after  the  first  15  years,  which, 
after  all,  is  not  perpetuity.  It  is  also 
defeasible  if  the  landlord  is  able  to  make 
out  a  reasonable  and  sufficient  case  for 
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resumptioii.  We  may  be  right,  or  we 
may  be  wrong ;  but  why  begin  the  un- 
fortunate course  of  inflaming  and  exag- 
geratingyour  statement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  ?  Surely  it  was  a  case  in 
which  the  public  interest,  and,  most  of 
all,  your  own  interests,  would  make  it 
desirable  that  you  should  understand 
everything  in  as  favourable  a  sense  as 
reason  will  permit  you  to  attach  to  it. 

So  far  as  we  are  concerned,  I  am  not 
complaining  of  what  you  have  done ;  I 
am  not  at  all  sure  that  your  conduct  has 
been  adverse  to  our  Bill.  Your  cen- 
sures and  denunciations  have  gone  forth 
through  the  length  and  breadth  of  Ire- 
land as  the  strongest  testimonials  on 
behalf  of  our  measure  to  secure  to  it 
the  adhesion  of  the  people  ;  and  I  think 
it  is  very  likely  that  you  may  have  in- 
duced by  your  statements-— entirely  out- 
stripping the  fact — some  persons  in  Ire- 
land to  think  that  the  Bill  contains  what 
it  does  not  contain.  It  is  a  very  large  and 
strong  measure ;  it  is  a  measure  as  large, 
I  hope,  as  the  necessities  of  that  country 
demand.  But  we  have  carefully  en- 
deavoured to  prevent  its  wanton  or  its 
needless  enlargement,  and  to  leave  every 
g^und  and  every  opening  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  present  social  relations  in 
Ireland,  and  likewise  for  the  return  of 
that  which  we  know  to  be  the  best 
system  for  the  cultivation  of  land  under 
ail  normal  circumstances — namely,  a 
system  where  its  particulars  are  arranged 
by  free  discussion  between  one  man  and 
another. 

That  being  so,  what  are  the  Party 
opposite  going  to  do  ?  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  North  Leicestershire 
(Lord  John  Manners)  has  given  Notice 
of  a  hostile  Amendment.  Everybody 
knows  that  the  meaning  of  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  second  reading  is  not  only 
opposition  to  the  Bill,  but  it  is  the 
extreme  form  of  opposition  to  the  Bill. 
The  noble  Lord,  however,  who  has  been 
a  Member  of  several  Cabinets,  has  not 
only  given  Notice  of  an  Amendment,  but 
has  announced  that  he  is  going  to  vote 
for  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord 
Elcho).  I  presume  that  he  made  that 
announcement  on  behalf  of  his  Col- 
leagues. In  the  Notice  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  North  Leicestershire  I 
perceive  the  first  effect  of  the  death  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield.  If  he  had  lived  that 
Notice  would  not,  in  my  opinioni  have 


been  given.  I  have  had  an  experience 
of  Lord  Beaconsfield  from  a  post  oppo- 
site to  me ;  but  it  has  been  a  long  ex- 
perience ;  and  you  do  not  remain  wholly 
ignorant  of  a  man  with  whom,  on  a 
thousand  questions,  you  are  obliged, 
however  unequally,  to  measure  swords. 
When,  Sir,  a  Liberal  Government  came 
into  Office  in  1868,  and  proposed  the 
Disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church, 
it  would  have  been  in  the  power  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  if  he  had  thought  fit,  to  have 
prolonged  the  contest  for  years.  On  the 
contrary,  I  have  not  a  doubt  that  Lord 
Beaconsfield  thought  that  the  issue  was 
certain,  and  that  for  every  interest — for 
the  interest  of  the  country,  for  the  inte- 
rests of  his  Party  and  his  own — the 
sooner  the  goal  was  reached  the  better. 
He  might  have,  I  believe,  taken  the 
same  course  of  prolonging  the  contest 
on  the  Land  Bill  of  1870;  and  that  Bill, 
relatively  to  the  circumstances  in  which 
it  was  introduced,  was  quite  as  great  an 
innovation — quite  as  daring  a  measure 
of  remedy — estimated  with  reference  to 
what  went  before,  as  the  present  Bill 
when  regarded  with  reference  to  the 
measure  of  1870. 

Well,  what  is  intended  to  be  done 
now  ?  Do  you  who  sit  opposite  thinks 
is  there  any  one  of  you  who  thinks— 
that  this  question  will  ever  be  settled  by 
a  measure  smaller  than  the  Bill  before 
the  House  ?  And  if  by  powerful  com- 
bination, beginning  below  the  Gangway, 
among  a  limited  number,  but  still  not  of 
unimportant  persons,  and  carried  on  else- 
where with  stronger  ties  and  ramifica- 
tions— if  you  thus  succeed  in  overthrow- 
ing this  Bill,  and  the  Government  which 
attaches  its  fortunes  to  this  Bill,  and  if 
you  take  their  places,  you  will  pass,  not 
a  smaller,  but  a  larger  measure.  Nor 
am  I  the  first  person  who  has  said  this. 
I  know  not  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  is  in  his  place.  [A  Voice: 
Yes.]  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  speech 
which  he  delivered  on  the  6th  of 
December  last  at  Waterford,  and  which 
I  read  with  great  interest;  but  I  am 
not  going  to  quote  from  it  for  the 
purpose  of  makmg  any  charge  against 
him.  It  was  perfectly  natural  for  him 
to  say  what  he  did.  lie  began  by  pre- 
dicting that  if  Mr.  Gladstone  should 
proceed  to  legislate  on  the  Irish  Land 
Question  he  would  infallibly  break  up 
his  Cabinet,    ''and    that,''  he  added, 

ISivmUk  Night."] 
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"would  be  ratber  unfortunate,  or  it 
may  seem  to  be  ratber  unfortunate,  for 
us ;  but  I  do  not  tbink  tbe  event  will 
prove  tbat  it  is  unfortunate  for  us."  He 
goes  on  to  say  tbat  for  England  it  would 
be  unfortunate ;  but  for  him,  with  bis 
views,  it  would  not  be  unfortunate.  Tbe 
meaning,  Sir,  is  plain.  Tbebon.  Gentle- 
man knows  well  that  if  tbe  Party  opposite 
came  into  Office  they  would,  under  pres- 
sure, as  they  have  done  before,  bring  in 
a  larger  Bill  than  this;  and  that  the 
words  **  Fraud,  force,  and  folly,"  as 
applied  to  the  three  **  F.'s,"  would  g^- 
dually  dwindle  and  grow  pale,  and  tbat 
tbe  bon.  Member  might  wave  bis  flag 
of  triumph  over  a  measure  passed  by  a 
Conservative  Government  of  which,  per- 
haps, some  Conservatives  would  them- 
selves be  heard  to  say,  the  landlords 
scowling  in  the  background — **  How 
much  more  liberal  a  measure  it  is,  after 
all,  than  that  which  was  brought  for- 
ward by  the  Liberal  Party." 

But  bon .  Gentlemen  opposite  are  judges 
of  their  own  conduct.  The  matter,  bow- 
ever,  is  one  of  a  serious  character.  We 
are  playing  with  edged  tools  in  the  state 
Ireland  is  now  in.  There  is  not  a  step 
which  we  have  taken  in  reference  to  this 
measure  which  has  not  been  taken  under 
an  overwhelming  sense  of  responsibility. 
We  do  not  mean  to  trifle  with  that 
which  we  have  taken  in  hand.  You 
must  judge  of  your  own  duty ;  we  must 
judge  of  ours.  We  shall  use  every  effort 
egitimately  belonging  to  us:  first,  to 
pass  this  Bill;  secondly,  to  pass  it 
speedily ;  and,  thirdly,  to  pass  it  in  an 
eifectual  form.     My  right  bon.  Friend 

iMr.  W.  E.  Forster)  has  been  charged, 
\  think  needlessly — I  do  not  see  that 
bis  words  give  the  slightest  colour  to 
the  charge — with  having  given  an  inti- 
mation that  we  should  haughtily  refuse 
to  discuss  Amendments  in  the  Bill.  No, 
Sir,  we  have  no  such  intention.  I  am 
not  looking  to  one  quarter  of  the  House 
in  preference  to  another.  In  proportion 
to  our  intense  anxiety  to  be  the  bearers 
of  some  message  of  peace  and  good  to 
Ireland  is  our  willingness  and  desire  to 
receive,  from  whatever  quarter  it  may 
come,  assistance  in  bringing  the  Bill  as 
nearly  as  may  be  to  perfection.  We  are 
not  so  vain  as  to  think  our  first  eflfort 
within  the  walls  of  the  Cabinet  room 
enable  us  to  dispense  with  all  the  cri- 
ticism, suggestions,  and  improvements 
which  the  intellect  and  ingenuity  of  this 


great  Assembly  may  furnish.  Bat  per- 
mit me  to  say — and  I  hope  I  shall  not 
be  misunderstood — not  on  the  ground 
of  any  will  or  decision  of  ours,  bat  be> 
cause  of  the  logical  laws  of  events,  that 
nothing  appears  to  me  so  unlikdy  at 
tbat  the  Bill  should  be  to  any  great  ex- 
tent changed.  Were  it  to  be  vitally  and 
fundamentally  changed,  in  the  sense  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire,  the  people 
of  Ireland,  it  may  be  assumed,  would 
reject  it  as  one  man.  But  there  is  an* 
other  construction  to  be  put  on  the  sog- 
gestion  of  change,  and  I  have  to  sappoee 
the  case  of  a  fundamental  alteration  in 
the  sense  which  a  portion  of  the  Irish 
Members  may  desire.  In  considering 
that  matter,  among  other  points,  I 
cannot  exclude  from  our  consideration 
that  the  settlement  of  this  question 
does  not  depend  on  the  judgment  of 
this  House  alone.  There  is  another 
Assembly  which  we  must  confront, 
where  we  are  in  a  email  minority;  but, 
which  will  claim,  and  is  constitutionallj 
entitled,  to  give  its  independent  vote  on 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  If  we  hold  bj 
those  provisions,  I  am  so  confident  of  their 
general  character — I  am  so  deeply  p6^ 
suaded  of  their  general  moderation,  as 
well  as  efficiency — that  I  feel  we  can 
with  a  good  conscience  and  with  a  san* 
guine  nope  address  oiirselves  to  what- 
ever duties  may  belong  to  us  for  the 
purpose  of  the  prompt  passing  of  this 
Bill.  But,  if  they  see  we  are  prepared 
to  alter  its  character,  in  what  is  called 
the  popular  sense ;  and,  having  brought 
it  in  as  one  measure,  to  send  it  up  to 
them  as  another;  most  justly  ought 
those  who  will  have  elsewhere  to  pro- 
nounce upon  it  say — **  We  are  dealing 
with  a  set  of  men  who  do  not  knov 
their  own  minds,  and  we  refuse  to  defer 
to  their  authority." 

I  am  therefore  well  convinced  that 
the  nature  of  this  Bill,  although  it  may 
be  open,  as  I  have  admitted,  to  criticism 
in  some  particulars,  is  nevertheless  o( 
such  a  character  that  the  ultimate  choice 
of  Parliament  wiU  be  between  the  Bill  io 
its  essence  or  nothing ;  between  the  ac- 
ceptance or  the  rejection  of  tbe  Bill  as  it 
now  stands.  As  I  have  said,  we  on  this 
side  will  not  shrink  from  the  performance 
of  our  part,  for  if  we  did  there  would 
be  no  condemnation  too  severe  to  pass 
on  us  for  our  rashness  and  temerity.  At 
this  crisis  I  gratefully  acknowledge  the 
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spirit  in  which  this  Bill  has  been  gene- 
rally received  in  Ireland.  The  land- 
lords of  Ireland  showed  in  1870  that 
they  were  not  deficient  in  penetration. 
They  were,  I  believe,  at  that  time  as 
much  as  they-  are  now  nnder  the  im- 

Eression  that  their  trae  interest  is  to 
ave  this  question  settled,  and  to  have 
it  settled  at  once.  I  gratefully  acknow- 
ledge the  generous  reception  which  our 
Eroposals  have  received  in  Ireland.  They 
ave  been  received  there  as  by  men  who 
have  felt  the  force  of  the  evils  pressing 
upon  them,  and  who  were  desirous  of 
hailing  the  advent  of  whatever  would 

S*ve  fair  promise  of  offering  a  remedy. 
>t  that  generous  reception  in  Ireland 
be  met  by  a  corresponding  feeling  on 
this  side  of  the  Channel,  and  within  the 
walls  of  these  great  Legislative  Assem- 
blies. Then  Uxe  year  1881  will  not 
have  passed  away  without  adding  to 
the  Statute  Book  another  great  emanci- 
pating and  redeeming  measure,  neces- 
sary alike  for  the  prosperity  of  Ire- 
land, the  fame  of  Parliament,  and  the 
strength  and  solidity  of  the  United 
Kingdom. 

Me.  FITZPATRICK  said,  in  rising 
to  discuss  the  measure  before  the  House, 
he  must  explain  that  he  considered  that 
in  that  Bill  there  were  three  Bills : — 1st, 
one  having  for  its  object  the  extinction 
of  the  landlord  by  creating  a  new  law 
of  land  tenure ;  2nd,  a  BUI  for  creat- 
ing a  peasant  proprietary;  and,  3rd, 
a  Bill  for  the  reclamation  of  waste  land 
and  the  carrying  out  of  emigration.  In 
examining  No.  1  Bill,  the  new  law  of 
tenure,  he  confessed  to  a  natural  nerv- 
ousness in  daring  to  discuss  or  attack  a 
measure  which,  up  to  then,  had  ap- 
parently puzzled  even  its  own  foster 
parents,  if  not  its  originator;  but  as 
very  little  light  could  be  thrown  upon  it 
by  anyone,  he  must  only  conclude  that  it 
was  a  vast  web  of  law,  in  which  the 
unfortunate  landowner  was  to  be  en- 
tangled and  slowly  sucked  to  death  by 
lawyers,  Land  League,  and  statesmen, 
who  would  thus  be  enabled  to  buy  up 
his  property  at  a  cheap  rate  so  as  to 
carry  out  Bill  No.  2  without  much  cost 
to  the  Exchequer.  If  the  Bill  was 
really  meant  as  a  remedy  for  the  state 
of  Ireland  he  could  onlj^  say  that,  as  an 
Irishman,  he  felt  a  deep  sense  of  shame 
and  astonishment  that  any  such  antedi- 
luvian measure  should  be  deemed  neces- 
sary to   insure  the  prosperity  of  their 
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land.  They  had  always  been  considered 
a  shrewd,  quick-witted  nation.  Their 
countrymen  had  always  been  supposed 
to  be  good  hands  at  a  bargain ;  and  he, 
for  one,  believed  they  were  so  still ;  but 
the  Bill  before  the  House  upset  that 
theory  altogether.  It  assumed  that  an 
Irishman  had  no  knowledge  of  a  bar- 
gain, no  spirit  of  commerce  or  dealing. 
In  point  of  fact,  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Bill,  with  its  three  Judges,  was  to  stand 
for  the  next  15  years  in  loco  parentis  to  the 
whole  nation.  Now,  possibly,  this  might, 
in  some  cases,  be  advisable.  Some  of 
their  wayward  fellow-countrymen  did 
require  guidance,  and  a  check  on  some 
of  the  mischief  done  by  their  idle  hands 
would  be  very  useful ;  but  why,  might 
he  ask,  was  that  newly- created  father 
not  to  take  into  equal  consideration  the 
^ood  and  the  evil,  the  just  and  the  un- 
just? The  Premier  had  told  them  that 
the  Irish  landlords  had  stood  their  trial, 
and  had  been  acquitted ;  but,  at  the 
same  moment,  and  in  almost  the  same 
breath,  he  mulcted  the  whole  class  he 
had  just  applauded  to  the  amount  of 
many  millions.  He  said  a  few  had  not 
discharged  their  duties  and  had  abused 
their  rights.  For  their  sins  he  would 
punish  all.  Did  a  just  Government 
hang  every  man  in  a  town  because  a 
murder  was  committed  within  its  limits  ? 
That  was  not  justice,  it  was  not  even 
expediency.  It  was  merely  the  sur- 
render of  the  moderate  Liberal  opinion 
to  the  wild  Eadical  tail  which  was  now 
the  motive  power  in  all  Government 
actions.  By  the  Bill  before  the  House 
Government  demolished  piecemeal,  and 
by  studied  legal  devices  the  rights  that 
had  not  only  existed  by  prescription  for 
centuries— ^his  family  had  held  the  same 
land  for  over  900  years — but  what  was 
much  more  dangerous  and  unetates- 
manlike,  they  confiscated  boldly  the 
rights,  and  actually  a  large  part  of  the 
capital,  which  was  paid  for  land  under 
the  Encumbered  Estates  Court,  where 
an  indefeasible  Parliamentary  title  was 
given  at  each  sale.  What  was  th« 
equivalent  offered  ?  The  option  of  sell- 
ing at  a  reduced  rate  to  the  Land  Com- 
mission ;  that  reduction  being  forced  on 
the  unfortunate  owner  not  by  a  fall  in 
the  market  value  of  his  property,  but 
by  the  action  of  the  Bill  itself,  which, 
after  fixing  his  rent  on  the  most  unequal 
scale,  flooded  the  market  with  estates  for 
sale.     A  Scotch  Member  of  that  Houj^o 
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said,  in  an  able  pamphlet  he  wrote  in 
1869— 

''  The  faith  of  Parliament  is  pledged  to  the 
purchasers  under  the  Courts  that  they  shall  be 
sole  proprietors,  with  all  the  rights  of  proprie* 
tors,  and  it  will  be  breaking  faith  witii  those 
proprietors  if  the  Legislature  deprive  them  of 
any  of  those  rights  which  it  certainly  would  do 
if  the  demands  of  some  people  in  Ireland  were 
conceded." 

Those  demands  were  now  conceded,  and 
the  rights  of  those  proprietors  were  now 
confiscated  without  any  hint  at  com- 
pensation— the  Premier  himself  having 
stated  that  there  would  exist,  after  the 
passing  of  this  Bill,  ''a  joint  proprietor- 
ship in  the  soil.''    They  were  told  that 
this  measure  was  framed  to  meet  Irish 
views.    They  were  advised  to  accept  it, 
because  it  was  one  of  the  first   true 
attempts  of  England  to  meet  the  desires 
of  the  Irish  nafion.    But  what  were  the 
true  facts  of  the  case?    Again  a  price 
had  been  placed  on  the  landlord's  head ; 
a  sufficient  number  had  been  shot ;  a 
good  long  reign  of  anarchy  and  agita- 
tion had  paved  the  way  to  further  con- 
cessions to  the  tenant,  who  had  broken 
contract  and  renounced  honest  dealing ; 
while  the  many  landlords,  who  had  done 
their  duty  throughout  a  dangerous  and 
trying  time,  both  by  cause  and  country, 
were  penalized  without  compensation, 
were  condemned  though  acquitted.   Did 
the  Government  realize  what  was  the 
party  to  meet  whose  views  that  measure 
had  been  brought  in  ?    It  consisted  of 
all  that  was  anti-English  in  Ireland,  all 
that  was  violent  and  Communistic,  and 
was  numerically  small.     Were  the  opi- 
nions of  the  majority  of  real  Irishmen 
not  to  be  considered  as  well  ?  Apparently 
not.   At  any  rate,  there  was  no  trace  of 
those  opinions  in  the  present  measure, 
and  even  the  sfot)ng,   almost  Badical, 
expositions  of  Mr.  Stuart  Mill  and  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster (Mr.  John  Bright)  were  not  re- 
presented.    They,   at  all  times,  urged 
compensation    for   confiscation    of    the 
landlord's  rights  and  privileges,  as  well 
as  compensation  for  disturbance  for  the 
tenant;  and  he  had  reason  to  believe 
such  clauses  for  compensation  were  in 
the  Bill  in  the  month  of  January,  if  not 
later.    Judge  Longfield,  in  one  of  the 
best  articles  published  by  the  Cobden 
Club,  always  incalculated  the  idea  of 
paying  for  what  was  taken  from  the 
landlord  by  the  action  of  the  State.    He 
iMud  in  that  essay,  referring  to  the  con- 
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tinned  concessions  made  to  agitation  and 
murder — 

**  Success  acquired  by  such  meararea  would 
not  produce  intended  results.  Riches  acquired 
by  mud  and  outrage  are  not  long  enjoyed,  for 
the  qualities  bv  which  they  are  acquired  art 
inconsistent  with  the  qualities  which  aro  Dcoaa- 
sary  to  retain  them." 

They  had  had  the  outrage  for  the  last 
two  years.  In  that  Bill  they  had  the 
fraud ;  and  it  merely  required  time  to 
produce  the  effect  he  predicted.  Tenants 
would  mortgage  and  spend  their  stolen 
property;  the  banks,  the  loan  funds, 
the  gombeen  or  usurer  would  grow  rich, 
the  tenant  poorer ;  another  wild  time  of 
famine  and  murder  would  foroe  some 
future  Kadical  Government  to  confiscate 
again  what  mi^ht  be  left  to  the  land- 
owners of  that  day,  were  they  feo-aimple 
owners  of  large  estates  or  peasant  pro- 
prietors. Such  would  always  be  the  case. 
They  were  told  in  Her  Gracious  Majesty's 
Speech  from  the  Throne  that  the  BiO 
was  intended  as  an  Amendment  on  the 
Act  of  1870.  As  he  read  the  1st  clause, 
it  was  in  direct  antagonism  to  the  spirit 
of  the  Act  of  1870.  In  that  Act  the 
owner  was  incited  to  buy  up  his  XJleter 
tenant  right;  in  the  Bill  that  cuatom 
was  extended  over  Ireland.  When  he 
came  to  the  institution  of  a  Oourt  to  fix 
rents,  he  was  met  by  the  Premier's  own 
words,  in  his  reply  on  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  of  1870.  First  of  all,  he 
adced^"How  are  these  rents  to  be 
valued  ?  What  is  the  test  ?  "  In  1 881 
they  had  the  answer.  By  estimating  and 
deducting  from  it  the  value  that  he  pro- 
posed to  carve  out  of  the  owner's  pro- 
perty by  Clause  1,  and  by  estimating, 
not  the  improvements  done  by  the  land- 
lord, adding  value  to  the  holding,  but  by 
the  amount  of  compensation  for  disturb* 
ance.  He  finished  up  with  a  sentence 
very  appropriate  to  this  Bill — 

"Two  persons  have  a  rital  interest  in  the 
land.  One  of  them  is  the  landlord,  who  ragarii 
the  estate  as  a  whole,  and  who  is  yery  largely 
concerned  in  the  development  of  iU  genevml 
prosperity ;  the  other  is  the  tenant,  whoee  posi- 
tion it  is  desirahle  to  simplify  as  much  as  pos- 
sihle,  in  order  that  he  may  be  able  to  derote  the 
whole  of  his  resources  and  his  capital,  if  Iw 
thinks  fit,  to  the  prosecution  of  his  trade.  Bat 
if  YOU  once  adopt  this  principle  to  which  I  am 
referring,  you  cannot  retain  these  two  rlissoe 
upon  the  land ;  the  man  who  becomes  a  met« 
annuitant  loses  all  general  interest  in  its  pros- 
perity."— [8  Hmnsardf  cxcix.  1848.] 

The  principles  the  right  hon.  Oentlemaa 
was  there  alluding  to  were  free  sale  and 
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fixity  of  tenure,  and  he  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick) 
would  confess  those  words  were  quite 
sufficiently  sweeping  in  their  condem- 
nation.    He  had  very  ably  also  pointed 
out  the  dangers  of  free  sale,  now  that  a 
tenant  could  not  employ  his  capital  in 
benefiting  his  farm  if  he  had  used  it  in 
buying  up  the  interest.     And,  finally,  he 
proved  that  the  existence  of  two  persons 
on  the  land  was  impossible,  once  they 
had   made  the  landlord   an   annuitant 
only.     As  that  was  effected  by  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House,  all  Irishmen  who 
owned  property  must  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  was  the  object  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  get  rid  of  them  in  a  body. 
He  had  no  doubt  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  City  (Mr.  Parnell)  and  his  satellites 
were  satisfied  with  that  issue ;  but  they, 
even,  did  not  seem  to  consider  the  Bill 
clear  on  that  point.      Why,  might  he 
ask,  was  there  all  that  beating  about  the 
bush  ?     If  the  State  wished  to  get  rid  of 
the  landowners  of  Ireland,  compensate 
them,  and  let  them  go  ;  but  do  not  let  it 
be  said  they  were  driven  out  by  legal 
fraud  and   Ministerial  trickery.     Why, 
even  a  Railway  Company  gave  compen- 
Bation  for  what  it  took,  and  also  for  the 
rights  it  invaded  or  confiscated.     Could 
it  be  that  the  State  of  Great  Britain 
was  more  niggardlv  than  the  Bailway 
Companies,  whom  it  forced  to  pay  for 
what  they  appropriated?      But,   even 
supposing    the    owners    expropriated, 
what  was  to  be  done  with  the  labour- 
ing^ classes,  numbering  1,444,700  souls? 
Were    thev  to    be  left  to  the  tender 
mercies  of   the  new  peasant  proprie- 
tary ?    Anyone  who  knew  the  rural  dis- 
tricts of  Ireland  was  well  aware  that 
the   only  permanent  labour  given  was 
that  of  the  owners  of  large  farms  and 
proprietors.    ITie  average  tenant  farmer 
never  employed  anyone  except  as  a  ser- 
vant  boy,   and    even   him  not  perma- 
nently.    If  they  swept  away  the  land- 
owning class  and  put  in  their  places  the 
Seasant  farmers,  they  would  not  only  be 
oing  an  injustice  to  that  class,  but  they 
would  have,  in  after  years,  two  evils  to 
content  with — either  a  famine,  and  rates 
at  1 2«.  in  the  pound ;  or  else  a  further  agi- 
tation, and  most  violent  feuds  between 
the  labourers  and  the  peasant  proprie- 
tors.    Even  during  last  year,  owing  to 
tlie   unsettled  condition  of  the  couutry 
and  the  enforced  absence  and  poverty 
of  many  owners,  the  labouring  popula- 
^on  was  in  a  wretched  condition.    No 


class  in  Ireland  except  the  landowners 
took  an  interest  in  the  labourer ;  he  was 
of  no  value  to  the  agitator  or  priest,  as 
he  had  neither  vote  nor  money  ;  and  ho 
was  a  continual  source  of  annoyance  to 
the  farmer,  being  often  a  burden  on  the 
rates  in  winter,  while  in  summer  he 
naturally  exacted  the  highest  wages  he 
could  command.  He  could  not  here  help 
expressing  astonishment  that  no  provision 
had  been  placed  in  the  Bill  to  deal  with 
the  labourers*  case ;  and  he  hoped  before 
the  second  reading  was  over  they  would 
have  a  distinct  undertaking  from  the 
Ministry  on  the  point.  He  thought 
that  everyone  was  agreed  that  some  de- 
finite explanation  for  the  introduction  of 
the  unjust  Clause  1  and  its  conjunctive 
clauses  should  be  made  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  before  the  Bill  was 
read  a  second  time  ;  and  he  confessed 
that  unless  some  definite  assurance  was 
given  that,  in  Committee,  compensation 
clauses  would  be  inserted  to  meet  the 
injustice  done  to  landowners  by  the 
clause,  he  should,  to  the  utmost  extent, 
oppose  the  second  reading.  He  could 
not  but  say  that  there  were  many  points 
in  the  Bill  which  met  with  his  approval, 
and  which,  though  radically  opposed  as 
they  were  to  all  laws  of  political  eco- 
nomy, and  though  the  Bill  was  com- 
pletely opposed  to  the  Bill  of  1870,  and 
not  an  amendment  to  it,  as  suggested 
by  its  promoter,  still  there  was  much  in 
it  that  might  prove  of  value  if  it  was 
carried  out  in  the  proper  spirit.  Refer- 
ring to  Clause  1,  he  found  that  no  allow- 
ance was  made  for  the  fact  that  many 
landlords  had  persistently  prohibited 
tenant  right  on  their  estates  by  freeing 
every  incoming  tenant  from  any  claim 
by  the  outgoer  out  of  their  own  pockets. 
They  had  done  the  improvements  in  many 
instances  themselves,  over  £3,000,000 
having  been  spent  by  landlords  on  im- 
provements since  1840.  They  had  kept 
their  rents  low  for  years  in  order  that 
their  tenantry  might  be  thriving  and 
prosperous.  They  had  been  acquitted, 
in  the  Prime  Minister's  own  words;  and 
yet,  in  the  same  breath,  he  mulcted  them 
of  a  large  portion  of  the  value  that  their 
toleration,  their  kindness  had  conferred 
on  the  farms  and  their  occupiers.  He 
did  not  understand  that  injustice,  unless 
it  was  that,  in  the  hurry  of  compilatitm, 
a  compensating  clause  was  omitted.  Let 
him  take  an  example  from  an  estate 
which   he   was    best    acquainted   with 
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in  Ireland,  and  where  he  could  pro- 
duce documentary  evidence  to  sup- 
port what  he  said.  The  owner  of  an 
estate  had  expended  in  improvements 
during  40  years  upwards  of  £25,000, 
and  he  had  never  charg^ed  interest  or 
extra  rent,  except  since  the  Act  of  1870, 
and  then  only  in  about  10  cases  out 
of  336  tenancies.  He  had  paid  in  cash 
£16,000  to  compensate  tenants  for  im- 
provements made  by  them,  and  to  assist 
in  emigratinsr  outgoing  tenants,  so  that 
no  system  of  sales  of  tenancy  might 
creep  in.  Lastly,  out  of  336  tenancies 
he  had  not  raised  the  rent,  except  in  12 
cases,  during  the  last  20  years.  The  total 
value  of  that  increase  was  £321  2«.  5d. 
out  of  an  estate  roughly  estimated  at 
£17,000  per  annum.  The  owner  had, 
as  he  had  before  said,  never  permitted 
the  sale  of  interest  by  the  outgoing 
tenant  to  the  incoming  one,  as  he  had 
always  considered  it  better  for  the  farmer 
to  have  the  capital  in  his  own  pocket 
instead  of  in  that  of  a  man  who  was  off 
to  America  or  the  Colonies.  Here  they 
had  the  instance  of  a  landlord  who,  to 
the  best  of  his  ability,  did  his  duty.  He 
had  improved  and  reclaimed,  and  had 
never  rack-rented.  Now,  what  would 
be  the  result  if  this  Bill  became  law 
as  it  now  stood?  Every  farthing  the 
owner  had  spent  as  capital  invested 
in  the  land  would  go  into  the  tenant's 
pocket,  unless  he  chose  to  raise  his 
rents  or  to  force  a  sale  under  the  Bill 
to  obtain  the  value  of  his  improve- 
ments. To  exemplify  his  protest,  he 
would  take  one  case  out  of  the  336 
tenancies  as  it  would  stand  under  the 
Bill.  A  was  the  tenant,  B  the  owner. 
A,  the  tenant,  had  held  for  20  years, 
from  1860,  at  same  rent.  B,  the  land- 
lord, at  some  period,  say  five  years  after 
the  tenancy  was  created,  provided  A  with 
improvements,  buildings,  drainage,  &c., 
to  the  amount  of  £200.  A  enjoyed  the 
interest  of  that  £200  for  15  years  at  5 

Eer  cent — say  £150 — and  he  held  the 
ind  at  the  same  low  rent.  This  Bill 
becomes  law.  B,  the  owner,  must  either 
raise  A's  rent,  which  he  may  not  desire 
to^  do,  having  no  wish  to  disturb  the 
^endly  relations  that  have  existed ;  or, 
what  was  worse,  he  might  have  to  force 
a  sale  on  A  to  obtain  value  for  his  im- 
provements— £200.  But,  suppose  no 
change  were  made,  and  things  should 
go  on  as  they  were,  then  A,  the  tenant, 
might  at  any  time  sell  his  interest — 

Mr.  FitM^Qiriik 


namely,  the  £1 50  or  more  pound's  worth 
which  had  accrued  on  the  farm  firom  B*f 
moderation  and  good-feeling  aa  to  an 
owner's  duties  and  rights.  This  was  a 
particular  case.  Now,  take  the  effect 
generally  on  the  839  estates  tabulated 
by  the  Land  Oommittee,  where  improve- 
ments had  been  done  by  owner  and  t«i- 
ant ;  and  on  the  200  where  improvements 
had  been  done  by  owner  exclusivdv, 
making  a  total  of  1,039  estates  in  aU, 
with  an  area  of  4,861,881  acres.  To 
this  could  be  added  466,610  acres,  being 
estates  of  gentlemen  who  were  known  to 
do  improvements,  and  to  be  kind  land- 
lords, such  as  Lords  Fitzwilliam,  Powers- 
court,  Monck,  Portarlington,  and  others. 
This  made  a  total  of  5,228,491  acres,  or 
over  one-fourth  of  Lreland,  in  which 
owners  had  executed  improvements. 
Bather  a  different  result  from  the  one- 
tenth,  as  stated  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster.  Again,  if  Uiej 
added  to  that  the  uncultivated  land— 
4,630,000  acres  —  they  found  that, 
roughly,  one-half  of  Ireland  was  repre- 
sented in  the  tables.  Numbers  of  es- 
tates were  not  returned  which  might  be 
managed  admirably;  and,  as  town  parks, 
residential  farms,  demesnes,  and  pastoral 
holdings  for  one  year  and  under  were 
omitted,  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  case 
could  have  been  made  more  powerful  than 
it  was  if  all  those  types  had  been  included. 
In  any  case,  he  would  merely  refer  iax 
his  ailment  to  the  4,861,881  of  which 
they  had  data^  and  on  which  improve- 
ments had  been  made  by  the  landlords 
in  the  majority  of  instances,  and  by 
tenant  and  landlord  combined  in  some 
others.  Next,  he  took  the  acreage  on 
which  rents  had  not  been  raised  for  20 
years.  According  to  the  same  tables,  that 
was  on  8,500,000  acres.  If  he  added  to 
that  the  same  estates  as  before,  whidi 
was  quite  fair,  from  everyone's  personal 
knowledge  of  those  landlords,  they  found 
that  on  3,966,610  acres,  or,  roughly, 
one-fifth  of  all  Ireland,  the  rents  had  not 
been  raised  for  20  years.  Taking  £1 
per  Irish  acre  as  a  low  rent,  and  30«.  as 
an  average  letting  rent,  not  a  competi- 
tion rent,  they  found  that  for  20  yean 
at  least  the  tenants  on  3,473,098  acres 
had  been  benefiting  to  the  extent  of  lOf. 
per  acre  for  20  years,  making  a  total 
value  of  £1,736,549.  That  was  merelv 
the  result  on  the  few  estates  schedulea 
by  the  Oommittee ;  but  how  many  mil- 
lions it  meant  all  over  Ireland  it  was 
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impossible  to  calculate,  there  being 
19,000  owners  of  land  in  Ireland.  Those 
millions,  whatever  the  amount,  were 
handed  over  directly  to  the  tenant  by  the 
Bill.  Then,  if  they  took  the  two  classes 
of  estates  together — namely,  those  where 
rents  had  not  been  raised  for  20  years, 
and  where  improvements  had  been  made 
at  large  by  the  landlord,  and,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  bv  the  tenant — they  could 
prove  conclusively  the  injustice  and 
spoliation  of  the  measure  as  it  now  stood, 
fiut  some  might  say  that  the  owners  on 
those  estates  might  have  raised  their 
rents,  and  that  it  was  their  look-out  now 
if  they  lost  the  value.  Well,  that  sounded 
to  him  a  very  queer  argument.  Because 
a  man  had  done  his  best  to  help  into  a 
solvent  and  peaceful  condition  a  coun- 
try such  as  Ireland  was  40  years  ago, 
struggling  out  of  misery  and  famine,  and 
because  he  had  denied  himself  and  sacri- 
ficed his  capital  and  his  lifetime  to  insure 
that  issue,  they  now,  when  the  true  pres- 
sure of  poverty  was  gone,  except  in  the 
far  West  and  South,  and  merely  acting 
under  the  coercion  of  lawlessness,  pena- 
lized and  fined  that  man,  and  K>rced 
him,  by  their  Bill^  to  adopt  a  different 
course  of  action,  or  to  expatriate  himself 
from  the  country  to  which  he  had  devoted 
all.  He  said  they  forced  him,  because, 
by  the  action  of  the  Bill,  the  issue  on 
estates  of  that  type  must  be  as  follows. 
He  would  take  the  case  of  a  holding 
where  the  tenant  had  given  assistance 
in  improvements,  but  where  the  owner 
had  done  the  actual  building  and  drain- 
age, and  had  not  raised  the  rent  for  20 
years  or  added  interest.  If  the  owner, 
finding  that  all  amenities  between  land- 
lord and  tenant  were  done  away  with  by 
the  Bill,  determined  to  raise  his  rent  to 
the  new  judicial  value,  not  a  competition 
value,  he  was  placed  in  one  of  these 
utterly  unfair  conditions  by  Clause  3. 
Uuder  sub- section  1 ,  supposing  the  owner 
desired  to  raise  his  rent  and  the  tenant 
accepted  the  increase  of  rent,  the  rise 
in  the  rent  might  cover,  in  a  retro- 
spective manner,  the  interest  on  the  im- 
provements made  by  the  owner ;  but  at 
any  time  during  the  statutory  term,  15 
years,  the  tenant  had  the  right  to  sell 
the  interest  in  his  holding — that  was,  he 
could  sell  the  value  of  the  money  the 
owner  had  left  in  his  hands  for  20  years; 
he  could  sell  the  difference  between  the 
actual  low  rent  paid  for  20  years  and  the 
]^t  that  might  have  been  obtained. 


But  supposing  the  tenant  did  not  (iccept 
the  increase  of  rent,  but  sold  his  interest, 
what  happened  was  this — He  received 
the  full  value  of  the  owner's  money  left 
out  on  the  farm  for  20  years,  owing  to 
the  fact  of  its  being  a  low  rent,  and, 
should  the  Court  think  fit,  they  could 
fine  the  owner  10  years'  value  of  the  in-* 
creased  rent  he  had  demanded.  That 
was,  to  his  mind,  the  worst  case.  Then, 
supposing  that  the  tenant  did  not  sell, 
and  did  not  accept  the  increased  rent, 
but  demanded  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance. What  was  the  effect  ?  To  show 
it  clearly,  he  must  refer  to  his  first  case. 
There  the  owner  had  a  farm  valued  at 
over  £100— say  £150;  he  had  effected 
£200  worth  of  improvements,  had  not 
raised  rents  during  20  years,  and  had 
not  charged  interest.  The  Court,  in  decid- 
ing the  tenant's  compensation,  deducted, 
first,  the  £200  worth  of  owner's  improve- 
ments irom  the  compensation  due — 
namely,  £450.  That  was  three  times 
the  rental,  and  be  would  add  £50  as  im- 
provements made  by  the  t^iant,  making 
£500  due  to  the  tenant  and  £200  due  to 
the  landlord.  The  tenant,  therefore, 
received  £300  in  cash  after  he  had  bene- 
fited for  20  years  from  the  low  rent 
asked  by  the  owner,  that  £300  being  in 
addition  to  the  interest  on  the  money 
which  the  owner  had  left  on  the  farm 
for  20  years  in  the  shape  of  a  low  rent. 
If  that  was  calculated  in  the  same  way 
as  before — namely,  £1  per  acre  low  rent, 
and  30s,  the  fuU  letting  rent,  he  found 
that  on  a  farm  valued  at  £150,  and  of 
150  acres  area,  each  acre  let  at  £l,  the 
dead  loss  was  for  20  years  £1,400,  so 
that  the  tenant  received  that  as  well  as 
the  £300.  But  supposing  that  the  ten- 
ant refused  the  increase  of  rent  and  took 
the  owner  into  Court.  A  rent  was  fixed 
for  15  years,  the  improvements  he  had 
made  were  not  taken  into  account,  and 
he  had  to  look  forward  to  the  day  when 
the  tenant  might  sell  and  receive  com- 
pensation in  some  shape.  The  tenant 
meanwhile  enjoyed  the  interest  of  the 
capital  sunk  by  the  landlord  in  the  farm 
for  15  years,  at  any  rate,  and  possibly 
for  as  many  more.  If  that  was  true 
British  justice  and  fair  play  he  was 
much  surprised.  The  people  were  at 
present  demoralized,  ana  a  Court  which 
might  have  worked  pretty  well  two  years 
ago  would  not  work  well  now.  The  err 
at  present  was  **  Griffith's  valuation,'' 
and  the  cry  in  future  might  be,  "  Down 
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raising  his  rent.  In  that  respect  the 
Bill  appeared  to  him  to  be  a  very  one- 
sided measure  ;  it  certainly  failed  to 
carry  out  the  arbitration  contemplated 
by  Mr.  Kavanagh  and  other  Commis- 
sioners. The  Report  went  on  to  say — 
"  We  view  the  affording  of  such  security 
as  necessary,"  and  what  that  meant 
was  security  against  the  capricious 
raising  of  rent  ;  security  against  capri- 
cious evictions  ;  security  against  the 
landlord  taking  advantage  of  the  ten- 
ant's improvements;  and  security  against 
the  tenant's  greed  for  land.  The  dis- 
ease which  prevailed  in  Ireland,  and 
which  had  led  to  the  injurious  agitation 
which  had  prevailed,  was  a  hunger, 
a  greed  for  land;  and,  therefore,  the 
security  he  spoke  of  in  the  Beport  was 
security  against  all  the  things  he  had 
just  stated.  With  respect  to  the  "  three 
F's,"  they  had  been  supported  by  many 
witnesses,  but  by  none  of  them  to  the 
extent  demanded  by  the  Home  Bule 
Party.  It  was  very  much  a  question 
of  degree.  The  '*  three  F's'^  might 
mean  a  great  deal  or  very  little.  They 
might  mean  no  rents  or  low  rents, 
perpetuity  of  tenure,  and  perfect  Par- 
Uamentarjr  freedom  to  the  tenant  to 
do  what  he  pleased  with  his  land.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  **  three  F's  "  existed 
already  in  the  relations  between  Eng- 
lish landlords  and  tenants.  The  tenants 
held  at  fair  rents,  they  had  fixity  of 
tenure  during  the  term  of  their  leases, 
and  they  were  entitled  to  something 
beyond  the  value  of  the  improved  rent 
they  made  the  land  worth  by  their 
capital  and  industry.  The  "  three  F's  " 
had  frightened  a  great  many  people; 
but  they  were  not,  he  thought,  so  very 
formidable  after  all,  when  qualified  so 
as  not  to  do  injustice  to  either  party. 
But  the  **  three  F's"  provided  by  the 
Bill  went  far  beyond  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Bichmond  or  the  Bess- 
borough  Commissioners,  and  even  be- 
yond what  Lord  Carlingford  recom- 
mended, and  that  noble  Lord  was  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  at  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1870,  and 
in  doing  so  it  created  a  difficulty  in 
the  way  of  those  who  desired  to  assist 
the  Government  in  this  matter.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  senior  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright) 
spoke  of  the  safeguards  which  the  Bill 
provided;  but  he  had  not  enlightened 
the  House  as  to  what  those  safeguards 
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were.  No  attempt  had  been  made  to 
explain  what  the  safeguards  really  con* 
sisted  of,  although  the  question  had 
been  asked  from  each  comer  of  the 
House.  Again,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man spoke  of  the  ''concessions"  made 
by  the  Bill  to  the  tenants.  The  Bill 
could  make  no  concessions.  What  it  did 
was  to  compel  the  landlords  to  make 
concessions,  making  them  give  up  what 
they  were  unwilling  to  yield  without 
some  compensation.  Later  on  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  The  Bill  is  intended  to  guarantee  to  th« 
tenant  the  value  of  his  improrementa,  and  that 
he  should  have  a  certain  security  in  the  dwfinnd 
value  of  his  holding." 

Why,  that  was  the  very  thing  a«  to 
which  for  seven  nights  the  House  had 
been  asking  an  explanation.  The  secu- 
rity was  uncertain  and  undefined  at  this 
moment.  The  brilliant  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister 
left  them  just  as  much  in  the  dark  as 
they  were  before.  He  (Mr.  Rod  well)  had 
been  occupied  a  great  many  years  in  con- 
struing Acts  of  Parliament,  in  preparing 
clauses,  and  in  dealing  with  clauses ;  bat 
if  asked  his  opinion  as  to  that  part  of 
the  present  Bill,  he  confessed  that  his 
opinion  would  be  worth  nothing.  The 
fact  he  had  stated  he  could  assure 
the  Government  created  a  difficulty 
in  the  minds,  not  of  the  opponents  of 
the  Bill  only,  but  in  the  minds  of  its 
supporters  as  well.  Tenant  right  was 
the  turning  point  of  the  Bill,  and  oa 
this  point  it  was  worth  while  referring 
to  something  which  had  been  written 
by  the  Postmaster  General  in  his  treatise 
on  political  economy.  He  said  that  the 
whole  question  of  justice  or  injustice,  as 
regarded  anything  more /ban  the  re- 
muneration of  the  outgoing  tenant  for 
any  improvement  he  had  made,  turned 
upon  the  consideration  whether  the  g^ood- 
will  of  the  occupation  belonged  to  the 
landlord  or  the  tenant ;  and  he  added — 
'*  We  think  it  is  the  sole  property  of  the 
tenant."  What  did  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman think  of  the  tenant  right  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  ?  It  was  not  defined  ; 
it  was  not  pretended  it  was  goodwill ;  it 
was  an  undefined  something,  an  addi- 
tional value  to  the  property  which  might 
be  owing  to  other  causes  than  the  capital 
or  the  exertions  of  the  tenant ;  and  the 
learned  Professor  said  it  belong^  to  the 
landlord  and  not  to  the  tenant.  One 
reason  why  he  could  not  support  the 
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Bill  was  that  he  could  not  support  the 
provisions  as  to  fair  rent.  He  acfreed 
with  Lord  Carlingford  that  in  fixing  a 
fair  rent  the  Court  should  consider  the 
buildings,  fences,  and  other  permanent 
improvements  provided  by  the  tenant, 
and  that  the  Court  should  also  take 
reclamations  into  account,  unless  the 
tenant  had  enjoyed  them  for  a  period  or 
at  a  rent  which  had  enabled  him  to 
recoup  himself.  But  there  was  no  such 
indication  of  fair  rent  in  this  Bill ;  and 
the  late  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  discussed  this  question,  adducing 
figures  to  show  the  injustice  of  the 
proposal  which  had  never  been  met 
or  grappled  with.  As  to  free  sale, 
all  the  witnesses  before  the  Commission 
broke  down  when  they  were  pressed  to 
support  unlimited  free  sale,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  justify  the  limitation  of  the 
rent  which  the  landlord  could  get  from 
a  tenant.  Professor  Baldwin  struggled 
hard,  but  ineffectually,  to  support  his 
position  on  this  point,  and  Major  Kobin- 
son  disagreed  with  the  contention  of 
Professor  Baldwin.  The  point  had  not 
been  sufficiently  discussed  in  this  de- 
bate. If  it  was  wrong"  to  encourage  the 
landlord's  greed  by  allowing  him  to  ex- 
tort what  rent  he  could,  how  could  they 
justifv  encouraging  the  tenant's  ^eed 
by  allowing  him  to  sell  the  goodwill  at 
a  preposterous  price  ?  The  system  could 
tend  only  to  make  the  worse  form  of  rack 
rents,  and  to  tempt  tenants  to  borrow 
money  from  usurers  at  ruinous  interest. 
Such  a  system  was  injurious  to  every 
interest ;  and,  therefore,  he  thought  the 
provisions  as  to  free  sale  were  the  most  ob- 
jectionable part  of  the  Bill.  With  these 
in  it,  he  could  not  vote  for  the  second 
reading.  No  doubt,  there  was  land  in 
Ireland  which  was  not  cultivated,  or 
only  partlallv  cultivated,  which  would 
employ  and  feed  a  part  of  the  popula- 
tion ;  and,  though  the  Bill  did  not  do 
all  that  might  be  desired  to  promote 
this  object,  it  ought  to  have  a  chance  of 
being  made  acceptable  in  Committee. 
There  was  evidence  from  a  g^eat  num- 
ber of  landlords  that  some  Bill  was  a 
necessity,  and  that  legislation  must  take 
place.  None  could  defend  or  wish  to 
promote  such  relations  of  landlord  and 
tenants  as  were  admitted  to  exist  in  the 
case  of  the  Portsmouth  estates.  Lord 
Portsmouth  did  not  live  on  the  pro- 
perty ;  he  did  not  discharge  the  duties 
nor  exercise  the  rights  or  privilegea  of 


a  landlord ;  and  when  things  were  re- 
duced to  this  state,  and  the  landlord 
became  a  rent- charger,  the  sooner  a 
sweep  was  made  the  better.  The  Prime 
Minister,  in  introducing  the  Land  Bill 
of  1870,  had  loudly  protested  against 
such  a  calamity.  The  Bill  ought  to 
amend  such  conditions,  and  it  ought  not 
to  bring  them  about.  He  could  not  shut 
his  eyes  to  the  gravity  of  the  occasion. 
He  would  not  take  upon  himself  the  re- 
sponsibility of  putting  any  impediment 
in  the  way  of  the  Bill  being  read  a  second 
time ;  but  he  could  not  vote  for  the  se- 
cond reading.  Free  sale  had  been  one 
of  the  causes  of  the  mischief  specified  by 
the  Kichmond  Concunission,  and  he  was 
asked  to  say  it  was  to  be  one  of  the 
remedies ;  that  was  an  inconsistency  he 
could  not  be  g^lty  of.  He  would  en- 
deavour to  assist  in  amending  the  Bill 
in  Committee,  and  in  providing  some  of 
those  safeguards  to  protect  the  interests 
of  landlords  which  were  hinted  at  in  the 
first  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister,  but 
were  not  to  be  found  in  the  Bill. 

Db.  KINNEAB  said,  he  was  anxious 
to  put  before  the  House  what  he  be- 
lieved to  be  the  impression  in  Ireland 
in  regard  to  this  Land  Bill,  which  was 
designed  to  remedy  the  evils  from  which 
Ireland  was  now  suffering.  They  were 
all  aware  in  that  House  that  the  de- 
mands for  legislative  reform  of  the  Land 
Laws  of  Ireland  had  been  very  loud  and 
veiy  long ;  but  now  that  this  Land  Bill 
had  been  introduced  into  that  House 
there  was  a  measure  of  satisfaction  over 
the  entire  of  Ireland,  and  especially  over 
that  portion  of  Ireland  with  which  he 
was  best  acquainted.  He  shared  in  the 
feeling  of  gratification  which  was  felt  in 
Ireland  at  the  introduction  of  the  Bill, 
because  he  was  fully  persuaded  that  the 
peace  and  prosperity  of  Ireland  entirely 
depended  upon  the  legislative  adjust- 
ment of  this  question.  Intimately  ac- 
quainted as  he  was  with  Ireland,  he 
would  g^  further,  and  say  the  firm  con- 
viction of  his  soul  was  that  the  loyalty 
of  Ireland  depended  upon  the  legislative 
adjustment  of  this  question.  It  had 
been  no  ordinary  cajl  with  regard  to  the 
necessity  of  this  Bill.  Landlords  and 
tenants  in  Ireland  could  not  be  left  to 
settle  this  question  among  themselves. 
He  could  testify  that  the  universal  con- 
sensus of  opinion  in  Ireland  was  favour- 
able to  legislation.  *  He  had  been  privi- 
leged to  hold  conversationf  with  utfg« 
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numbers  of  intelligent  gentlemen  of  the 
tenant  farming  class,  and  he  had  been 
privileged  to  attend  some  conferences 
upon  the  Land  Question,  and  especially 
upon  the  question  of  this  Bill,  and  in 
these  conferences  they  enjoyed  the  fullest 
and  frankest  of  thoughts  and  sentiments. 
He  had  had  the  honour  of  receiving  a 
large  number  of  letters  from  all  parts  of 
Ireland  suggesting  improvements,  and 
suggesting  where  provisions  might  well 
be  left  out,  and  he  was  in  a  position  to 
testify  to  the  universal  consensus  of  opi- 
nion in  that  country  in  favour  of  this 
Bill.  It  was  desirable  that  there  should 
be  something  like  unanimity  within  the 
walls  of  the  House,  that  they  might 
frame  the  Bill  when  it  got  into  Com- 
mittee in  accordance  with  the  wants  and 
requirements  of  Ireland.  He  had  looked 
into  this  Bill  with  considerable  atten- 
tion. He  had  not  been  able  to  look  at 
it  with  a  legal  eye  as  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  that  House  had  been  able  to  do ; 
but  with  the  light  of  his  own  under- 
standing he  had  looked  at  it  from  the 
standpoint  of  humanity.  He  had  carried 
into  the  study  of  this  Bill  his  feelings  of 
common  sense,  and  he  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  Bill  was  framed  in 
the  most  generous  spirit,  and  that  it 
honestly  aimed  at  a  full  and  adequate 
settlement  of  this  question  for  Ireland. 
It  was  seen  that  this  Bill  had  not  met 
universal  acceptance  out-of-doors.  What 
Bill  ever  brought  into  the  House  had 
ever  received  universal  acceptance  out- 
of-doors  ?  One  thing  they  knew — that 
it  incorporated  a  principle  of  vast  im- 
portance to  Ireland,  and  it  was  a  prin- 
ciple which  formulated  concessions  of 
unquestionable  value.  He  looked  upon 
the  Bill  as  one  of  the  best  boons  that 
Parliament  ever  conferred  upon  op- 
pressed Ireland.  Now,  he  would  not 
conceal  it  from  himself,  nor  should  he 
conceal  it  from  that  House,  the  convic- 
tion of  his  mind  that  there  were  defects 
in  the  Bill,  and  that  some  portion  of  the 
machinery  was  exceedingly  cumbrous  in 
its  operation.  There  was  a  general  de- 
sire from  Ireland  that  when  this  Bill 
got  beyond  its  present  stage  and  into 
Committee  all  these  difficulties  would  be 
more  or  less  removed.     There  was  very 

general  satisfaction  over  the  entire  King- 
om  of  Ireland  that  these  principles  for 
which  they  had  been  so  long  contending 
were  in  some  measure  recognized  by 
thifl  Bill — that  they  had  attained  the 
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prominency  to  which  they  had  now 
reached,  standing  at  the  forefront  of  the 
practical  politics  of  the  day,  patronized 
by  a  strong  Government,  and  sjmpa- 
thized  in  by  the  whole  Liberal  Party  of 
the  British  Empire.  It  was  a  com- 
pliment to  the  inhabitants  of  Ireland 
that  all  these  principles  conveyed  in  the 
term  commonly  known  as  the  **  three 
F's  "  were  in  some  measure  recognized 
by  this  Bill.  He  should  not  enter  into 
a  discussion  of  the  Bill  at  that  hour,  but 
would  merely  refer  to  the  general  satis- 
faction which  was  felt  in  Ireland  over 
the  facility  that  would  be  afforded  bj 
this  Bill  for  the  extension  of  the  Bright 
Clauses  of  1870  and  the  great  principles 
of  peasant  proprietorship,  which  had 
been  looked  forward  to  with  such  great 
anxiety  throughout  Ireland ;  and  there 
was  a  hope  expressed  that  when  this 
Bill  got  into  Committee  the  Oovemment 
would  be  induced  to  grant  where  re- 
quired the  whole  of  the  purchase  money, 
so  that  the  peasant  migiit  arrive  at  this 
happy  and  triumphant  stage.  The  ten- 
ant right  already  recognized  by  the  Act 
of  1870  ought  to  be  sufficient  security 
for  lending  where  required  the  whole  of 
the  purchase- money.  He  was  opposed 
to  the  emippration  clauses,  and  advocated 
migration  from  densely  populated  centres 
to  unreclaimed  lands,  for  the  advantage 
of  such  a  course  to  the  British  Empire 
would  be  indescribable.  Thousands  of 
homes  would  be  created  in  this  way, 
peasant  labour  would  be  utilized  to  a 
large  and  profitable  extent,  the  national 
wealth  would  be  largely  increased,  and 
he  was  convinced  of  it  that  the  theory  of 
an  almost  periodic  recurrence  of  famine 
would  be  exploded.  He  regretted  that 
in  the  Bill  there  was  no  attempt  to  deal 
with  absentee  landlords,  who  were 
draining  the  country  of  its  thousands 
of  the  hard-earned  savings  of  the  people. 
He  also  regretted  the  absence  of  all  re- 
ference to  the  London  Companies  and 
the  anomalous  position  they  occupied  in 
Ireland,  and  begged  to  intimate  that  he 
would  call  attention  to  that  subject  in 
Committee  on  the  Bill. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M*KENNA  said,  he 
would  admit  that  the  Bill  was  framed 
with  benevolent  intentions  towards  the 
Irish  tenant  class,  and  not  without  a 
statesmanlike  view  of  their  case ;  but  he 
denied  that  the  Bill  was  adequate  to  the 
occasion,  because  it  contemplated  no 
subsidy  whatever  from  the  State  to  oany 
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it  into  effect,  while  it  purported  to  deal 
with  the  rights,  without  trenching  on 
the  pecuniary  interests,  of  the  landlords. 
What  he  complained  of  was,  that  the 
Bill  did  not  trench  upon  the  rights  of 
the  landlords  sufficiently  to  settle  the 
question,  and  did  not  compensate  the 
landlords  for  rights  it  took  away — a 
thing  which  ought  to  be  done  for  the  sake 
of  the  tenants  themselves.  He  regarded 
this  Bill  pretty  much  as  he  would  a 
Bill  in  Chancery  designed  for  the  protec- 
tion of  one  party  at  the  expense  of  an- 
other, and  promoted  by  a  third,  who 
was  the  real  offender;  but  who  came 
forward,  without  any  tender  of  restitu- 
tion on  his  own  part,  with  a  scheme  of 
settlement  to  get  rid  of  disturbance. 
He  would  not  speak  in  enigmas. 
The  real  offender  in  the  case  of  Ireland 
was  the  English  Government,  not  the 
present  Administration,  but  the  English 
Government  in  its  wide  and  permanent 
sense,  which  left  out  of  account  alto- 
gether that  it  was  bound  to  make  resti- 
tution. By  means  of  a  fiscal  system  at 
once  insidious  and  oppressive,  it  had, 
within  the  last  SO  years,  drained  away 
from  Ireland  unjustly  £3,000,000  a-year 
more  than  the  proportion  which  Irish 
taxation  ought  to  bear  to  the  taxation 
of  Great  Britain.  The  sum  in  excess  of 
her  fair  quota  absorbed  from  Ireland 
during  the  last  30  years  amounted  to 
three  times  more  than  would  suffice  to 
settle  this  question  on  principles  which 
would  commend  themselves  to  every  just 
and  impartial  man  in  Ireland.  Ireland 
was  almost  wholly  an  agricultural  and  a 
pastoral  country,  and  all  the  burdens 
that  had  (o  be  borne  by  her  must  come 
from  the  produce  of  her  soil  and  the  in- 
dustry of  her  inhabitants.  The  amount 
which  remained  for  the  support  of  the 
tillers  of  the  soil  and  the  profits  of  in- 
dustry could  not  be  more  than  the  value 
of  the  produce  minus  the  amount  carried 
away  for  rent  and  taxation.  The  radi- 
cal difficultv  and  unsoundness  at  the 
bottom  of  the  Irish  Land  Question  was 
one  of  Imperial  misgovemment.  Yes, 
be  repeated,  the  evil  was  one  of  Impe- 
rial misgovemment.  Misgovemment  by 
misadventure  and  from  ignorance,  he  was 
prepared  to  admit,  and  not  misgovem- 
ment of  conscious  tyranny.  He  would 
explain  the  case  as  it  appeared  to  him. 
The  difficulty  on  the  surface  was  that  the 
landlords  of  Ireland,  under  the  terms 
of  lawful  contracts,  in  a  considerable 


number  of  cases,  claimed  from  their  ten- 
ants higher  rents  than  the  tenants  could 
afford  to  pay ;  and  the  exactions  of  the 
landlords,  enforced  by  eviction  or  legal 
proceedings  of  some  kind,  were  resisted 
by  the  tenants  as  inequitable,  and  op- 
posed to  natural  justice.  That  was  the 
difficulty  on  the  surface.  There  was  this 
also — sometimes  the  rent  demanded  was 
too  high,  but  was  not  quite  impossible 
of  payment.  The  law,  as  it  stood,  said 
to  the  tenants — '*  You  must  pay  your  rent 
according  to  your  contract,  or  give  up 
your  holding  should  the  landlord  desire 
it."  This  Bill  proposed  to  meet  such  cases, 
and  said  there  should  be  in  future  a  new 
valuation,  a  new  tenure,  and  a  judicial 
rent  superseding  contract.  He  should 
observe  this  Bill  would  be  wholly  illusory 
if  it  did  not,  in  a  large  number  of  cases 
reduce  the  rents  which  the  landlords 
had  been  heretofore  receiving,  and 
might  receive  again  except  for  the  pass- 
ing of  this  law.  If  they  could  convince 
the  Irish  people  that  the  effect  of  the 
Bill  would  be  merely  to  raise  some 
rents  and  to  lower  others  a  little,  and 
to  give  security  of  tenure  for  15  years, 
subject  to  a  new  valuation,  the  Bill 
would  not  have  found  so  good  an  ac- 
ceptance as  it  had.  A  great  deal 
more  must  be  done  for  the  tenants 
or  the  Bill  would  be  no  settlement 
at  all.  But,  whatever  they  did  for 
the  tenants,  if  they  trenched  on  the 
rights  of  the  landlord,  they  ought  to 
compensate  him  in  some  way  for  the 
rights  they  took  away.  It  was  probable 
that  the  landlords  who  had  not  raised 
their  rents  since  1852  would  find  them- 
selves in  no  difficulty  under  the  Bill, 
because  the  rents  for  1852  were  fixed  on 
a  scale  of  market  prices  much  lower 
than  the  market  prices  at  present.  But 
the  difficulty  they  had  to  contend  with 
in  Ireland  was  this — that,  ignoring  the 
process  of  impoverishment  silently  going 
on  all  the  time,  landlords  had  been  in- 
creasing the  rents,  and  tenants  agreeing 
to  pay  those  enhanced  rents,  without 
recognizing  the  fact  that  the  conditions 
under  which  they  lived  were  completely 
changed  in  consequence  of  the  enormous 
additions  to  the  taxation  of  the  country. 
The  valuation  of  1852  was  expressly 
based  on  a  schedule  of  prices.  Since 
that  time  prices  had  risen  very  consi- 
derably, as  was  shown  authoritatively 
by  the  figures  quoted  in  the  Schedule  to 
the  Bill  introduced  by  the  Chief  Seore- 
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tary  for  Ireland  in  the  year  1877.  While 
prices  were  thus  advancing,  the  land- 
lords were  raising  their  rents,  solely  on 
the  ground  that  the  value  of  agricul- 
tural produce  was  enhanced;  and  per- 
sons who  were  not  conversant  with  the 
statistics  of   Irish  taxation  might  ask 
why  that  did  not    afford    a  sufficient 
reason  for  the  action  of  the  landlords. 
He  wished  to  settle  that  question,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  to  show  that  the  Eng- 
lish Government  was  the  real  defendant 
in  the  case.     The  apparently  anomalous 
fact  that  the  value  of  land  had  not  risen 
simultaneously  with  the  rise  in  the  prices 
of    ag^cultural    produce    was    due    to 
several  causes.     Everyone  knew  that  a 
heavily  taxed  people  were  not  able  to 
pay  very  high  rents,  and  it  was  equally 
notorious  that  the  taxation  of  Ireland 
had  enormously  increased  in  the  last  30 
years.     In  fact,  so  greatly  had  it  grown 
during  that  period  that  if  the  whole 
Imperial  taxation  of  the  country  were 
converted  into  Income  Tax,  the  amount 
would  be  58,  Sd,  in  the  pound,  whereas 
a  sum  of  2«.  7d.  in  the  pound  in  Great 
Britain  would  discharge  the  entire  taxa- 
tion.    That  was  a  grievance  that  had 
nothing  to  do  with  ancient  wrongs  and 
bygone  days   of   oppression,   but    had 
grown  up  altogether  in  our  own  times. 
Actually  within   the  last  30  years,  the 
taxation  of  Ireland  had  been  increased 
per  head  of  the  population  in  the  pro- 
portion of  120  per  cent,  though  the  real 
increase  was  75  per  cent,  the  diminution 
of  the  population  accounting  for   the 
difference  for  the  remainder.     On  the 
other  hand,  the  taxation  of  Great  Britain 
had  been  reduced  during  the  same  time 
by  6  or  7  per  cent.     To  put  the  case 
more  cogently,  the  proportion  of  taxation 
that  a  countrv  could  bear  was  absolute, 
and  not  relative.    The  2  rupees  paid  per 
head  in  India  weighed  more  heavily  on 
the  population  of   that    country  than 
would  the  same  amount  on  the  people 
of  France  or  Great  Britain.     And  so, 
with  respect  to  Ireland,  the  actual  taxa- 
tion of  Ireland  was  not  greater  than 
that  of  Great  Britain,  but  relatively  it 
was  quite  as  great.     In  order  to  take  a 

S roper  view  of  the  country  in  the  present 
ay,  it  was  worth  while  to  notice  the 
normal  taxation  as  far  back  as  the  year 
1841.  A  Parliamentary  Betum  epito- 
mized his  argument,  and  showed  that 
in  1841  the  taxation  per  head  of  the 
population  of  Great  Britain  was  £2  9s.  9d, 
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imd  of  Ireland  9s,  6d,    Between  1841 
and  1851  the  great  Famine  occurred,  and 
the  population  was  very   much  dimi- 
nished.    The  taxation  during  that  de- 
cade  remained  about  the  same.    In  1851 
it  rose  to  12«.  2d.  per  head  of  the  popu* 
lation,  and  he  did  not  complain  of  that ; 
but  in  1861  it  advanced  to  £1  2$.  \d., 
and  in  1871  to  £1  Ss,  2d.     Daring  that 
period  the  taxation  had  been    g^reatlj 
reduced  in   Great    Britain.     In  conse- 
quence of  the  increase  of  taxation  in 
Ireland,  the  tenants  were  unable  to  pay 
their  rents.    The  gross  revenue  raiised 
by  taxation  in  Ireland,  which  was  lest 
than  £4,000,000  in  1841,  had  risen  to 
upwards  of  £7,000,000  in  1871.    The 
only  reason  why  he  had  ever  advocated 
a  separate  Parliament  for  Ireland  on  the 
Federal  principle  was  that  he  believed  it 
was  impossible,  in  the  absence  of  some 
system  of  Home  Bule,  to  make  a  fair 
£stribution   of  the  means  of  the  two 
countries.     But  the  Government  did  not 
propose  to  review  the  system  of  taxation 
in  Ireland.     Instead  of  doing  so,  they 
affirmed  what  was  not  the  fact,  for  they 
affected  to  say  that  this  was  a  question 
between  landlord  and  tenant.      When 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
found  travellers  weary  and  stricken  who 
had  fallen  among  thieves,  he  did  not 
treat  them  as  the  good  Samaritan ;  he 
did  nothing  for  them,  not  even  giving 
them  2d,  in  the  way  of  a  loan.    He  con- 
tended that  if  justice  was  to  be  done  to 
Ireland,   it  must  be    done  in   such  a 
manner  as  to  administer  the  taxes  raised 
in  Ireland  just  the  same  as  if  there  ex- 
isted an  Irish  Parliament.     No  matter 
how  the  subject  was  viewed,  the  same 
lesson  was  leaiiied  in  the  end — namelyr 
that  Ireland  has  been  impoverished  by 
Imperial  taxation.     [**  No  ! "]    He  said 
**  Yes."     He  maintamed  it  was  now  the 
duty  of  the  State  to  use  the  means  which 
it  had  already  drawn  from  Ireland  in 
excess  of  her  fair  quota  to  take  largely 
the  landlords'  right,   and  constitute  a 
yeomanry  with  perpetuity  of  tenure,  a 
moderate  rent,  and  to  indemnify  rea- 
sonably the  owners  of  property  who  had 
to  surrender  a  portion  oi  their  inherit- 
ance for  the  public  good. 

Mr.  speaker  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  must  keep  to  the  Ques- 
tion, which  was  the  second  reading  of 
the  Land  Bill. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'EENNA  said,  he 
would  conclude  his  obaervations  by  re- 


683 


Zand  Law 


(Mat  16,  1881) 


(Ireland)  Bill  684 


Seating  that,  in  order  to  settle  the  Land 
tuestion,  the  Irish  people  were  entitled 
to  a  liberal  grant  from  the  British  Par- 
liament.   

Colonel  STANLEY :  Sir,  during  the 
time  I  have  had  a  seat  in  this  House  I 
have  never  felt  so  deeply  the  responsi- 
bility of  addressing  the  House  as  upon 
this  subject.     I  desire  to  explain  in  a  few 
words  why  I  and  those  who  act  with  me 
think  it  necessary  to  vote  against  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.     I  must,  in 
the  first  place,  make  the  avowal  that  it 
is  with  some  hesitation  on  my  own  part 
that  I  came  to   such  a   conclusion.     I 
know  perfectly  well  that  misrepresenta- 
tion is  likely  to  be  made  upon  the  sub- 
ject— I  know  the  course  I  have  indicated 
is  open  to  the  interpretation  that  we  on 
this  side  of  the  House  are  not  prepared 
to  consider  circumstances  as  they  exist, 
and  that  we  do  not  consider  any  legisla- 
tion necessary.     That  is  a  view  of  which 
I  cannot  approve.     On  the  other  hand, 
it  seems  to  many,  who  entertain,  as  I  do, 
a  strong  opinion  against  both  the  wisdom 
and  the  expediency  of  some  of  the  funda- 
mental principles  of  the  Bill,  that  it  is 
more  straightforward  to  vote  against  it  at 
this  stage  than  to  allow  it  suh  silentio  to 
be  read  a  second  time  under  the  tacit  un- 
derstanding that  we  accept  it  as  some- 
thing which  may  be  turned  into  an  en- 
tirely diflferent  creation  in  Committee. 
The  Prime  Minister,  with  a  perfect  fair- 
ness from  the  Parliamentary  point  of 
view,  endeavoured  to  pin  those  who  had 
spoken  against  the  measure  to  the  terms 
of  the  Amendment  moved  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire 
(Lord  Elcho).    But  I  would  point  out 
that,   under  the  Parliamentary  condi- 
tions of  the  case,  there  are  only  three 
courses  open  to  us — namely,  to  vote  for 
the  Bill,  to  refrain  from  voting  alto- 
gether, a  course  which,  I  will  venture  to 
say,  considering  the  magnitude  of  the 
question,  is  hardly  consistent  with  de- 
cency, or,  lastly,  to  vote  against  the  Bill. 
I  look  at  the  Bill  as  a  measure  of  admi- 
nistrative reform.     I  was   very  much 
struck  with  the  manner  in  which  the 
Prime  Minister  this   evening  plunged 
into  a  defence — or,  rather,  a  repudiation 
— of  the  term  **  confiscation  "  as  applied 
to  this  measure.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man seemed  to  find  some  consolation  in 
the  fact  that  that  word  has  been  used  on 
other  occasions,  and  particularly  during 
the  passage  of  the  Land  Bill  of  1870. 


Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on 
to  ask  whether  that  Bill  did,  in  point  of 
fact,  injure  the  property  of  the  landlord? 
WeU,  I  will  give  an  answer  to  that  ques- 
tion, and  the  witness  I  will  call  into 
court  is  one  to  whose  opinion  I  believe 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will  give  full 
weight — namely.  Judge  Flanagan,  one 
of  the  principal  Judges  of  the  Landed 
Estates  Court.  In  examination  before 
the  Select  Committee  on  the  Land  Act  of 
1870,  Judge  Flanagan  was  asked  whe- 
ther the  value  of  land  had  risen  or  fallen 
since  the  Act  had  been  passed ;  and  his 
answer  was  that,  taking  price  as  a  test 
of  value,  it  had  not  fallen,  but  that  if 
the  Land  Act  had  never  been  passed  it 
would  have  commanded  a  higher  price 
than  it  actually  did,  inasmuch  as  the 
price  of  beef,  butter,  and  other  commo- 
dities had  in  the  interval  greatly  risen. 
From  that  opinion  we  may  draw  our  own 
conclusion  as  to  the  effect  which  the  pre- 
sent Bill  will  have  upon  the  property  of 
the  Irish  landlords.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on  to  say  that  if  the 
State  found  it  necessary  to  take  what 
are  termed  confiscatory  measures,  it  was 
no  more  necessary  to  give  compensation 
than  it  was  in  the  case  of  the  Church 
Patronage  Bill  which  passed  into  an 
Act  a  few  years  ago.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  argued  that  confiscation  in 
that  case  took  place  without  compen- 
sation having  followed ;  but  how  do  the 
facts  stand  ?  If  there  was  confiscation 
in  the  Scotch  Church  Patronage  Bill,  com- 
pensation was  proposed  in  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill;  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
some  of  the  lay  patrons  availed  them- 
selves of  that  compensation.  We  have 
had  to-night  some  important  admissions 
upon  the  point,  in  an  explanation  of 
which  the  House  has  been  waiting  for 
seven  nights  with  some  anxiety.  I  am 
not  one  of  those  who  believe  in  what  is 
easy  to  say  and  difficult  to  refute — that 
the  Cabinet  has  been  disimited  upon  that 
or  upon  any  other  point.  I  have  heard 
Cabinets  spoken  of  as  disunited,  which 
were  entirely  in  accord,  and  it  is  difficult 
to  prove  such  things,  except  that,  in  the 
present  instance,  we  have  actually  the 
tact  that  one  Member  of  the  Cabinet  has 
left  them  upon  this  measure.  I  have 
nothing  more  to  say  on  that  head ;  but 
I  must  call  attention  to  one  or  two  dis- 
crepancies with  which  I  could  not  help 
being  struck  in  the  speeches  which  have 
been    made  during  the  debates  upon 
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the  Bill.  I  think  it  would  have  been 
worth  while  for  the  Government  to  have 
spent  some  little  time  in  agreeing  upon 
some  common  course  of  argument,  so 
that  one  Member  of  the  Cabinet  should 
not  rest  upon  one  part  as  the  primary 
element  in  the  Bill,  and  another  upon 
another  part.  In  the  able  and  lucid 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister,  in  which 
he  had  introduced  the  Bill,  a  g^eat  deal 
was  said  on  the  landlord  and  tenant 
clause  of  the  Bill,  and  somewhat  less  on 
the  clauses  relating  to  emigration  and 
the  purchase  of  their  holdings  by  ten- 
ants. This  evening  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  spoken  almost  exclu- 
sively of  the  landlord  and  tenant  clause, 
and  referred  to  the  other  questions  only 
by  a  passing  allusion.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on  to  comment  on  the 
7th  clause  ;  but  even  after  the  explana- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  it  is 
quite  obvious  that  that  clause  will  re- 
quire to  be  cleared  up,  or  at  least  con- 
siderably modified  in  Committee.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  has  fallen  foul 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  late 
Attorney  General  (Sir  John  Holker)  for 
having  said  that  the  Bill  is  difficult  to 
interpret,  and  that  it  has  been  designedly 
so  drawn.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
sai^  that  he  had  never  heard  of  such  a 
charge  in  all  his  experience  being  made 
against  a  Government.  I  observe,  how- 
ever, as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  say  that  the 
clause  might  not  have  been  drawn  in  a 
simpler  form.  I  have,  however,  a  suffi- 
ciently high  opinion  of  the  Government 
draftsman  to  believe  that  he  could  have 
drawn  the  clause  in  a  much  simpler  form 
if  he  had  been  allowed  to  do  so.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  even- 
ing that  the  Government  are  not  proud 
of  the  workmanship  of  that  clause  of 
the  Bill.  It  is  true  that  the  draftsman 
might  have  found  himself  in  many  re- 
spects hampered  by  the  declarations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  1870  in  ar- 
guments which  are  still  unanswered  and 
unanswerable,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  it 
would  not  be  an  unfair  compromise  if 
we  on  this  side  of  the  House  agree  to 
make  no  reference  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speeches  in  1870  on  the 
understanding  that  the  Government  con- 
sent to  the  modification  of  the  clause. 
I  say  that  notwithstanding  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  County  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw) 
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has  said  that  he  has  been  able  to  under- 
stand the  Bill  five  minutes  after  perusing 
it.  I  am  certainly  not  asking  too  much 
to  ask,  as  that  clause  is  to  be  the  charter 
of  the  tenant  and  that  by  which  the 
course  of  law  is  to  be  guided,  that  the 
clause  ought  certainly  to  be  made  per* 
fectly  clear,  so  as  to  leave  as  little  as 
possible  to  the  discretion  of  local  Courts. 
1  will  say  a  word  on  the  interposition 
of  a  Court  in  transactions  which  have 
hitherto  been  matters  of  free  contract.  I 
am  not  a  holder  of  Irish  land ;  but  I 
have,  in  times  past,  been  connected  with 
property  in  Ireland,  and  from  the  know- 
ledge which  I  possess  I  do  not  think 
that  it  would  be  otherwise  than  wise  that 
the  tenant  should  have  some  tribunal  to 
which  he  can  appeal.  I  think  that  in 
many  cases  it  will  be  wise  and  right 
that  there  shall  be  a  power  of  appeal  to 
the  Court;  but  what  has  been  said  of 
the  Courts  to  be  instituted  under  the 
Bill  ?  It  is  quite  true  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  us,  as  I  understood,  there 
are  clauses  about  the  Courts  which  re- 
quire to  be  materially  altered.  All  I  can 
say  is  that  it  is  unfortunate  that  it  was 
not  thought  of  before  the  final  revisal 
of  the  Bill,  which  has  gone  through  so 
many  editions.  The  Civil  Bill  Court,  as 
it  stands  in  the  Bill,  has  met  with  the  dis- 
approval of  all  concerned.  One  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  the  Civil  Bill  Court  wasjan  old 
and  dishonoured  institution,  and  it  failed 
to  do  the  work  of  1870.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Antrim  (Mr.  Mac- 
naghten)  called  it  unsatisfactory,  and  said 
it  was  not  unlikely  to  wreck  the  Bill.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  said  that  make  the  Court  the  sole 
arbitrator  between  landlord  and  tenant 
would  be  productive  of  nothing  but  dis- 
aster. But  the  unkindest  cut  of  all  was 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
came  forward  and  said  that  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  in  many  cases,  it  was 
intended  to  give  the  Civil  Bill  Court  the 
go-by  altogether.  Then  there  is  another 
point  in  connection  with  the  Courts.  I 
confess  that  I  am  one  of  those  who,  from 
personal  knowledge  of  tenants,  greatly 
fear  an  increase  of  litigation,  though,  on 
the  propertyjwith  which  I  was  connected, 
we  had  so  little  trouble  that  I  have 
known  marriage  portions  to  be  assured 
upon  a  farm  of  which  the  tenant  him- 
self had  only  an  annual  holding.  The 
tenant,  by  going  into  Court,  has  all 
to  gain,  and  apparently  has  nothing  to 
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lose.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Antrim  that  in  many  cases 
it  would  be  wise  to  give  a  certificate,  if 
it  were  possible  to  do  so.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  objections 
which  have  been  entertained  to  the  re- 
fusal of  the  Government,  under  the 
present  Bill,  to  allow  landlords  to  go 
into  Court,  and  he  alluded  to  the  certifi- 
cate spoken  of  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Antrim,  to  whom  we  listened 
with  so  much  satisfaction  the  other  night. 
As  I  understand  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Antrim,  his  case  is  not 
that  in  all  cases  the  bringing  of  cases 
into  Court  will  be  prevented,  but  that 
the  granting  of  certificates  will  enable 
the  proprietor  of  an  estate  to  give  an 
intending  purchaser,  so  to  speak,  a  clean 
bill  of  hedth  for  the  estate ;  and,  at  all 
events,  it  will  protect  any  person  to  whom 
he  may  sell  his  estate  from  a  number  of 
actions.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke 
about  safeguards  being  introduced  in 
Committee,  and  used  other  terms  of  the 
same  sort.  I  understand  that  it  is  possible 
that  when  we  reach  Committee  some 
modifications  may  be  introduced,  and 
that  the  objection  which  is  entertained 
to  the  Courts  not  being  as  open  to  the 
landlord  as  to  the  tenant  may  be  re- 
medied at  a  future  stage  of  the  Bill. 
I  do  not  wish  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House  over  the  very  vexed  question  of 
the  7th  clause.  It  is  a  question  which 
really,  after  all,  can  b^  dealt  with 
equally  well  when  the  Bill  goes  into 
Committee.  But  it  seems  to  me  that 
some  of  the  arguments  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  has 
used  to-night  and  on  a  former  occasion 
are  somewhat  extraordinary  ;  and  they 
hardly  appear,  to  my  simple  understand- 
ing, to  justify  some  of  the  conclusions 
which  his  superior  intellect  has  drawn 
from  them.  Now,  what  are  the  argu- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  lie 
said — 

*' Before  the  Land  Act  of  1870  the  tenancy 
was  determinable  upon  a  certain  notice  at  the 
close  of  each  year,  at  the  sole  i^ill  of  the  land- 
lord, and  without  any  other  consequence  what- 
ever. What  the  tenant  had  to  assign  was  so 
•mall  that  the  assignment  was  little  worth  giv- 
ing or  receiving.  But  in  the  Land  Act — not,  I 
roust  own,  with  a  view  to  fortify  the  principle 
of  tenant  right,  but  simply  with  a  view  to  de- 
fend the  tenant  in  possession  of  his  holding  and 
to  render  it  difficult  for  the  landlord  capriciously 
to  get  rid  of  him,  we  proceeded  to  enact  a  scale 
of  compensation  for  disturbance,  without  which 
the  tenant  could  not  be  removed.    That  being 


so,  a  valuable  consideration  was,  by  the  Act  of 
1870,  evidently  tacked  on  to  every  yearly  ten- 
ancy in  Ireland." — [Hansard^  cclx.  902.] 

That  was  very  much  the  case,  and  a  still 
more  valuable  consideration  is  now  being 
again  tacked  on.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman goes  on  to  say — 

"And  under  the  Act  of  1870,  whether  we 
intended  it  or  not,  tenant  right  has  become 
something  sensible  and  considerable.'* — [/6id.] 

Therefore,  because  you  gave  the  tenant 
a  right  which  you  disowned  at  that  time, 
and  which  you  say  you  did  not  intend  to 
give,  or  did  not  know  that  you  were 
giving,  and  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, in  the  most  distinct  terms,  dis- 
claimed in  1870 — because  I  say  that 
right  has  been  given,  it  is  upon  that 
ground,  says  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  you  have  established  a  right — it  is 
a  right  that  belongs  to  the  tenant  for 
ever,  and  it  must  now  be  deducted  from 
the  rights  enjoyed  by  the  landlord.  My 
opinion  certainly  is  that,  as  was  said  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Antrim, 
if  you  make  your  addition  wrong  and  your 
subtraction  afterwards,  you  are  not  likely 
to  come  to  a  generally  accurate  result ;  and 
I  confess  that  I  believe  that  if  you  go  on 
with  this  process  of  subtraction  the  inte- 
rests of  the  landlord  will,  in  the  end,  be 
very  greatly  depreciated.  I  do  not  know 
whether  I  correctly  understood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  but  I  think  he  said 
that  this  is  not  by  any  means  parting 
with  the  interest  of  the  landlord.  He 
said  that  the  landlord  might  at  any  time 
resume  the  property.  So  he  can  resume 
it  in  the  same  way  that  he  could  go  into 
a  shop  and  resume  any  article  that  he 
saw  there — namely,  by  paying  for  it.  I 
may  have  read  the  Bill  wrong,  and,  if 
so,  I  hope  to  be  put  right;  but  I  confess 
I  do  not  see  that  this  resumption  is  a  re- 
sumption unaccompanied  by  a  money 
payment.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  that  the  excess  of  the  tenant 
right  is  provided  against  by  the  Bill. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  he  says  that  the 
excess  of  tenant  right  is  so  provided 
against  by  the  Bill  that  there  is  no  fear 
of  its  unduly  depressing  that  part  of  the 
property  which  may  belong  to  the  land- 
lord, or  producing  the  dangerous  conse- 
quences which  some  hon.  Gentlemen  ap- 
prehend. But  we  have  to  consider,  not 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks 
or  intends,  but  what  is  to  be  the  inter- 
pretation of  the  Bill ;  and  my  right  hon. 
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and  learned  Friend  the  late  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Gibson)  showed 
clearly  enough  that  any  lawyer  called 
upon  to  pledge  his  professional  reputa- 
tion would  tell  us  that  this  must  be  read 
in  connection  with  other  clauses,  and 
that  under  Clause  7,  sub-section  3,  the 
Court,  whether  it  pleased  or  not,  would 
be  obliged  to  take  into  consideration  the 
interest  of  the  tenant,  and  would  be 
bound  by  the  regulations  of  the  Bill. 
There  is  another  argument  which  I  must 
notice  in  connection  with  this  part  of  the 
Bill,  and  I  beg  the  pardon  of  the  House 
for  being  obliged  to  go  into  it  at  such 
great  length  at  so  late  an  hour.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  there  were 
two  things  which  constituted  the  tenant 
right — there  were  the  tenant's  improve- 
ments, and  there  was  also,  as  part 
of  the  tenant  right,  the  excess  in  the 
price  of  bidding ;  and  he  instanced  that 
by  saying  that  land  was  in  the  position 
of  a  rare  or  very  valuable  commodity, 
and  that  the  price  given  for  it  might  be 
far  greater  than  the  intrinsic  value. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  the 
best  of  my  belief,  did  not  attempt  to 
sustain,  and  did  not  sustain  any  reason 
whatever,  why,  in  the  case  of  an  in- 
herently rare  and  valuable  commodity, 
you  are  to  take  away  from  the  owner  some 

Eart  of  the  price  which  its  rarity  may 
ave  assigned  to  it.  I  wish  now  to  say 
one  or  two  words  with  regard  to  another 
Bubject  upon  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  a  little — namely,  the  increase 
in  the  number  of  proprietors.  That  is 
a  subject  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  gave  comparatively  little  pro- 
minence to.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary,  following  the  lead 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister,  put  it  only  as  a  secondary  con- 
sideration of  the  Bill;  but  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
put  it  as  a  point  of  vital  importance; 
and,  as  far  as  I  understood  it,  the  whole 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
was  directed  towards  it.  I  think  the 
House  will  agree  with  me  that  nothing 
could  be  more  striking  than  the  general 
concurrence  of  opinion  there  has  been 
in  the  course  of  the  present  debate  that 
it  is  wise  to  increase  the  number  of 
owners  of  land  in  Ireland.  To  that  doc- 
trine we  on  this  side  of  the  House  give 
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as  cordial  an  assent  as  you  do  yourselTet 
on  the  other  side,  provided  only  that  the 
increase  is  brought  about  by  natnnl 
growth,  and  not  by  a  violent  disturbance 
or  a  violent  political  change.  This  ia 
neither  the  place  nor  the  time  to  discuss 
the  direct  or  relative  advantages  of  large 
and  small  farms.  All  I  can  say  is.  that 
in  my  own  district,  with  which,  I  believe, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary is  pretty  well  acquainted — in  the 
northern  parts  of  Lancashire,  Westmore- 
land, and  Cumberland,  there  are  a  good 
many  of  the  occupiers  who  are  called 
*' statesmen" — yeomen  who  hold  their 
land  by  as  good  and  as  old  a  title  as  anj 
Gentleman  who  has  a  seat  in  this  Hoase. 
Now,  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  wish  to 
see  the  ownership  of  property  dirided 
into  the  proprietorship  of  house  to  house, 
and  of  field  to  field.  Nor  do  I  think  that 
it  is  desirable,  on  economical  grounds, 
that  all  the  small  properties  shoiild  be  ab- 
sorbed by  the  larger  and  greater  owners; 
but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  and  I  re^t  it 
deeply,  that  these  **  statesmen  "  m  the 
North  of  England  are  slowly  but  cer- 
tainly disappearing,  finding,  as  they  do, 
that  by  embarking  in  trade  and  com- 
merce they  can  realize  7  or  10  or  15  per 
cent  upon  their  capital ;  whereas  they 
find  that  by  devoting  themselves  ^ 
the  cultivation  of  the  land  they  can 
only  gain  1  or  2  per  cent.  It  is  said 
that  this  is  a  step  in  the  direction 
of  free  trade  in  land.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Commissioner  of  Worb 
(Mr,  Shaw  Lefevre)  says  that  when  pea- 
sant proprietors  are  created  there  wiB 
be  an  absolute  free  trade  in  land ;  and 
the  arguments  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  d 
Lancaster,  as  far  as  I  understood  them, 
went  to  the  same  extent.  But  is  that 
the  case  ?  Not  at  all.  As  I  read  the 
Bill,  you  do  not  propose  to  exempt  the 
new  purchaser  from  any  of  the  fetters  ot 
conditions  you  intend  to  attach  to  the 
ownership  of  land.  It  is  perfectly  true, 
as  was  described  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stroud  (Mr.  Brand),  that  the  Bill  piacee 
restrictions  upon  the  owners  of  land  in 
respect  of  all  but  what  they  may  choose 
to  occupy  themselves.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  speaking 
upon  this  matter  the  other  night,  dis- 
posed, in  a  few  sentences,  of  the  non- 
sensical idea  that  there  could  actually  he 
a  peasant  proprietorship  created  without 
the  proprietorship  determining,  in  some 
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uutanoea,  into  a  landlord  ownenbip. 
Then,  as  to  this  free  trade  in  land,  after 
ally  where  is  it  ?    You  are  doine  away 
elsewhere  with  copyhold.    It  is  thought 
that  it  is  not  for  uie  adrantaffe  of  the 
public,  and  of  the  general  good,  that  a 
copyhold  tenanqy  snould  prevail    But 
although  there  is  a  Bill  now  before  the 
House,  and  attempts  have  been  made 
in  past  years  to  abolish  these  tenures, 
what  are  you  doing  by  this  Land  Bill  ? 
You  are  really  creating  a  more  stringent 
and  a  closer  copyhold  in  Ireland  than  any 
of  those  you  are  proposing  to  get  rid  of  in 
England.    Then,  it  appears  to  me  that 
those  who  use  the  argument  of  free  trade 
in  land  fail  alto^ther  in  their  proposi- 
tions.   To  my  mmd,  it  only  shows  how 
the  principles  of  political  economy  can 
be  thrown  aside  at  convenience  in  order 
to  meet  the  political  emergency  of  the 
moment.      I  will  ffo  now  to  another 
point.    I  have  said  that  there  was  a 
certain  amount  of  difference  of  opinion 
between  Members  of  the    Cabinet — I 
do  not  say  that  there  actually  was,  but 
there  appeared  to  be— as  to  the  relatire 
importance  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  Oraitleman  the  Prime 
Minister,  as  we  know,  laid  stress  on  the 
landlord  and  tenant  portion  of  the  Bill, 
and  another  Minister  attaches  great  im- 
portance to  a  peasant  propriet^y.    But 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  appears  to  take  an  entirely 
different  view  of  the  question,  and  we 
are  obliged  to  look  into  these  various 
opinions  in  order  that  we  may  have  the 

S'eatest  amount  of  light  thrown  upon 
e  real  intentions  of  the  Gk>vemment  in 
bringing  forward  the  Bill.  In  the  course 
of  an  investigation  which  I  made  for  this 
purpose,  I  came  across  a  speech  de- 
livered recently  by  the  noble  Lord  on  a 
political  occasion  at  the  Fishmongers' 
HalL  The  noble  Lord  said,  in  the  in- 
troductory part  of  his  remarks,  that  he 
had  intended  to  excuse  himself  from 
attending  the  dinner — that  he  had  not 
intended  to  mo  there— and,  as  far  as  that 
is  conoemed,  I  dare  sav  from  the  com- 
ments which  have  since  been  made  upon 
his  remarks  that  long  before  this  debate 
doses  he  will  wish  that  he  had  not  been 
induced  to  change  his  original  inten- 
tion. Now,  the  noble  Lord,  as  we  all 
know,  always  speaks  to  the  point.  He 
does  not  speak  without  consideration, 
and  if  there  were  anything  to  make  his 
nmarks  especially  important  it  was  the 

yOL.  CCLXI.      [third  smiss.] 


fact  explained  by  the  noble  Lord  him- 
self that  he  officially  attended  the  dinner 
on  that  occasion  as  one  of  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  the  Government  in  the  un- 
avoidable absence  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
The  noble  Lord,  therefore,  speaking  in 
his  capacity  as  a  Member  of  tne  Govern- 
ment at  a  dinner  of  his  political  friends, 
and  this  great  question  occupying  public 
attention  at  that  moment  to  the  exclu- 
sion of  everything  else,  made  use  of 
these  words — 

"  The  evils  of  Ireland  are  too  deep  leated  to 
be  reznoTed  by  any  diangee  in  the  mationi  be* 
tween  the  landlord  and  owner  and  the  occupier. 
We  believe,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  has  so  constantly  urged  that 
thcso  evils  will  never  be  effectnally  removed 
until  there  has  been  established  a  great  increase 
in  the  number  of  holders  of  property  in  Ireland, 
until  the  vast  disproportion  between  the  owners 
and  occupiers  has  been  somewhat  diminished, 
and  until  a  larger  number  of  occupiers  are 
placed  in  a  position  that  would  gfive  them 
some  participation  in  the  rights  of  ^jroperty." 

The  noble  Lord  went  on  to  say,  in  which 
I  entirely  agree  with  him,  that  our  first 
object  should  be  to  do  all  in  our  power 
to  enable  the  Irish  people  to  become  to 
a  greater  extent  proprietors  of  the  land, 
and  that  it  is  to  such  modes  of  legislation 
we  must  look  for  any  ultimate  improve- 
ment in  the  condition  of  Ireland.  There 
are  many  other  matters  which  require  at- 
tention ;  but  in  the  opinion  of  the  noble 
Lord  these  are  the  true  remedies  to  be 
applied,  but  it  must  take  some  time  to 
carry  them  into  effect,  and  they  cannot 
be  immediate.  There  is  an  interval,  he 
says,  to  bridge  over,  and  he  tells  us  the 
modus  Vivendi  must  be  discovered.  He 
adds  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  endeavoured  by  their  proposals  to 
submit  such  a  modus  vivendi  to  the  con- 
sideration of  Parliament.  According  to 
the  noble  Lord,  the  arrangement  now 
before  the  House  is  intended  to  bridge 
over  the  interval  now  subsisting  be- 
tween the  landlord  and  tenant  for  a  cer- 
tain period.  Then, .  why  are  we  not 
told  at  once  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment why  these  great  proposals  are 
fut  as  the  secondary  parts  of  the  Bill  ? 
trust  the  noble  Lord  will  believe  me 
when  I  ask  in  no  spirit  of  hostility  wb  v, 
if  this  is  the  case,  the  Government  do 
not  take  the  purchase  clauses  and  the 
emigration  clauses  before  they  take  the 
rest  of  the  Bill  ?  Wo  have  heard  in 
general  terms  that  it  is  intended  to  make 
an  annual  grant  to  carry  out  the  emi- 
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gration  scheme  and  to  aid  in  the  purohase 
of  estates ;  but  we  are  told,  on  tne  other 
hand,  that  the  amount  of  the  grant  is 
to  be  decided  by  an  annual  Vote  of  Par- 
liament. It  seems  to  me  that  we  are 
left  entirely  in  the  dark  on  the  subject, 
and  that  the  House  may  be  legislating 
in  one  direction  while  the  Treasury  may 
be  acting  entirely  in  another.  There- 
fore, upon  these  points  I  think  we  ought  to 
have  a  definite  statement  upon  the  matter. 
I  may  say,  on  many  grounds,  in  regard 
to  the  purchase  of  land,  that  I  share  the 
feeling  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  that  it  would  be  undesirable  for 
the  Ooyemment  to  undertake  such  pur- 
ohase by  their  own  direct  agency.  I 
confess  that  for  many  reasons  I  should 
▼ery  ffreatly  prefer  that  the  purchases 
should  be  made  through  the  agency  of 
something  like  a  Land  Bank.  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  is  either  expedient  or 
necessary  that  I  should  touch  further 
upon  this  part  of  the  question;  but, 
speaking  generally,  I  may  say  that  the 
proposab  of  the  Oovemment  at  the 
present  moment  seem  to  be  somewhat 
illusory  for  the  reasons  I  have  already 
mentioned.  When  the  creation  of  a 
Land  Bank  was  first  suggested  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  remarked 
that  no  Land  Bank  could  have  the  power 
of  borrowing  money  at  anything  like 
the  same  rate  of  interest  that  the  Ooyem- 
ment  could  obtain  it.  But  if  such  a  bank 
hadtheOoyemment  behind  it  so  as  to  g^ye 
a  guarantee,  either  directly  or  indirectly, 
the  money  might  be  borrowed  on  the 
security  of  debentures  issued  upon  pro- 
perty, or  might  be  obtained  in  the  many 
other  ways  in  which  property  may  be 
dealt  with ;  and  I  must  say  tiiat  all  I 
haye  heard,  read,  and  seen,  incline  me 
to  belieye  that  there  would  be  no  prac- 
tical difficulty  in  a  bank  of  the  character 
indicated  being  able  to  obtain  ample 
funds,  at  a  comparatiyely  low  rate  of  in- 
terest, to  enable  it  to  carry  out  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill.  There  is,  therefore, 
much  to  recommend  the  creation  of  a 
Land  Bank,  and  certainly  some  of  the  ar- 
guments which  haye  been  stated  against 
it  are  not  of  the  same  force  as  at  first 
sight  appeared.  In  the  course  of  this 
debate  one  thing  has  struck  me  yery 
painfully  and  yery  forcibly.  During 
all  the  years  that  I  haye  sat  in  this 
House  I  haye  carefully  ayoided  any- 
thing in  the  nature  of  making  a  per- 


BOnal  attack  upon  anybody,  and  eextaaalj 
I  am  not  going  to  begin  making  soca 
attacks  now.  But  I  must  oonfeas  that 
I  was  amazed,  and  almost  ashamed  to 
hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lanoaster* 
in  the  course  of  his  remarks,  make  use 
of  arguments  which  seemed  altogether 
imworthyof  him.  I  could  scarcely  belieye 
that  I  had  correctly  imderstood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  until  on  referring  to  the 
usual  sources  of  information  I  found  that 
my  impression  was  correct.  The  right  boa. 
Gentleman  was  not  afraid  to  import  into 
this  discussion — a  discussion  wnich  hit 
Leader  asked  the  House  to  consider 
apart  altogether  f^m  Party  feelings, 
and  as  one  which  affects  the  intaresti 
of  the  Empire  only — the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  afraid,  I  say,  to  im- 
port into  the  debate  arguments  which  I 
naye  certainly  heard  of  as  being  used 
in  tumultuous  Party  meetings,  but 
which  I  haye  neyer  heard  used  in  places 
where  questions  were  calmly  deliberated 
upon — arguments  ccdculated  to  aztmie 
many  angry  feelings,  which  I,  for  one, 
had  hoped,  in  the  course  of  this  dis- 
cussion, would  haye  been  buried.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  think  it 
unworthy  of  him  to  say,  without  qualifi- 
cation— 

''The  yast  estates  that  are  held  in  Irdand 
are  estates  that  were  created  mainly^  at  the  timb, 
and  in  consequence  of  the  confiscationB  of  whidb 
we  read  m  Irish  history." 

We  haye  often  heard  the  general  propo- 
sition— "  Ireland  for  the  Lish,"  and  we 
haye  heard  it  asserted  that  Irishmen  are 
the  real  owners  of  the  soil ;  but  it  is  con- 
yenient  to  leaye  out  of  the  question  the 
laree  number  of  Irish  families  who  are 
still  among  the  largest  owners  of  the  soil. 
Let  me  ti£e  a  few  names  which  oeonr  to 
me  at  the  moment.  We  are  told  that 
this  Land  Question  has  arisen  because 
the  estates  haye  been  created  only  in  the 
manner  dpoken  of  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  But  ey^rybody  knows  that 
that  is  not  the  case.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  still  under  that  impression, 
let  me  ask  him  if  he  has  neyer  neard  of 
the  estates  held  by  the  O'Ckmor  Don, 
Lord  Inchiquin,  the  Kniffht  of  Kerry, 
the  families  of  Kayanagh,  M'Dermott, 
the  O'Donoghue,  and  many  others, 
whose  names  may  be  easily  maiae  known 
to  persons  who  care  to  inquire  into  the 
subject.  Does  he  not  know  that  the 
titles  of  these  fjGuniliee  as  owners  are 
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long  antecedent  to  any  qneetion  of  con- 
quest or  confiscation?  Does  the  Land 
League  make  any  such  distinction  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  draws?  In  all 
the  letters  that  have  been  written  on  the 
subject,  and  in  all  the  speeches  which 
have  been  made  at  public  meetings  in 
Ireland,  have  we  ever  seen  any  propo- 
sition to  exempt  from  the  operation  of  the 
Land  League  those  landlords  who  held 
such  an  ancient  or  indefeasible  title? 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  goes  eyen 
farther  than  that.  He  comments  upon 
the  fact  of  the  land  being  in  the  posses- 
sion of  owners  **  who  differ  in  religious 
convictions  from  the  bulk  of  the  people.'' 
But  can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  really 
presume  to  say,  in  cold  blood,  that  he  is 
prepared  to  sustain  the  assertion  that 
the  question  of  religion  has  anything  to 
do  with  the  matter,  or  that  there  have 
not  been  just  as  fierce  attacks  made 
against  Roman  Oatholic  and  Presby- 
terian landlords  as  a^rainst  Protestants, 
notwithstanding  the  ract  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  anxious  to  show  that 
the  occupiers  of  the  soil  claim  a  religious 
connection  with  Boman  Catholics  only. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  commented  at 
some  length  upon  this  matter ;  but  as  I 
do  not  think  his  comments  ought  to  go 
entirely  unanswered,  I  have,  to  the  best 
of  my  power,  endeavoured  to  answer 
them.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
continued  his  extraordinary  statements. 
He  went  on  to  say  that — 

**lt  yoa  complain  that  the  Bill  giyes  too 
much  to  the  tenants  and  takes  all  that  it  does 
giye  from  the  landlords,  I  should  make  this 
answer — If,  at  this  moment,  all  that  the  tenants 
hare  done  were  gone,  and  all  that  the  landlords 
have  done  were  left,  that  is  the  sort  of  ma^  I 
should  very  much  like  to  see,  for  its  puhlication 
would  finish  this  discussion  in  five  minutes. 
WeU,  if  that  were  to  take  place,  if  all  that  the 
tenants  have  done  were  swept  off  the  soil,  and 
all  that  the  landlords  have  aone  were  left  upon 
it,  the  land  woidd  he  as  hare  of  house  and  ham, 
fences  and  cultivation,  as  it  was  in  pre-historic 
times." 

Surely  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot 
have  read  the  very  able  reports  of  the 
Commissioner  of  The  Tmes,  nor  can  he 
have  read  the  statements  in  other  news- 
papers as  to  the  number  of  landowners 
who  have  improved  their  estates.  Has 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  never  seen  the 
pamphlet  quoted  with  great  propriety  by 
his  leader,  the  Prime  Minister,  called 
"  Facts  and  Figures,"  in  which  it 
is  shown  from  Ketums  correctly  ob- 
tained from  owners  and  occupiers,  that 


since  1840,  as  far  as  can  be  ascertained, 
the  amoimt  expended  by  landlords  in 
the  improvement  of  the  land  occupied  by 
tenants  is  not  less  than  £3,500,000  ?  Is 
he  further  unacquainted  with  the  fact, 
and,  if  so,  I  will  make  him  a  present  of 
the  figures,  which  he  will  find  in  the 
same  pamphlet  at  page  33,  that  in  Lein- 
ster  out  of  608  estates,  in  194  the  agri- 
cultural improvements  have  been  made 
by  the  landlords,  202  by  the  tenants,  and 
212  conjointly ;  but  of  a  total  number  of 
1,627  estates,  in  839  cases  contributions 
were  made  both  by  the  landlord  and 
tenant,  and  in  200  cases  by  the  landlord 
alone.  But  in  connection  with  this  point 
an  adeaptandum  argument  has  been  used. 
It  is  said  that — **  Taking  from  the 
amount  of  money  spent  the  sums  bor- 
rowed by  the  landlords  under  various 
Acts  and  securities,  you  will  find  that 
they  themselves  have  spent  but  a  very 
small  portion  of  the  whole  amount.'' 
That  is  a  plausible  argument ;  but  it  is 
also  true  that  it  is  covered  by  the  fact 
that  the  tenants  have  not  paid  interest 
on  the  borrowed  money.  And,  further, 
if  the  landlords  have  contracted  loans 
without  charging  any  additional  interest 
to  the  tenant,  undoubtedly  we  have  a 
right  to  claim  on  their  behalf  that  they 
have  not  been  backward  in  efifecting  im- 
provements. We  know  of  an  instance 
in  which  out  of  £30,000,  £13,000  only 
was  passed  through  the  private  account, 
the  whole  of  the  remainder  being  spent 
on  the  estate ;  and  I  am  certain  that  the 
properties  to  which  I  have  alluded  more 
than  once  in  the  course  of  this  debate 
have  been  dealt  with  in  a  similar  spirit. 
I  know  of  one  case  in  which  an  amount, 
exceeding  the  whole  rental  of  the  pro- 
perty, was  actually  expended  upon  it  in 
many  years.  The  question  in  the  minds 
of  many  persons  stands  thus.  They  say 
— **  We  are  quite  willing  to  consider 
fairly  this  question  of  tenant  security ; 
but,  after  all,  is  this  measure  intended 
merely  to  meet  the  evils  which  it  is  pro- 
posed to  redress,  or  are  you,  under  the 
guise  of  remedial  legislation,  entering 
upon  a  course  of  political  change  which 
you  are  unwilling  openly  to  avow  ?  "  I 
cannot  think  the  right  non.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant can  be  very  much  obliged  to  his 
Colleague  at  Bradford,  who,  the  other 
day,  connected  so  closely  the  questions  of 
English  and  Irish  land  tenure,  more  espe- 
cially as  we  have  had  it  admitted  in  the 
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couraeof  the  debate  that  there  was  an 
eesential  distinction  to  be  .drawn  between 
the  English  and  Scotch  and  the  Irish 
systems  of  land  tenure,  inasmuch  as  on 
this  side  of  the  water  the  buildings,  and 
BO  forth,  are  almost  without  exception 
the  property  of  the  landlords. 

Me.  ILLINGWORTH:  The  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  altoge^er 
mistakes  my  meaning,  in  saying  that  I 
was  trying  to  attach  the  question  of  land 
tenure  in  England  to  the  Irish  question. 
I  said  that  the  settlement  of  the  Irish  ques- 
tion was  only  secondary  to  the  English  peo- 
ple as  contrasted  with  the  Irish  people. 

OoLONEL  STANLEY  :  I  was  not  pre- 
sent when  the  hon.  Gentleman  made  the 
remarks  to  which  I  haye  referred,  and  I 
am  yery  glad  to  hear  him  now  make  a 
public  recantation  of  what  has  been  erro- 
neously attributed  to  him.  We  are,  on 
ourp^^leased  to  take  note  of  that  fact. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH:  I  made  no 
recantation  at  all.  I  simply  offered  an 
'explanation. 

OoLONBL  STANLEY:  I  said  *' recanta- 
tion of  what  had  been  erroneously  attri- 
buted  to  the  hon.  Gentleman."  We  are 
now,  upon  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill,  considering  the  principles  which 
underlie  its  action ;  ana  I  haye  pointed 
out,  perhaps  at  undue  length,  why  we 
on  tms  side  are  obliged  to  take  a  course 
of  opposition  to  it  at  this  stage.  We 
know  that  the  two  main  sources  of  this 
measure  haye  been  the  ''  earth-huneer  " 
and  the  agitation  which  has  of  late  been 
too  prominent  a  feature  in  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Goyemment  has  said  he  had  eyery  reason 
to  be  thankful  for  the  manner  in  which 
this  Bill  had  been  receiyed  in  Ireland. 
But  has  the  spirit  in  which  the  Bill  has 
been  brought  forward  been  responded 
to  ?  Has  it  caused  the  Land  League  to 
diminish  one  whit  of  its  teaching,  or 
haye  those  who  haye  acted,  as  they 
think,  in  obedience  to  its  commands, 
abated  one  whit  in  their  yiolence  ?  The 
Goyemment  haye  conceded  much  to 
ajgitation;  depend  upon  it,  that  afi^ta- 
tion  will  demand  more.  The  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  asks,  will  this  Question  oyer 
be  settled  by  a  Bill  smaUer  Uian  the 
present  one;  and  "Echo^'  from  these 
l^enches  replies — ''or  by  any  Land 
Bin?"  Tott  wish  to  estabHsh  conE- 
dence,  and  you  take  means  that,  to  a 
great  extent,  tend  to  banish  all  capital, 
except  that  which  is  tied,  from  the 
country.    Tou  wish  to  create  owner- 


ship,  and  you  d^[Ndye  it,  as  one  of  yoor 
ex-CoUeagues  has  shown,  of  one  of  Ui 
most  necessary  attributes.  The  light 
hon.  Gentleman  q>eaks  in  the  spirit  of 
one  of  the  ancients,  whom  he  is  so  food 
of  quoting,  and  seems  to  say — ''  Let  us 
go  where  fortune,  kinder  than  a  parent, 
may  ti^e  us."  He  may  be  prepared  to 
embark  on  a  course  that  may,  to  a 
certain  extent,  allay  agitation,  but  whidi 
can  only  succeed  in  attaining  that  object 
by  drawing  a  Bill,  so  to  sueak,  upoB 
futurity,  which  posterity  will  haye  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  discounting.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  ksot 
to  what  this  course  of  conoeasion  tends,  1 
suspect  there  are  many  hon.  Gentlemea 
on  the  Benches  below  the  Gangway  who 
can  tell  him.  I  would  yenture  to  say  thit 
if  this  legislation  is  not  conducted  upas 
sound  and  right  principles  it  must  insfit- 
ably  sooner  or  later  come  to  naught  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  endeayouied 
to  throw  upon  us  the  responsibility  whi<^ 
mifi^ht  attend  any  miscarriage  of  thifl 
BiU,  and  I  think  I  am  rightly  inte^ 
preldng  his  expressions  as  applied,  not 
only  to  a  determined  opposition,  but 
to  an  undetormined  Par(^.  JSon.  Gentis- 
men  on  this  side  were,  ne  said,  jadg«f 
of  their  own  conduct ;  and  he  asked  iu 
if  we  were  amongst  the  number  of  those 
who  were  anxious  to  decline  to  carry  t 
message  of  peace  to  ''another  plsoa,'^ 
adding  that  he  looked  both  to  this  Hooie 
and  the  House  of  Lords  with  considerable 
anxiety  for  the  fato  of  the  measure.  He 
said,  howeyer,  that  the  other  House  had 
always  well  considered  questions  of  thi)i 
kind ;  and  it  seemed  to  me  that  the  sole 
argument  which  the  right  hon.  G^ntls- 
man  left  out  was  that  in  which  he  might 
haye  asked  us,  in  consideration  of  the 
P^reat  questions  which  he  belieyed  to  be 
myolyed  in  the  Bill,  to  take  away  aU 
impediment  to  its  course  and  make  it  ai 
near  as  possible  perfect,  in  order  that  it 
mi^ht  be  presented  in  **  another  place '' 
in  its  best  form.  Howeyer  tardify,  it  it 
well  to  find  that  the  principles  of  oar 
great  Leader  now  departed  are  recog- 
nized  by  the  light  hon.  Gentleman.  Bat 
he  added  that  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire 
(Lord  Elcho)  was  the  first  notice  of  a 
change  in  position  which  had  occurred 
in  this  House  owing  to  the  death  of  oor 
lato  Leader.  The  great  question  before 
us  may  haye  presented  some  difficulties ; 
but,  as  a  humble  Member  of  the  Ooa- 
seryatiye  Party,  I  will  not  allow  that 
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statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  remain  uncontradicted  one  moment 
loneor  than  I  can  help.  I  say  that 
with  reference  to  a  Party  led  m  this 
House  by  the  right  hon.  Gfentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  since  Lord 
Beaconsfield  left  us  for  the  House  of 
Lords — a  Party,  united  as  it  is,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  justified  even 
by  implication  in  the  conclusion  which 
he  drew.  I  have  endeavoured  to  point 
out  some  of  the  main  objections  which  I 
hold  to  the  fundamental  principles  of  the 
Bill,  and  why  the  holdine  of  those  ob- 
jections have  influenced  me  to  vote 
against  the  second  reading.  This,  how- 
ever, I  would  say — nothing  is  further 
from  the  intention  of  many  of  us  who 
take  this  course  than  the  tactics  of  ob- 
struction or  delay  which  the  nght  hon. 
Gentleman  feared  the  Bill  might  meet 
with  in  its  progress.  We  agree  entirely 
with  him  in  thinking  that  the  sooner  the 
g^al  is  reached  the  better,  for  it  is  not 
well  that  this  question  should  be  dangled 
before  the  public  and  made  the  incessant 
theme  of  agitation  in  Ireland.  Nor  is  it 
well  that  by  new  concessions  to  public 
clamour,  or  undue  concession  to  fore- 
gone conclusions  or  Party  prejudice,  the 
measure  should  be  damaged  in  its  pro- 
gress. Although  we  have  thought  it 
right  to  protest  against  the  Bill  at  this 
stage,  I  trust  that  it  will  meet,  when  the 
practical  work  in  Committee  is  reached, 
with  the  same  consideration  and  the  same 
temperate  criticism  as  we  have  endea- 
voured to  extend  to  the  second  reading. 
Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  had 
never  risen  to  address  the  House  with 
feelings  of  deeper  depression  than  at 
that  moment.  Whatever  prolongation 
of  the  debate  on  the  second  reading  had 
taken  place,  it  was  not  due  to  the 
speeches  of  hon.  Members  with  whom 
he  generally  acted,  for  they  had  abstained 
from  intruding  themselves  in  the  discus- 
sion until  the  air  had,  so  to  speak,  been 
cleared  by  the  sense — or  non-sense — 
which  might  come  from  various  parts  of 
the  House.  The  opinions  he  had  formed 
on  this  Bill,  after  long  and  painful  con- 
sideration, were  opinions  not  merely  of 
a  minority  of  Members  of  the  House, 
but  of  a  minoribr  of  a  minority,  for  he 
had  reason  to  believe  that  his  views 
with  regard  to  this  measure  were  not 
shared  by  even  the  majority  of  Irish 
Members.  Under  those  circumstances, 
he  most  claim   particulair   indulgence 


from  the  House,  and  would  endeavour 
to  earn  it,  by  abstaining  from  a  single 
expression  that,  by  its  heat  or  intemper- 
ance, might  injure  the  cause  he  had  at 
heart.  Accordungly,  he  passed  bv  the 
many  hard,  bitter,  and  unjust  thingns 
which  had  been  said  by  both  Engliui 
and  Irish  Members,  not  only  with  re- 
gard to  himself,  but  also  the  action  of 
the  Land  Lea^e  in  Ireland.  He  did 
not  believe  a  Minister  had  ever  intro- 
duced to  the  House  a  Bill  of  equal 
magnitude,  or  dealing  with  a  problem 
of  greater  complexity.  The  Govern- 
ment had  reason  to  be  satisfied  with  the 
reception  it  had  met  with;  for  it  had 
been  praised  alike  by  Badicals,  Whigs, 
and  Ministerialists,  and  by  one  of  tuQ 
ablest  exponents  of  Irish  Conservatism 
on  that  side  of  the  House.  It  had  also 
received  the  praises  of  those  Irish  Mem- 
bers who  were  Ministerialists  first,  and 
Irishmen  a  very  long  way  afterwards. 
An  old  proverb  told  them  that  when 
rogues  fell  out  honest  men  came  by 
their  own.  When  he  saw  Whigs  and  Con- 
servatives joining  together,  he  thought 
it  was  high  time  for  the  policemen  to 
look  after  the  pockets  of  the  Irish  tenants 
as  affected  by  this  Bill.  He  was  not 
much  affected  in  his  judgment  of  the 
Bill  by  the  predictions  which  came  from 
hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  OS  to  its  results.  Was  there  ever 
an  Act  ushered  into  existence  amidst  so 
loud  a  chorus  of  approval  as  the  Land 
Act  of  1870  ;  and  had  ever  an  Act  gone 
to  its  dishonoured  tomb  amidst  so  little 
expression  of  even  the  decencies  of 
burial?  All  the  history  of  the  past 
legislation  >vith  regard  to  Ireland,  all 
the  history  of  the  land  legislation  that 
had  attempted  to  regulate  the  joint  in- 
terests of  landlord  and  tenant  in  the 
soil,  all  the  past  examples  of  history  in 
that  respect  in  Ireland,  and  in  every 
other  country,  was  a  lesson  of  warning 
and  a  beacon  to  those  who  had  the 
interests  of  the  tenants  at  heart ;  for 
nothing  had  been  more  clearly  proved 
by  the  history  of  land  legislation  than 
that  on  paper  everything  the  tenant 
wanted,  or  could  fairly  demand,  was 
given,  but  that  when  the  Act  came  into 
operation  the  tenant  might  be  left  in 
almost  a  worse  position  than  he  was 
before.  He  would  not  go  over  the  stale 
ground  of  the  Act  of  1 870 ;  but  be  would 
take  the  predictions  with  reg^ard  to  that 
Aot  on  three  main  points.  One  of  the  pre- 
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dictions — which  came  from  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  senior  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin — was 
that  that  Act  would  take  £120,000,000 
from  the  landlords  and  put  it  into  the 

J)ockets  of  the  tenants.  Another  calcu- 
ation  was  that  the  600,000  tenants  in 
Ireland  would  obtain-  £100  each  for 
improvements,  and  £100  each  for  dis- 
turbance. Those  were  the  predictions ; 
but  what  were  the  results  ?  In  the  three 
years  1871,  1872,  and  1873,  the  total 
amount  awarded  by  the  Land  Court  was 
£461,149;  and  the  average  awarded' to 
the  tenants  was  not  £100  for  improve- 
ments and  £100  for  disturbance,  but 
£27  5«.  That  was  the  manner  in  which 
£120,000,000  were  taken  from  the  land- 
lords and  put.  into  the  pockets  of  the 
tenants.  Then  it  was  said  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tralee,  with  regard  to  the 
effects  of  the  Act  of  1870  on  evictions 
— and  the  hon.  Member  in  the  same 
speech  uttered  many  wise  warnings 
against  some  defects  in  the  Act,  which 
were  not  attended  to — that  if  the  Bill 
passed  he  believed  it  would  be  next  to 
impossible  for  a  landlord  to  evict  a  ten- 
ant, unless  he  had  such  reasons  for 
doing  so  as  everybody  capable  of  dis- 
criminating between  right  and  wrong 
would  sanction.  How  tragic  was  the 
contrast  between  that  prediction  and  the 
1,060  decrees  executed  in  1877,  the  2,888 
decrees  executed  in  1880,  and  the  2,500 
decrees  which,  according  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  had 
been  issued  at  one  Quarter  Sessions  in 
the  present  year !  He  would  not  go  in 
detail  into  the  other  predictions  and  the 
contrast  between  them  and  the  result ; 
but  it  was  said  that  the  Bill  would  stop 
rack-renting,  and  rack-renting  had  gone 
on  in  Ulster  since  1870  with  a  frequency 
and  relentlessnesB  never  before  paral- 
leled. It  was  said  that  the  Bill  would 
stop  emigpration ;  and  last  year  there 
was  a  larger  emigration  from  Ireland 
than  in  any  of  the  preceding  26  years. 
It  was  said  by  the  Prime  Minister  that 
the  Bill  might  reasonably  be  considered 
a  final  solution  of  the  difficulties  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  here  to-day  they  were  face  to 
face  with  the  difficulties  in  a  more 
threatening  and  more  wholesale  manner 
than  in  any  previous  period.  Therefore 
he  said  there  was  a  yawning  chasm  be- 
tween the  predictions  of  1870  and  the 
realities  of  1881.  Allusion  had  been 
made  by  the  right   hon.   and  gallant 

J/r.  r.  P.  O'Connor 


Gentleman  (Colonel  Stanlev)  to  the  very 
remarkable  speech  made  oy  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
with  regard  to  the  intentions  of  this 
Bill.  The  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
far  away  the  most  encouraging  speech 
he  had  heard  from  the  Ministers — it  was 
far  away  the  best  speech  on  this  ques- 
tion that  had  come  from  Englishmen, 
because  it  was  the  most  Land  Leagoa 
speech  delivered  on  the  question.  Tbs 
noble  Lord  said  the  ultimate  solution  <A 
the  land  difficulty  in  Ireland  was  a 
peasant  proprietary.  That  was  what 
the  Land  League  said;  and  the  first 
portion  of  the  Bill,  according  to  ths 
noble  Lord,  was  in  no  sense  a  final  at- 
tempt at  solving  the  question,  but  was 
merely  a  modus  vivendi  to  fill  up  ths 
interval  between  the  present  oondition 
of  the  tenant  and  the  halcyon  pmod 
when  every  tiller  of  the  soil  should  be 
its  owner.  He  should  like  to  see  thoee 
words  repeated  and  emphasized  fiom  the 
Treasury  Bench,  because,  if  that  was  the 
view  of  the  Government  as  to  the  opera- 
tion of  this  Bill,  it  proved  that  this  was 
a  Bill  which  the  Land  League  of  Ire- 
land would  be  justified  in  gladly  accept- 
ing, and  nothing  would  more  encourage 
the  Ministers  than  that  the  Lion  of 
the  Executive  Government  and  the 
Lamb  of  the  Land  League  in  Dub- 
lin should  lie  down  together.  The 
first  portion  of  the  Bill  was  defined 
by  the  noble  Lord  as  a  modui  viemdi. 
He  wished  he  oould  accept  that  defini- 
tion as  accurate.  He  had  so  long  for- 
gotten the  study  of  the  classics  that  he 
did  not  know  whether  he  should  be  right 
or  wrong ;  but  he  should  rather  call  the 
Bill  a  modu8  moriendi  for  the  tenants,  and 
not  a  modus  vivsndi.  He  believed  he 
should  be  able  to  clearly  prove  that, 
whatever  might  be  the  benefit  ^m  the 
Bill  to  the  tenantry,  it  was  a  remote 
thing,  but  that  the  injury  to  the  tenant 
was  very  clear  and  very  near.  What 
was  the  position  of  the  Irish  tenant? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Boscommon  a  few 
days  ago  put  a  Question  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  as  to  whether  or  not  the  evi- 
dence of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
the  evidence  of  Colonel  King-Harman, 
and  the  evidence  of  several  witnesses 
before  the  Bessborouffh  Commission  did 
not  agree  in  stating  that  the  condition  of 
a  large  number  of  the  tenants  in  Ireland 
at  the  present  moment  was  a  condition 
of  indebtedness  which  in  many  parts 
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amounted  to  absolute  bankruptcy.     If 
hon.  Members  would  look  througb  either 
the  Commission  over  which,  the  Duke  of 
Hiohmond  presided,  or  that  presided  over 
by  Lord  Bessborough,  they  would  find 
that  both  the  tenant  farmer  and  the 
landlord,  both  the  official,  like  Professor 
Baldwin,  and  the  active  politician  agreed 
in  representing  that  indebtedness  as  ex- 
isting.   There  were  three  facts  acknow- 
ledged by  everybody.    It  was  acknow- 
ledged that  the  Irish  tenants  had  gone 
through  three  bad  seasons  recently ;  that 
a  lar^e  portion  of  those  tenants  would 
have  been  face  to  face  with  famine  but 
for  almsgiving  from   all   parts  of  the 
world  on  a  scsde  of  gigantic  generosity ; 
and  the  state  of  the  Irish  tenants  through 
their  past  indebtedness,  approaching  to 
bankruptcy,  received  its  final  seal  of  ac- 
knowledgment by  the  introduction  last 
year  of  a  Compensation  for  Disturb- 
ance Bill,  the  main  effect  of  which  was 
to  alter  by  law  existing  contracts  with  re- 
gard to  rent.  Therefore,  he  called  the  Mi- 
nisters themselves  to  witness.     His  chief 
testimony  was  Ministerial  utterances — 
that  the  condition  of  a  large  number  of 
the  Irish  tenants  was  a  condition  of 
large  indebtedness    amounting    almost 
to  bankruptcy.     His  charge  against  this 
Bill  was  that  the  people  for  whose  bene- 
fit the  Compensation  for  Disturbance 
Bill  was  brought  in  last  year  were  left 
utterly,  entirely,  and  completely  unpro- 
tected by  this  Bill.     Do  not  let  there  be 
again  any  of  the  miserable  excuses  which 
the  Government  gave  for  their  conduct 
on  the  Bill  of  last  year.     It  was  their 
statement  that  unless  they  carried  that 
Bill  the  task  of  governing  Ireland  would 
be  difficult,  and  well-nigh  impossible. 
A  large  portion  of  the  tenants  were 
threatened  with  eviction,  which,  as  the 
Prime  Minister  had  said,  came  very  near 
to    a    sentence   of   starvation.      Those 
amounted  to  nearly  15,000  in  number; 
and  because  of  the  rebuff  of  another 
Assembly  which  they  were  now  trying 
alternately  to  bully  and  cajole — to  hold 
up  as  a  bugbear  and  a  Paradise  alter- 
nately— the  Governmentleft  those  15,000 
sentences  to  be  carried  out,  and  left  the 
government  of  the  country  difficult  and 
well-nigh  impossible.      And  when  the 
Land  League  took  up  the  work  of  go- 
vernment which  the  Government  could 
not  fulfil,  and  gave  that  protection  which 
the  Gt>vemment  could  not  extend,  they 
were  thanked  by  having  their  leaders 


dragged  through  the  mire  and  the  mud. 
He  hoped  the  lesson  of  the  Compensation 
for  Disturbance  Bill  would  not  oe  lost  on 
the  Government ;  and  if,  having  intro- 
duced this  Bill,  they  left  the  tenants  still 
unprotected,  the  Irish  people  would  know 
what  to  think  of  the  mendliness  of  the 
present  Government.     The  tenants  were 
in  arrear ;  and,  supposing  the  Bill  passed 
in  its  piesent  shape,  how  did  the  tenant 
in  arrear  stand  ?    The  landlord  did  not 
find  the  collection  of  his  rents  very  easy 
just  now.  He  would  go  to  the  tenant  and 
say — '*  Here    is    a    Bill  given  by  the 
Liberal  Ministry ;  by  the  friendly  hands 
of  the  First   Lord    of    the    Treasury, 
and   by  the  Chief   Secretary,"  whose 
humanity    was    now    a    bye  -  word    in 
Ireland.     Here  was  a  Bill  which  was 
approved  of  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  County  of  Cork,  a  displaced  but  still 
adored  leader ;  here  was  a  Bill  approved 
of  by  several  hon.  Members  who  were 
supposed  to  be  extreme  advocates  of  the 
tenants'  cause.     Surely  the  tenant  could 
not  object  to  a  Bill  introduced  under 
such  beneficent  auspices.    The  landlord 
would  say — "  You  owe  me  three  years* 
rent.     You  have  the  right  of  free  sale. 
Here  is  this  magnificent  measure ;  this 
final,  this  generous,  this  gigantic  boon 
to  you  and  all  your  feUows.     Go  into 
Court  and  get  £30.     I  will  take  what 
you  owe  me,  and  the  shopkeeper  whom 
you  owe  for  meal  will  try  to  take  his 
£30."     The  solicitor  would  try  to  take 
£2  or  £3,  and  how  much  of  the  £30 
would  remain  to  the  tenant,  upon  whom 
this  Bill  was  to  confer  such  benefits? 
The  shopkeeper  might  make  a  composi- 
tion, and  the  landlord  might  give  up  his 
right  of  precedence ;  but  all  that  would 
be  left  to  the  tenant  might  be  as  much 
as  would  take  him  to  the  nearest  emi- 

g ration  ship,  so  that  he  might  leave  his 
ome.  What,  then,  was  the  position  of 
the  tenant  ?  It  was  this — his  farm  gone, 
his  house  broken  up,  and  not  a  penny 
left  in  his  pocket.  And  what  was  the 
position  of  the  landlord  ?  The  old  tenant 
gone,  and  a  new  and  a  better  tenant  in 
his  stead ;  or,  if  he  employed  the  right 
of  pre-emption,  he  would  have  the  farm 
back  in  his  own  possession  without  pay- 
ing anything  for  it,  because  the  com- 
pensation to  the  tenant  for  disturbance 
would  be  swallowed  up  by  the  arrears. 
The  landlord  either  took  the  farm  back 
himself,  or  gave  it  to  a  new  and  better 
tenant,  and  the  latter  had  to  pay  the 
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Gompensation  for  disturbance  which,  but 
for  this  Bill,  the  landlord  would  have 
had  to  pay.  Further,  the  landlord  got 
payment  of  his  arrears.  This  magnifi- 
cent Bill  was  a  magnificent  Bill,  the 
good  results  of  which  were  all  on  the 
side  of  the  landlord,  while  the  bad  re- 
sults were  on  the  side  of  the  tenant. 
Then,  with  regard  to  emigration,  the 
tenant  would  be  at  a  double  disadvan- 
tage. There  would  be  the  landlord 
shoving  him  out  through  what  was 
called  **  free  sale  "  at  the  door,  and  at 
the  door  was  the  emigration  agent — 
under  the  emigration  clause — with  a 
free  pass,  bidding  him  go  to  that  land 
in  the  West,  where  an  Irishman  had 
some  chance  of  success.  80  that  there 
was  a  double  agency  for  eviction  going 
on.  What,  therefore,  did  this  part  of 
the  Bill  mean  ?  It  meant,  with  regard 
to  something  like  100,000  or  200,000 
tenants,  eviction,  vast,  huge,  made  easy 
and  profitable  to  the  landlord,  and  ex- 
pensive to  the  tenant.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  spoken  of  the  generous 
reception  which  this  Bill  had  received  in 
Ireland.  It  had  received  a  generous 
reception;  but  the  generosity  had,  he 
thought,  rather  overcome  the  prudence 
and  good  sense  of  the  people.  What 
made  the  case  in  regard  to  the  tenants 
worse?  They  were  in  arrear  of  rack 
rent ;  they  were  in  arrear  of  rent  which 
was  acknowledged  by  hon.  Qentlemen 
opposite  to  be  an  unfair  rent.  Cases  of 
rack-renting  had  been  given  over  and 
over  again  m  the  House.  In  one  case 
the  rent  was  increased  at  one  stroke  from 
£530  to  £790  a-year.  Professor  Baldwin 
had  told  them  that  in  the  case  of  one 

farm  on  Lord 's  estate,  the  rent 

had  been  increased  by  95  per  cent  in 
a  few  years;  in  1860  the  rent  was 
£6  10«.  %d.f  and  it  was  increased,  year 
by  year,  until  in  1869  it  was  £12  13«.  2d, 
JsQYff  what  were  they  going  to  do  with 
a  case  like  this,  which  was  simply  one 
of  monstrous  injustice  ?  According  to 
the  Bill  no  one  was  going  to  be  driven 
out  of  his  house  and  home  because  he 
could  not  pay  an  unjust  rent.  But  mark 
this,  they  had  carefully  made,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  one  clause  to  which  he  would 
presently  refer,  the  whole  effect  of  the  Bill 
prospective.  Hon.  Gentlemen  talked 
of  compensation  to  landlords.  He  could 
meet  tnem  by  the  claim  of  restitution  to 
the  tenant.  But  there  was  nothing  about 
such  restitution.    The  BiU  was  almost 
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entirely  prospective  in  its  operatkm, 
because,  when  the  landlord  and  taiant 
went  to  the  Court  for  the  purpose  of  fix- 
ing the  rent,  the  rent  should  be  deemed  to 
be  rent  payable  by  the  tenant  from  the 
period  of  the  next  succeeding  rent  day. 
There  was  not  a  word  with  regard  to 
the  past.  It  was  only  with  regard  to 
the  future  that  the  Bill  came  in,  and 
accordingly  the  Bill  would  help  tiie 
landlords  to  evict  between  100,000  and 
200,000  tenants  for  arrears  of  rent,  tiie 
injustice  of  which  the  GK>vemment  thetn- 
selves  admitted.  He  now  wanted  to 
deal  with  the  general  facts,  and  sab- 
section  4  of  the  famous  dause  7. 
There  were  some  hon.  Friends  of  his 
who  were  under  the  delusion  that  this 
section  was  going  to  make  a  large  and 
general  reduction  of  rents  in  Ireland. 
They  were  under  that  delusion,  in  spite 
of  the  most  express  admissions  from  the 
Treasury  Bench,  for  when  the  ex- Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  stated  Hiat  the 
effect  of  the  Bill  would  be  to  leave  rents 
pretty  much  as  they  now  stood,  up  rose 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
to  confirm  and  emphasize  that  declaration. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that,  in 
his  opinion,  in  nine  cases  out  of  10,  the 
rent  would  remain  exactly  where  it  was. 
What  was  the  position  he  and  his  hon. 
Friends  took  up  with  regard  to  the 
renting  of  Ireland  ?  It  was  this — that 
imless  they  had  a  very  general  and 
almost  wholesale  reduction,  the  tenant 
farmers  of  Ireland  would  be  utterly  un- 
able to  compete  with  any  success,  under 
the  changed  condition  of  agriculture 
with  American  competition.  ["Hear, 
hear !  "]  An  English  Member  cheered 
that  observation.  Why  was  that  ?  Be- 
cause those  who  represented  the  agri- 
cultural and  landed  interests  had  b^ea 
taught,  within  the  last  two  or  thi^ 
years,  to  believe  that  if  the  farmers  of 
England  were  to  be  able  to  compete 
with  America  they  must  be  required  to 
pay  smaller  rents ;  and  if  lower  rente  on 
a  large  scale  be  demanded  in  England, 
with  how  much  greater  force  ought  they 
to  be  demanded  in  Ireland,  where  tiiey 
had  no  capital  but  their  spade  ?  If  any 
of  his  hon.  Friends  were  under  the  im- 

I)ression  that  this  Bill  was  going  to 
argely  reduce  rents  they  oomd  never 
retain  that  impression  under  the  words 
of  disillusion  which  had  come  from 
the  Treasury  Bench.  If,  intrusted 
with  the  interests  and  hopes  of  ti^s 
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Irisli  tenants  in  his  constituency;  if, 
raised  by  no  merit  of  his  own  to  be  one 
of  the  executive  body  of  their  tenant 
or^nization,  he  were  to  deceive  them 
with  the  false  hope  that  they  would  be 
saved  from  eviction,  that  they  would 
get  free  sale  and  have  their  rents  largely 
reduced,  what  would  be  his  position 
when  they  had  had  experience  of  the 
operation  of  the  Bill?  He  would  be 
very  probably  regarded  as  a  deceiver  of 
those  who  had  put  trust  in  him.  This 
Bill  conferred  no  new  property  on  the 
tenant ;  it  conferred  no  property  on  the 
tenant  that  was  not  already  acknow- 
ledj^d  in  the  Act  of  1870.  It  provided 
dimrent  machinery  for  the  protection 
of  that  property  it  was  true,  and  the 
new  machinerv  was  no  better  than  the 
old ;  in  fact,  it  was  the  old  machinery 
re-furnished,  and  no  tinkering  could 
make  the  machinery  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1 870  good  machinery.  It  conferred  no 
new  property  on  the  tenant.  It  left  the 
question  of  the  tenant's  property  in  the 
land  exactly  where  it  stood  in  the  Land 
Act  of  1870.  The  average  value  of  the 
tenant's  property  in  the  land  was  fixed 
by  the  Land  Courts  under  the  Act  of 
1870  at  £27  5«.,  and  the  Irish  tenants 
might  now  be  rejoiced  to  learn  that  the 
present  Bill  would  not  increase  that 
value.  ^An  hon.  Membeb:  And  after 
a  law  suit,  j  Tes,  after  a  law  suit ;  and 
this  magnificent  measure,  which  was  to 
stop  agitation,  which  was  to  break  the 
reign  of  Saturn — he  thought  he  had 
better  say  Satyr — this  Bill,  which  recog- 
nized the  property  of  the  tenant  in  the 
soil,  valued  that  property  at  £27  5«. 
each.  But  in  order  to  get  this  recog- 
nition of  property  in  the  soil  a  law  suit 
was  necessary.  He  was  delighted  to 
hear  the  Prime  Minister  emphasize  the 
fact  that  law  was  much  more  offensive 
and  dangerous  to  the  tenant  than  to  the 
landlord.  The  Prime  Minister  well 
knew  that  the  tenant  was  poor  and  the 
landlord  was  rich.  What  did  the  decla- 
ration of  the  Prime  Minister  mean? 
They  would  find  the  declaration  would 
be  repeated  on  many  Land  League  plat- 
forms within  the  next  two  or  three  years, 
because  it  meant  that  the  tenant,  being 
poor,  had  been  simply  impotent  against 
the  landlord,  and  it  was  only  by  com- 
bination that  his  poverty  coidd  be  put 
upon  an  equality  with  the  richness  of 
the  landlom.  He  should  take  care, 
when  he  went  to    any  Land  League 


meeting^,  to  emphasize  that  advice  which 
he  had  been  giving  consistently  for  the 
last  12  months.  Litigation  was  made 
absolutely  inevitable.  What  was  the 
evidence  of  the  Commissions  on  the 
question  of  litigation?  It  was  to  the 
effect  that  a  large  number  of  the  tenants 
of  Ireland  dreaded  going  to  law.  It  was 
said  the  Irish  were  litigious.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  senior  Member  for  the  City 
of  Waterford  (Mr.  E.  Power)  told  him 
that  in  Ireland  it  was  imusual  even  -for 
tenants  to  go  through  the  legal  process 
of  making  a  will.  The  man  would  get 
a  Poor  Law  Guardian  to  draw  up  his 
will,  it  was  signed  or  not,  and  the  whole 
thing  went  on  by  a  quiet  understanding. 
He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  could  say  that 
to  the  ordinary  Irish  peasant  nothing 
was  more  appalling  or  abhorrent  to  his 
imagination  Uian  the  prospect  of  litiga- 
tion ;  and  he  boldly  asserted  that  many 
of  the  tenants  went  without,  over  and 
over  again,  compensation  for  improve- 
ment and  for  disturbance  rather  &an 
face  the  uncertain  risk  of  a  suit  at  law 
before  a  landlord  Judge.  He  had  inci- 
dentally alluded  to  the  question  of  emi- 
gration, and  had  endeavoured  to  show 
the  House  that  emigration  was  a  power- 
ful ally  of  eviction.  He  wanted  to  show 
that  emigration  was  the  deadly  enemy 
of  migration.  There  was  plenty  of  work 
for  every  Irishman  on  Irish  land,  and 
Ireland  was  quite  able  to  support  a 
much  greater  population  than  she  had 
at  present.  What  did  emigration  mean? 
What  was  meant  by  a  lamily  leaving 
Connaught  for  the  United  States?  It 
meant,  firom  the  very  lowest  point  of 
view,  the  exportation  of  the  wealth- 
producing  machine.  Why  was  America 
anxious  to  get  the  Irish  emigrant,  and 
why  was  Canada  willing  to  pay  his  pas- 
sage ?  Because  they  knew  that  farmers 
who  were  brought  from  Ireland  and  put 
there  would  produce  not  only  his  own 
food,  but  would  also  very  largely  in- 
crease the  general  wealth  of  the  com- 
munity. Every  emigrant  who  was 
shipped  to  America  was  lost  to  Ireland. 
Too  many  had  left  already,  for  there 
was  plenty  of  land  in  Ireland  on  which 
to  employ  them.  Until  the  population 
was  oong^ted  there  was  no  need  to  send 
Irishmen  to  America  or  Manitoba.  Let 
them  be  sent  on  the  2,000,000  acres  of 
unreclaimed  land,  and  in  a  few  years' 
time  the  present  waste  land  of  Ireland 
woxdd  be  amongst  the  most  productive 
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land  in  the  country.  They  wanted  to 
break  up  the  grazing  farms  in  Ireland. 
The  lands  whioh  now  formed  grazing 
farms  were  lands  held  from  the  people. 
Let  the  Government  g^ve  their  Commis- 
sion, as  they  had  the  right,  power  to 
expropriate  these  lands  at  a  fair  price, 
and  relegate  them  to  the  surplus  popu- 
lation in  Connaught  and  other  ag^- 
cultural  districts.  But  what  was  his 
great  objection  to  emigration  ?  If  they 
were  to  put  emigration  in  the  one,  and 
migration  in  the  other  scale,  which 
would  overbalance  the  other?  Migra- 
tion was  a  difficult  process,  emigration 
was  an  easy  process;  migration  required 
care,  emigration  meant  that  they  had 
only  to  give  the  emigrant  a  ticket 
and  he  was  disposed  of.  The  temptation 
to  the  authorities  to  get  rid  of  dis- 
turbance in  Ireland  by  the  short,  and 
simimary,  and  easy  process  of  sending 
people  out  of  the  country  was  over- 
whelming. It  was  evident  that  the 
emigration  clauses  must  be  struck  out 
of  the  Bill.  They  must  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  their  Commission  larger 
powers  than  it  had  at  present;  they 
must  ask  the  Government  to  make  their 

Elans  of  migration  more  definite  and 
etter.  He  did  not  think  they  would 
have  much  difficulty  in  getting  lease- 
holders included  in  the  Bill;  and  they 
ought  to  ask  the  Government  to  deal  at 
onoe  with  the  position  of  the  agricultural 
labourer.  They  were  tired  of  agitation 
in  Ireland ;  they  wanted  some  peace,  if 
the  English  Parliament  would  let  them 
have  it.  They  did  not  want  any  more 
tempestuous  agitation  in  order  to  educate 
the  mind  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, and  accordingly  they  asked  that 
the  Bill  should  deal  at  onoe  in  a  large 
and  generous  spirit  with  the  agricultural 
labourer.  These  being  his  views  with 
regard  to  the  Bill,  he  would  be  actually 
stultifying  himself  if  he  voted  for  the 
second  reading.  He  did  not  want  to  say 
anything  unpleasant ;  but,  between  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho) 
and  the  Amendment  of  the  ex-Postmaster 
General  (Lord  John  Manners),  it  was 
evident  confusion  and  obstruction  were 
in  the  Conservative  ccunp.  The  prin- 
ciples of  the  Bill  were  principles  whioh 
no  one  seriously  contested  at  this  time  of 
day.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lemoaster  (Mr.  John  Bright)  had  said 
of  the  House  of  Lords — "If  you  do 
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not  pass  this  Bill,  worse  will  oome/* 
They  were  accused  of  embarrassing  th« 
Ministry;  of  damning  the  Bill  in  the 
eyes  of  '^  another  place ; "  but  when  the 
Prime  Minister  requested  them  to  do  no- 
thing to  imperil  the  measure  in  **  another 
place,''  he  would  reply  to  him  that  that 
which  did  most  harm  to  the  Bill  oame 
from  himself  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster.  The  Prime  Minister  had  said 
that  if  the  present  Ministry  were  put  out 
of  Office,  and  they  were  succeeded  by  a 
Conservative  Ministry,  they  would  have 
not  a  small  but  a  large  Land  BilL 
Well,  he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  was  not  a 
Conservative;  he  bore  no  love  to  the 
Conservative  Party,  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, looked  on  the  principles  of  its 
opponents — the  Liberal  Party — as  those 
of  progress  and  humanity.  He  should 
regard  the  accession  of  a  Conservative 
Ministry  as  a  great  misfortune  for  Eng- 
land and  the  world  generally ;  bathe  came 
there  not  as  an  English  Member,  not  as 
a  Member  for  the  Universe,  but  as  an 
Irish  Bepreeentative,  and  it  was  his  duty, 
his  desire,  and  his  intention  to  watch 
most  carefully  the  interests  of  his  con- 
stituents. There  were  other  people  to  take 
care  of  the  interests  of  England  and  of  hu- 
manity. When,  therefore,  they  were  told 
by  the  Prime  Minister  that  if  they  could 
only  get  him  out  of  his  place,  and  secure 
the  appointment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  in  his  stead, 
they  would  get  a  better  land  measure 
for  Ireland,  there  was  a  considerable 
thaw  in  his  principles,  and  he  felt  very 
much  inclined  to  do  what  he  could  to 
assist  the  Conservatives  to  power  rather 
than  to  lend  his  effort  to  maintain  the 
Liberals  in  Office.  The  Irish  people  came 
not  here  as  mendicants  aslong  for  the 
smallest  concession,  but  they  came  asking 
Parliament  to  give  its  sanction  to  the 
conquest  that  they  themselves  had  gained 
without  Parliament,  and  in  spite  of  Par- 
liament. What  was  his*  duty  as  a  Be- 
preeentative of  what  were  called  the 
extreme  views  of  the  Irish  tenantry  ?  It 
was  not  his  conception  of  his  duty  to 
speak  the  soft  sawder  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  and  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  went  with  him.  They  stood  face  to 
face  with  this  grim  reality,  that  either 
the  landlords  or  the  tenants  must  go 
down.  Neither  could  survive  the  struggle. 
[ZomJ  laughter.!^     He  claimed  his  right 
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to  occasionally  vindicate  his  nationality 
by  makin^^  a  blander  of  that  kind ;  but 
what  he  had  intended  to  say  was,  that 
both  could  not  survive  the  struggle. 
He  was  an  advocate  of  the  eviction  of 
landlords.  &e  agreed  with  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartinffton)  that  the  eviction  of  the 
landloras  was  the  final  solution  of  this 
question,  and  he  was  not  going  to  vote 
ior  a  Bill  which  impeded  rather  than 
accelerated  the  final  solution  as  to  which 
he  and  the  noble  Lord  agreed.  He 
should  be  making  bankrupt  the  hopes 
of  the  Irish  tenants,  playing  false  to 
their  interests  and  betraying  ueir  trust, 
if  he  told  them  that  this  Bifi  gave  l^em 
a  victory  for  which  victory  they  had  still 
to  fight,  and  he  was  more  afraid  of  de- 
ceiving them  than  of  offending  the  pre- 
sent Ministiy.  He  would  be  no  party 
to  bringing  them  into  the  Fools'  Para- 
dise, where  hopes  would  be  excited  only 
to  be  bitterly  disappointed  by-and-bye. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
-^Mr.  Chaplin.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Thwreday. 

LOCAL  COURTS  OF  BANKRUPTCY 

(IRELAND)  BILL  [£orrf#.]— [Bill  164.] 

{Mr  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

SXCONO    EEADLNO. 

Order  for  Seoond  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
Umd.) 

Major  NOLAN  said,  this  Bill  was 
down  for  second  reading  for  the  first 
time ;  and,  under  the  circumBtances,  ho 
believed  it  was  competent  for  him  to 
block  it.  He  did  not  wish  to  block  it 
for  himself,  but  on  behalf  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Louth  ;  and  he  should  not 
continue  to  do  it  when  the  hon.  Member, 
who  was  at  present  absent,  returned  to 
London.  The  hon.  Member  had  tele- 
graphed to  him  requesting  him  to  block 
SieBill. 

Mb.  p.  MAETIN  said  there  were 
three  or  four  Notices  to  block  the  mea- 
sure. 

Mr.  GOBST  was  sorry  it  was  the  de- 
sire of  some  hon.  Members  to  discuss 
the  meaaurei  but  hoped  they  would  not 


perserere  in  pressing  it  on.  The  Bill 
was  only  printed  on  Saturday  and  de- 
livered this  morning,  therefore  there 
had  been  hardly  any  time  to  consider  it. 
The  matter,  altogether,  was  one  of  little 
moment,  and  should  not  be  brought  on 
for  discussion  at  that  hour  of  the  morn- 
ing—  1.30  A.M.  —  therefore  he  would 
formally  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  which  would  enable  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  to  speak  now  with- 
out interfering  with  his  right  to  address 
the  House  on  the  second  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr.  Oorst.) 

Tho  ATTOENEY  general  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  mea- 
sure was  identical  in  terms  with  the  Bill 
which  had  already  been  before  the 
House  five  times,  therefore  he  thought 
it  w&a  unreasonable  to  stop  its  progress 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  too  late  an 
hour  to  discuss  it.  If  this  were  the  first 
time  the  Bill  had  been  submitted  to  the 
House,  he  would  not  have  objected  to  the 
course  taken  by  hon.  Members ;  but  such 
was  not  the  case.  The  subject  was  intro- 
duced by  Lord  Cairns  when  he  brought 
in  the  Irish  Judicature  Act  of  1876 ;  and 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  drawing  a 
contrast  between  the  Bankruptcy  Law 
of  England  and  Ireland,  pointed  out 
that  there  was  a  Bankruptcy  jurisdiction 
in  every  County  Court  of  England, 
whilst  there  was  only  one  Bankruptcy 
Court  in  Ireland,  and  said  that  it  was  de- 
sirable that  Bankruptcy  Courts  should 
be  established  in  some  of  the  principal 
centres  of  industnr  in  Ireland.  He 
thought  it  desirable  that  a  measure' 
should  be  passed  as  soon  as  possible, 
and  in  1878  the  Irish  Attorney  General 
brought  in  a  Bill 

Major  NOLAN :  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
wish,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  have  your  decision 
on  this  point.  The  first  time  a  Bill  is 
put  down  for  second  reading,  is  it  not 
competent  for  an  hon.  Member  to  block 
it? 

Mr.  SPEAKEB:  This  is  an  Order  of 
the  Day ;  there  is  no  Notice  of  Opposi- 
tion on  the  Paper,  therefore  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  can  go  on. 

Major  NOLAN :  It  is  the  first  time 
the  Bill  has  appeared  on  the  Paper. 

Thr  ATTOKNEY  GENEBAL  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  measure 
was  first  of  all  brought  in  in  1878,  again 
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in  1879,  next  in  the  first  Session  of  1880, 
a  fourth  time  in  the  second  Session  of 
1880,  and  now,  for  a  fifth  time,  it  was 
brought  in  this  Session ;  whilst  the 
measure  had  been  four  times  passed  by 
the  House  of  Lords,  being  approved  of 
bj  the  late  and  present  Lord  Chancellors 
of  Great  Britain,  as  well  as  by  the  pre- 
sent Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland.  A  num- 
ber of  hon.  Members  representing  the 
commercial  centres  of  Lreland  had  been 
anxious  to  see  the  measure  pressed  for- 
ward last  Session ;  but  there  had  been 
the  same  kind  of  opposition  to  it  then  as 
there  seemed  to  be  now,  and  at  the  close 
of  the  Session  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  withdrew  it,  as  he  (the 
Attorney  General  for  Lreland)  believed, 
on  the  understanding  that  it  would  be 
brought  in  again  this  Session,  read  a 
second  time,  and  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee.  The  large  Provincial  towns 
of  L?eland  wished  the  measure  to  be 
passed,  and  he  thought  the  House  was 
inclined  to  favour  it ;  and  the  Govern- 
ment were  prepared,  directly  the  present 
stage  was  passed,  to  send  it  to  a  Select 
Committee,  as  arranged  last  year.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  not  yield  to  the 
opposition  sought  to  be  raised  by  a  few 
lawyers,  who  resisted  the  measure  merely 
on  professional  grounds. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  P.  MAETIN,  so  far  as  he  per- 
sonally was  concerned,  desired  to  deny 
that  this  proposed  measure  was  opposed 
on  professional  grounds.  He  objected 
to  the  measure  because  he  believed  it 
wholly  overlooked  the  interests  of  small 
traders  and  farmers  in  all  other  places 
in  Ireland  except  the  centres  named  in 
the  Bill.  Th  Bankruptcy  Code  in  Ire- 
land was  in  a  very  confused  and  unsatis- 
factory state.  A  most  desirable  oppor- 
tunity now  presented  itself  for  the  per- 
manent reform  of  the  system  in  Ireland 
in  the  Bankruptcy  BillforEiigland  before 
the  House.  They  ought  not  to  have  one 
Bankruptcy  Law  for  England  and  an- 
other for  L^land ;  but  there  should  be 
one  complete  and  perfect  Code  for  the 
two  countries.  He  (Mr.  P.  Martin) 
said  that  everyone  should  know  that 
one  of  the  great  disadvantages  of  the 
Irish  law  at  this  moment  was  that,  in 
point  of  fact,  by  the  Bankruptcy  Amend- 
ment Act  passed  in  1872,  the  local  juris- 
diotion  theretofore  vested  in  the  Chair- 
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men  of  the  several  counties  in  iniol- 
vency  matters  was  taken  away,  so  tliat 
small  creditors  in  the  different  Pro- 
vincial towns  of  Ireland  were  depiired 
of  the  means  of  recovering  debts  under 
jurisdiction  analogous  to  the  Law  of 
Bankruptcy.  In  England  there  were 
Provincial  Bankruptcy  Courts,  and  h« 
thought  that  the  Attorney  General  wooM 
do  well  to  introduce  a  Bill  which  would 
facilitate  the  recovery  of  debts  and  a^ 
rangements  with  creditors  in  the  sere- 
rai  counties  in  Ireland  by  conferring 
on  the  present  County  Court  Judges  a 
jurisdiction  limited  in  amount  and  ex- 
tent. This  Bill  inforced  no  such  prin- 
ciple. The  Gt>vemment  sought  to  per- 
petuate an  old  and  vicious  systezo, 
and,  in  seeking  to  de  that,  they  would 
purchase  the  silence  of  Belfast  by  giv- 
ing it  a  local  Court  of  Bankraptcr, 
and  in  the  same  way  they  sought  in- 
geniously to  deal  with  Cork,  and  to 
silence  its  opposition  by  giving  it,  also,  s 
Court  of  Bankruptcy.  But  the  people  of 
the  greater  part  of  Ireland  were  to  be 
deprived  of  the  means  of  getting  their 
debts,  to  please,  forsooth,  themerchantsof 
Belfast  and  Cork,  with  whom  the  riglit 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  it  appeared, 
had  made  some  sort  of  arrangement,  for 
the  purpose  of  facilitating  the  passing  of 
the  Bill.  No  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's  own  constituents  and  the  Cork 
merchants  would  deem  it  convenient  to 
have  a  local  Court  in  which  to  settle  their 
little  difficulties,  and  to  aid  them  in  the 
process  of  whitewashing ;  but  he  hoped 
the  House  would  not  listen  to  their  one- 
sided appeal.  Let  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  devote  a  little  of  the 
time  at  his  disposal,  either  to  the  prepa- 
ration of  a  Bill  such  as  he  suggested,  00  ai 
to  extend,  for  the  general  benefit  of  Ir^ 
land,  such  of  the  provisions  of  the  new 
Bankruptcy  Code  as  were  valuable,  and 
to  amend  the  present  complex  and  con- 
fusing Aots  in  voTCQ  in  Ireland.  If  a  Bank- 
ruptcy Act  was  to  be  passed  its  benefit 
ought  to  be  extended  all  over  Ireland. 
Therefore,  he  trusted  that  the  HonM 
would  not  aXLow  this  Bill  to  be  hurried 
through  that  night,  and  that  it  would 
accede  to  the  Motion  he  now  made. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  in  rising  to  second 
the  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  he  did  not  intend  to  ^  i^^ 
the  merits  or  demerits  of  thw  p'f' 
ticular  measure,  inasmuch  as  it  bad  onif 
been  delivered  to  him  that   monrinf* 
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Indeed,  he  had  been  informed  by  one 
hon.  Member  interested  in  the  question 
that  the  Bill  had  not  even  then  been  de- 
liyered  to  him.  For  that  reason  alone, 
he  thought  they  were  fully  justified  in 
asking  for  an  adjournment,  and  that  no 
further  Progress  be  made  until  there 
had  been  time  sufficient  for  full  con- 
sideration of  the  measure.  He  found 
that  the  Bill  proposed  to  create  a  num- 
ber of  new  offices  out  of  money  to  be 
▼oted  by  Parliament.  That  was  a  ques- 
tion wluoh  oonoemed  both  English  and 
Irish  Members.  Then  it  proposed  to 
give  compensation  to  certain  parties  in 
Dublin  for  any  part  of  their  business 
taken  from  them  oy  the  operation  of  the 
Bill.  It  seemed  to  him  preposterous 
that  larg^  monetary  eng^ements  should 
be  ent^ed  into  at  half-past  1  or  2 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  without  the 
slightest  explanation  whatever  bein^ 
afforded  by  the  right  hon.  and  leamea 
Gentleman  who  mored  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill.  The  rieht  hon.  and 
lesmed  Gentleman  had  pointed  out  that 
mmilar  Bills  had  been  introduced  in 
former  Sessions  of  Parliament ;  but  he 
took  Tery  great  care  not  to  give  the  least 
hint  to  the  House  with  regard  to  the 
creation  of  the  new  offices  which  he 
asked  to  be  created  under  the  Bill.  It 
appeared  to  him  a  very  curious  thing 
that  the  House  should  be  asked,  as  a 
mere  matter  of  form,  to  commit  itself 
and  the  country  to  a  very  large  ex- 
pense. He,  therefore,  cordiaUy  seconded 
the  Motion  for  adjournment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (ifr.  Patrick  Martin,) 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  said,  that  cer- 
tain representatives  of  large  trading  in- 
terests in  Dublin  had  waited  upon  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attor- 
ney €^eral  for  Ireland  and  himself 
with  reference  to  this  subject.  They 
had  pointed  out  that  there  were  no  Bank- 
ruptcy Courts  in  the  large  towns  in  Ire- 
land, and  that  all  Bankruptcy  business 
had  to  be  transacted  at  ffreat  inconveni- 
ence and  expense  in  Dublin.  A  stronger 
case,  in  his  opinion,  could  not  have  been 
made  out.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  P.  Martin)  had  also 
pointed  out  that  other  towns  were  simi- 
larly situated,  and  it  was  precisely  that  ar- 
gument of  the  hon.  Member  that  made  the 
Government  think  that  the  Bill  could  be 
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very  properly  sent  to  a  Select  Committee* 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar)  said  that  very  little  notice  had 
been  given  of  the  Bill.  But  he  ven- 
tured to  say  there  was  no  Gentleman 
in  the  House  interested  in  the  ques- 
tion who  did  not  know  the  Bill  by 
heart.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Kildare  (Mr.  Meldon)  had  op- 
posed the  Bill  rather  strongly  last  year, 
but  seemed  to  welcome  the  idea  that  it 
would  be  considered  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. The  Government  were  some- 
times taunted  with  not  considering  Irish 
interests;  but  it  seemed  to  him  they 
could  not  show  their  wish  to  do  so 
better  than  by  saying — '*  Here  is  a  Bill 
which  has  been  brought  forward  year 
after  year,  it  is  very  influentiall^  sup- 
ported in  Lreland,  and  all  we  ask  is  that 
it  should  be  placed  in  a  position  that 
will  enable  it  to  be  fairly  considered  bv 
a  Select  Committee  representing  the  dif- 
ferent interests  concerned.  *  *  He  did  not 
see  how  anv  proposal  to  remedy  what 
had  been  alleged  to  be  a  grievance  in 
Ireland  could  be  more  fairly  made  ;  and 
he  trusted  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
would  allow  that  consideration  to  weigh 
with  them. 

Mb.  HEALT  thought  the  proposition 
of  the  Government  a  very  reasonable 
one.  He  had  not  given  the  Government 
a  vote  since  he  had  been  a  Member  of 
the  House ;  but,  with  mixed  feelings  of 
pain  and  pleasure,  he  should  do  so  on 
the  present  occasion. 

I^.  B.  POWER  said,  he  rose  to 
oppose  the  Bill  because  it  did  not  apply 
to  Waterford.  He  was  at  a  loss  to 
understand  why  Londonderry,  Galway, 
and  Limerick  should  be  included  and 
Waterford  omitted  from  the  Bill.  The 
latter  had  quite  as  much  claim  to  be  in- 
serted as  the  other  places ;  and  he  ob- 
jected to  its  excliision  in  favour  of 
Londonderry,  amongst  other  reasons,  on 
account  of  the  Representatives  which 
Londonderry  returned  to  the  House. 
But  he  objected  to  the  Bill  on  higher 
grounds.  It  really  meant  the  establish- 
ment of  unequal  laws.  The  Government 
proposed  to  bring  in  one  Bill  for  Eng- 
land and  another  for  Ireland.  Both 
were  entirely  different  in  their  character, 
and  the  result  of  this  legislation  would 
be  that  a  few  years  honco  there  would 
be  agitation  amongst  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, and  Irish  Members  would  come  to 
that  House  and  ask  for  equalization  of 
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the  laws.  If  Her  Majesty's  Gk>yem- 
ment  proposed  to  establish  bankruptcy 
Oourts  in  Londonderry,  Gtdway,  and 
Dublin,  why,  he  asked,  did  they  not  also 
propose  to  place  them  in  every  large 
town  in  Ireland?  But  he  was  quite 
prepared  to  admit  that  a  Bankruptcy 
Bill  was  most  necessary  in  Ireland  at  the 
present  time.  The  opposition  which  the 
Bill  had  met  with  from  lawyers  was  cer- 
tainly a  very  significant  fact.  For  his 
own  part,  he  looked  with  a  certain 
amount  of  suspicion  upon  any  Bill  that 
was  entirely  opposed  by  lawyers,  and 
especially  by  Dublin  lawyers.  The  pre- 
sent Bill  would,  of  course,  put  into  the 
hands  of  the  lawyers  in  the  towns  named 
therein  the  practice  and  fees  of  the  law- 
yers who  resided  in  Dublin.  The  oppo- 
sition of  the  latter  was,  therefore,  per- 
fectly intelligible  to  him.  He  nad 
already  stated  his  reason  for  opposing 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ;  but  he 
trusted  that  Her  Majesty's  Gk)vemment 
would  render  further  opposition  unne- 
cessary by  including  Waterford  in  its 
provisions. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  rose 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  supporting  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  9;  Noes 
67  :  Majority  48.— (Div.  List,  No.  203.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select 
Committee." — {Mr,  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,) 

Mr.  P  martin  begged  to  oppose 
that  Motion  on  the  ground  that  no 
Notice  had  been  ^ven. 

Mr.  SPEAKEK  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that  no 
Notice  is  necessary  in  the  case  of  a  Mo- 
tion of  this  kind. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  committed  to  a  Select  Committee. 

petty   sessions  clerks   (IRELAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  41.] 

{Mr.  Litton^  Mr.  Jame$  Bi'chartUon.) 

COMMrrXEB. 

Bill  considered  in  Conmiittee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Mb.  BIGGAR  pointed  out  that  the 
Amendments  upon  the  Paper  to  this  Bill 

Jfr.  £,  Power 


were  of  a  very  important  oharaoter,  md 
required  examination  at  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members,  especially  those  who 
represented  Irish  constituencies.  Aimng 
other  things,  he  obsenred  that  the  BiU 
raised  the  question  of  pensions,  wludi 
the  Petty  Sessions  Clerks  were  to  re- 
ceive. That  was  a  matter  which  desexred 
full  consideration,  and  it  was  utterly 
impossible  to  deal  with  it  in  a  satiafu- 
tory  manner  at  that  hour  —  2.5  ajl 
He  trusted  that  hon.  Members  in  chsjg« 
of  the  Bill  would  not  persist  in  proceed- 
ing further  in  Committee  that  mght 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.''— 
{Mr.  Bigg  or,) 

Mb.  LITTON  said,  he  should  be  the 
last  person  to  ask  the  House  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill  before  hon.  Members  had 
fully  considered  its  provisions ;  but  the 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  were  of  a 
formal  nature,  and  these,  he  thon^ 
might  very  well  be  taken.  When  the 
Superannuation  Clause,  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  objected,  wu 
reached,  if  the  House  thought  proper, 
and  the  hon.  Member  deemed  it  right  to 
renew  his  objection  to  the  olaase,he 
(Mr.  Litton)  would  not  object  to  r^xnt 
Progress. 

ALuoB  NOLAN  thought  the  presrat 
a  favourable  opportunity  for  passing  the 
Bill.  There  were  so  few  chances  of 
getting  Irish  Bills  into  Committee  thit 
he  trusted  the  hon.  Member  for  Oann 
would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Mr.  BIQQAR  was  willing,  after  the 
appeal  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Galway,  to  agree  to  the  formal 
Amendments  being  taken.  He  ahould 
feel  it  his  duty,  however,  to  renew  hii 
Motion  to  report  Progress  when  the 
Superannuation  Clause  was  reached. 

Mb.  R.  power  asked  what  hod  be- 
come of  the  Amendments  which  had  stood 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Member  for  Kildare  (Mr.  Meldon)  ? 

Mb.  LITTON  said,  they  had  been 
included  in  the  Amendments  which  he 
was  about  to  move  by  arrangement  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  1  ^Salaries  of  clerks  of  petty 
sessions  in  Ireland  not  to  depend  on 
amount  of  fines  or  petty  sessions  stampe)* 
agreed  to. 
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Olaose  2  (Proyisions  for  seooring 
Petty  Sessions  Olerks  Fond  from  yaria- 
tion). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Litton,  Amend- 
ment made,  in  page  1,  line  20,  after 
"salaries,"  by  inserting  "and  retiring 
allowances." 

Mb.  HEALT  thought  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Tyrone  should  give 
the  Committee  an  explanation  as  to  why 
the  Amendment  standing  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Armagh  (Mr.  De 
Lia  Poer  Beresford)  had  not  been  moved. 

Mb.  LITTON  said,  the  Amendment 
in  question  had  been  put  down  to  meet 
certain  objections  which  had  been  raised 
by  some  of  the  Town  Oommissioners  in 
Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  was  now 
satisfied  that  the  Definition  Olause  with 
regard  to  ''local  authorities"  rendered 
it  unnecessary  for  him  to  propose  his 
Amendment. 

Olause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Litton,  the 
following  Glauses  were  added  to  the 
BiU:— 

••  It  shall  not  be  necessary  for  a  Petty  Ses- 
■ions  Clerk  to  enter  into  a  new  bond  with 
sureties  on  each  occasion  of  increase  in  his 
salary,  nor,  except  when  by  reason  of  the  death 
or  insolvency  of  his  sureties  or  for  other  sufficient 
reason  the  Lord  Lieutenant  may  consider  such 
to  be  necessary,  shall  a  new  bond  be  required, 
but  the  original  bond  as  against  the  original 
ioreties  shall  remain  of  full  force  and  effect  not- 
withstanding such  increase  of  salary. 

(Definition  Clause.) 

" '  Local  authorities '  shall  mean  the  treasurers 
of  counties  and  treasurers  of  boroughs  to  whom 
the  surplus  moneys  arising  from  the  sale  of 
licences  are'  payable  under  *  The  Dogs  Regula- 
tion (Ireland)  Act,  1865,'  and  any  Act  amending 
the  same. 

"  *  Petty  sessions  clerks '  shall  include  the 
registrar  of  petty  sessions  clerks  and  his  clerks.*' 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leaye  to  sit  again." — 
{Mr.  Litton.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Oommittee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Wedneeday. 

WAYS  AKD  1CEAK8. 

Resolutions  [May  13  J  reported^  and  agreed  to. 

Instruction  to  the  Committee  on  the  Customs 
and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  that  they  have  power 
to  make  provision  therein,  pursuant  to  the  said 
Resolutions. 


{No.  2)  BiU.  no 

MOTION. 


— .0  0*0  — 

CHURCH  PATRONAGE  (No.  2)  BILL. 
MOTION  FOE  LEAVB. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 

**  That  leave  be  g^ven  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  Laws  relating  to  patronage,  simony, 
and  exchange  of  Benefices  in  the  Church  of 
England."--(Jfr.  £.  Stanhope.) 

Sir  WILFEID  LAWSON  asked  the 
hon.  G-entleman  opposite  to  explain  the 
nature  of  this  BUI. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  pointed  out  that 
the  proposed  Bill  contained  exactly  those 
propos^  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
saia  would  meet  with  the  support  of  the 
Govemment.  The  other  portions  of  the 
former  Bill  woidd  stand  over  for  further 
consideration.  As  soon  as  leave  was 
given  to  introduce  the  BUI,  he  should 
move  that  the  former  Order  be  dis- 
charged. 

Mb.  ILUNGWOETH  rose  to  Order. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  it  was  com- 
petent for  an  hon.  Member,  having  al- 
ready one  Bill  before  the  House,  to 
introduce  another  upon  the  same  sub- 
ject before  the  original  Order  was  dis- 
charged ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  procedure  of 
the  hon.  Member  is  quite  regular. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  had 
given  his  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr. 
Illingworth)  his  assistance  on  a  previous 
occasion  in  dividing  against  the  former 
Bill.  He  hardly  knew  what  course  his 
hon.  Friend  was  about  to  pursue;  but 
if  he  intended  to  persist  in  obstructive 
action,  as  formerly,  he  should  give  him 
his  cordial  support. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  asked  whether  the 
Motion  should  not  have  been  brought 
before  the  Oommittee  of  the  Whole 
House  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  T  see  no  ground  for 
that  course  being  taken. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr.  Tillett.) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henbt  James)  said,  he  thought  the 
course  proposed  was  somewhat  dis- 
courteous to  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, who  was  simply  asking  leave  to 
introduce  a  Bill  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  intimated  would  receive  the 
support  of  the  Government. 
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SiE  WILFErD  LAWSON  thought 
the  other  Bill  should  be  withdrawn  oe- 
fore  leave  was  given,  otherwise  there 
would  be  two  Bills  running  at  the  same 
time. 

.  Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  it  was  quite 
impossible  for  him  to  accede  to  this 
suggestion.  The  moment  he  reoeiyed 
permission  to  bring  in  the  second  Bill 
he  should  withdraw  the  first.  He  was 
much  indebted  to  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  for  the 
manner  in  which  he  had  urged  the 
House  to  agree  to  his  Motion.  One 
of  the  chief  objections  raised  to  the  first 
Bill  was  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
were  in  ignorance  as  to  the  clauses  which 
would  be  proceeded  with.  They  then 
considered  that  a  new  Bill  should  be 
introduced,  and  now  opposed  him  in 
carrying  out  their  own  suggestion. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  aclock. 
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MINUTES.]  — -^fl*  Fir$t  in  ParUament—ThQ 
Lord  OamoyB,  after  the  death  of  his  grand- 
father. 

Public  Bills  —  Second  Meading  —  Tramways 
(Ireland)  Acta  Amendment  •  (74). 

Committee — Report — Local  GJovemment  Provi- 
sional Orders  (Bath,  &c.)  ♦  (77)  ;  Local  Go- 
vernment (Highways)  Provisional  Order 
(York)  •  (78). 

NAVY— WIDOWS  OF  SEAMEN  AND    , 
MAEINES— THE  COMMITTEE. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  rose  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  what 
progress  was  being  made  by  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  by  him  to  inquire  re- 
specting the  pensions  of  seamen's  and 
marines'  widows ;  and  whether  any  Be- 
wti  on  the  subject  would  be  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House?  It  was  18  years 
since  this  question  was  first  brought 
before  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  and  10 
years  since  it  was  first  brought  under 


the  notice  of  the  House.  In  1864  a 
Memorial  on  the  subject  was  addressed 
by  seamen  and  marines  to  the  then 
f^rst  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  A  faToor- 
able  reply  was  g^ven  to  it ;  and  saboe- 
quently  a  Memorial  of  a  similar  kind 
was  addressed  to  the  late  Mr.  Waid 
Hunt  when  he  was  First  Lord.  He 
was  afraid  that,  owing  to  financial  rea- 
sons, any  favourable  suggestions  whick 
might  have  been  made  by  First  Lovda 
had  not  been  weU  received  by  the 
Treasury,  because  nothin^p  had  been 
done  to  cany  out  the  views  of  the 
Memorialists.  The  subject  was  one  of 
the  highest  importance,  and  its  import- 
ance had  increased  since  it  was  first 
pressed  on  the  Admiralty.  The  risk  ol 
accidents  to  seamen  and  marines  had 
increased  since  then ;  and,  as  he  showed 
on  a  former  occcMion,  on  saoceesive 
appeals  there  was  a  decrease  in  the 
amount  subscribed  by  the  public  to  the 
widows  and  children  of  the  victims. 
He  thought  that  seamen  might  fairly 
feel  that  while  every  attention  was 
given  by  the  country  to  the  widows  of 
soldiers  and  Oivil  servants,  the  same 
could  not  be  said  in  their  case.  The 
fact  of  the  sailor  being  a  married  man 
was  almost  wholly  ignored;  but  great 
numbers  of  them  were  married  men, 
and  very  many  of  them  had  large  fami- 
lies dependent  on  them.  The  seamen 
had  fixed  their  eyes  on  one  or  two  it^ns 
of  saving  which  came  into  the  hands 
of  the  Adbniralty,  and  thought  that  thej 
had  a  claim  to  those  savings,  as,  to  a 
certain  extent,  they  were  their  own  pn>- 
perty ;  but  in  the  event  of  the  Admiralty 
establishing  a  Pension  Fund  they  were 
willing  to  have  deducted  in  aid  of  that 
fund  a  certain  portion  of  their  day's 
pay.  One  of  the  items  of  saving  to 
which  he  referred  was  the  difference 
between  the  amount  paid  by  the  Ad- 
miralty for  certain  articles  and  the 
allowance  made  to  the  sailor  when  he 
did  not  use  them.  Then,  if  a  seaman 
had  confinement  for  six  hours,  a  day*s 
pay  was  stopped  from  him.  That  was 
another  item  of  saving  to  the  Admiralty. 
Those  savings  might  be  trifling  in  indi- 
vidual cases ;  but  in  the  whole  they 
amounted  to  a  considerable  sum.  He 
was  not  asking  for  any  increase  in  the 
seaman's  pay ;  but  as  the  seaman's  life 
during  peace  was  a  much  less  comfort- 
able one  than  the  soldier^s,  and  as  the 
improvements  in  naval  science  and  pn^ 
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jectOes  had  increased  ratber  than  dimi- 
nished his  risk  of  accidents,  it  was  not 
unreasonable  that  he  should  be  treated 
as  well  as  the  soldier.  It  was  stated 
that  the  old  non-commissioned  officers 
were  fast  disappearing  from  the  Army, 
and  their  places  being  filled  by  young 
corporals  and  Serjeants.  If  such  a  thing 
should  come  to  pass  in  the  sister  Ser- 
vice, then  the  personnel  of  the  Navy  was 
doomed,  for  there  was  nothing  on  which 
young  sailors  so  much  depended  as  the 
petty  officers.  Most  of  these  men  were 
married,  and  there  was  no  better  way 
of  attaching  them  to  the  Service  than 
by  providing  for  those  they  left  behind 
them.  Secure  of  that,  they  were  ready 
to  incur  every  risk.  He  should  be  the 
last  man  to  stir  up  agitation  among  the 
sailors,  for  the  rule  among  them  was  to 
refrain  from  all  political  agitation ;  but 
he  thought  that  m  again  bringing  this 
question  under  the  notice  of  the  First 
Lord  and  their  Lordships*  House,  he 
was  doing  nothing  beyond  advocating  a 
legitimate  desire. 

The  Eael  of  NORTHBROOK  said, 
lie  could  assure  the  House  that  the 
Admiralty  were  not  indifferent  to  the 
question.  Three  months  ago,  when  the 
noble  Yisoount  brought  it  forward,  he 
(the  Earl  of  Northbrook)  stated  that  the 
subject  was  one  of  considerable  impor- 
tance, but  one  requiring  careful  inquiry, 
which  he  was  resolved  it  should  have. 
He  did  not  at  that  time  hold  out  to  the 
noble  Viscount  the  expectation  that  it 
oould  be  dealt  with  within  a  very  short 
period.  "When  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee upon  Pensions  was  made,  he 
would  consider  if  it  might  properly  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House.  As 
to  the  question  itself,  he  thought  it  was 
not  satisfactory  that  in  such  cases  as  that 
of  the  loss  of  H.M.S.  Doterel^  which  hap- 
pened the  other  day,  the  aid  to  bo  given 
to  the  sufferers  should,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, depend  on  an  appeal  to  the  public. 
He  had  already  had  some  communica- 
tion with  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  So- 
cretary  of  State  for  War  on  that  sub- 
ject, and  they  had  been  in  consultation 
with  the  Roval  Commissioners  of  the  Pa- 
triotic Fund,  with  the  view  of  establinh- 
ing  some  system  of  dealing  with  such 
cases.  At  the  same  time,  lie  must  say 
that  he  did  not  think  the  noble  Vis- 
count gave  quite  sufficient  credit  to  the 
countrv  for  the  assistance  that  was  now 
given  in  such  calamities  as  that  which 
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occurred  the  other  day  to  the  Doterel, 
According  to  the  regulations  in  such 
cases,  a  gratuity  of  one  year's  pay  was 
given  to  the  widow  of  each  man  who 
lost  his  life  ;  and  in  the  case  of  a  man 
who  did  not  leave  a  widow,  a  similar 
gratuity  might  be  awarded  to  his  children 
or  aged  parents  dependent  upon  him. 
Besides  that,  the  children  of  sailors  who 
met  with  their  death  in  the  way  men- 
tioned were  educated  at  the  expense  of 
the  Greenwich  Hospital  Fund — the  boys 
at  the  Greenwich  Hospital  School,  and 
the  girls  at  certain  private  schools 
selected  for  the  purpose.  It  was  his 
impression  that  the  widows  and  children 
of  soldiers  were  not  so  well  treated.  He 
did  not  think  it  was  well  to  mix  the 
pension  question  up  with  that  of  the 
savings  between  the  cost  price  of  ar- 
ticles and  the  allowance  made  to  a  sailor 
when  he  did  not  draw  them.  When  the 
noble  Viscount  introduced  the  latter  sub- 
ject on  a  previous  occasion,  he  (the  Earl 
of  Northbrook)  gave  an  explanation 
which  it  was  not  necessary  for  him  to 
repeat  now.  He  did  not  suppose  it  was 
suggested  that  the  Government  should 
undertake  to  pension  the  widows  of  all 
seamen.  He  thought  a  provision  of  that 
kind  ought,  as  a  rule,  to  be  made  by 
the  seamen  themselves  out  of  their  pay ; 
and  he  was  glad  to  be  able  to  state  to 
their  Lordships  that  the  seamen  seemed 
disposed  to  make  it.  Savings  banks  had 
recently  been  established  at  the  Naval 
ports,  in  addition  to  those  on  board  ship ; 
and  His  Royal  Highness  in  command  of 
the  Naval  Reserves  had  told  him  that  a 
large  number  of  the  Coastguard  insured 
their  lives.  He  could  only  repeat  what 
he  had  said  before — that,  in  his  opinion, 
there  were  certain  funds  which  might 
properly  be  set  apart  towards  providing 
assistance  for  the  widows  of  sailors  who 
lost  their  lives  by  drowning  or  other 
accident ;  but  he  hoped  the  House  would 
allow  him  to  say  that  any  attempt  to 
increase  the  expenses  for  the  non-effec- 
tive portion  of  the  Navy  ought  to  be 
viewed  with  much  jealousy  in  **  another 
place."  Those  expenses  had  grown  from 
£360,000  to  £560,000  within  10  years. 
In  his  opinion,  all  the  money  that  could 
properly  be  saved  in  other  branches  of 
the  iService  ought  to  be  expended  on  the 
effective  or  fighting  portion.  The  ques- 
tion of  provision  for  exceptional  cases 
would,  however,  continue  to  receive  his 
careful  attention. 

Z 


676 


Army  {^ITianki 


(LORDS) 


of  ParliammU). 


67a 


VisooxjWT  SIDMOUTH  thanked  the 
noble  Earl  for  his  statement,  and  said, 
that  he  did  not  suggest  that  any  provi- 
sion should  be  made  in  respeot  to  any 
other  than  the  exceptional  cases  referred 
to. 

ABMY  (THANKS  OF  PAEUAMENT). 

MOTION  FOR  A  BBTI7SN. 

The  Earl  of  POWIS  moved  for  a 

"Return  of  the  officers  of  the  Army  who  have 
received  the  thanks  of  Parliament  by  name  from 
1813;  showing  the  date  at  which  and  the  rank 
in  which  they  would  have  been  retired  from  the 
Army  under  the  proposed  rule  of  five  years* 
non-employment,  and  the  appointments  they 
may  have  held  subsequent  to  that  date;  how 
many  officers  of  distinction  would  have  been 
excluded  from  employment  by^  the  proposed  five 
years'  regulstion,  and  the  nation  thus  deprived 
of  their  services." 

The  Betum  would  be  confined  to  those 
who  were  thanked  as  General  Officers, 
as  officers  of  inferior  rank  were  not 
mentioned  by  name  in  the  Votes  of 
Parliament. 

The  Earl  of  MOELET  said,  he  would 
be  the  last  person  to  demur  to  giving  in- 
formation to  the  House  on  any  impor- 
tant questions  relative  to  the  Army  \nien 
he  considered  the  information  re^y  use- 
ful, whether  in  favour  of  or  against  the 
scheme  of  Army  Organization ;  but  he 
submitted  that  this  Ketum  would  serve 
no  purpose  whatever,  because  the  con- 
ditions   under  which  the  officers  who 
would  be  included  in  the  proposed  Be- 
tum served  would  be  entirely  difiPerent 
from  the  conditions  under  which  officers 
would  serve  in  the  new  scheme.   Had  the 
rule  which  would  in  future  enforce  retire- 
ment after  five  years'  non-employment 
been  in  force  in  former  days,  it  was  more 
than  probable  that  many,  if  not  all,  the 
distinguished  generals  referred  to  by  his 
noble  Eriend  would  have  been  retained 
by  employment  on  the  active  list.     He 
would  point  out  that  the  effect  of  keep- 
ing a  large  number  of  officers  of  high 
fosition  on  the  active  list  would  be  to 
eep  younger  men  out.    Those  who  had 
not  been  employed  for  five  years,  and 
who  were  not  likely  to  be  employed  for 
0ome  time,  should  go  off  the  list,  in  order 
that  the  promotion  might  not  be  blocked. 
He  hoped  the  noble  Earl  would  not  press 
for  the  Betum. 

The  Marquess  of  SAUSBUBT  said, 
he  had  heard  of  Betums  being  refused 
because  the  information  which  would  be 
contained  in  them  was  diffictdt  to  be 


arrived  at,  or  because  they  would  be  to 
voluminous  and  expensive ;  but  he  h»d 
never  before  heard  of  their  bein^^  refused 
because  their  production,  in  the  opiniott 
of  the  Minister,  would  not  furnish  oogvit 
arguments  against  a  system  of  whicli  he 
approved.  It  was  obvious  that  the  mo- 
tive of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Povis) 
in  asking  for  the  Betum  was  that  noblt 
Lords  who  were  not  so  well  acquainted 
with  military  matters  as  he  was  himself 
might  have  put  before  them  in  preciat 
and  intelligible  terms  the  argnnsent 
against  this  five  years'  rule.  Upon  th* 
cogency  of  that  argument,  he  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  did  not  desire  to 
express  an  opinion.  In  the  opinion  of 
his  noble  Friend  behind  him,  it  was  s 
valuable  and  an  effective  argument ;  and 
he  thought  that  to  withhold  informataoo 
from  the  House  simply  because  the  nobis 
Earl  opposite  did  not  ag^ee  with  him 
was  a  very  unusual  course. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEBLEY  aaid,  he 
did  not  altogether  agree  with  the  nobk 
Marquess  opposite.  What  his  nobk 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Morley)  said  was 
not  that  the  argument  to  be  founded 
upon  the  Betum  would  not  be  cogent, 
but  that  no  argument  could  be  founded 
upon  it  at  all.  Suppose  a  Betam  was 
asked  for  which  had  no  application  to 
the  subject,  he  should  say  that  was  a 
reason  for  refusing  the  Betum.  No  ar- 
gument of  any  importance  could  be 
founded  upon  the  Ketum  asked  for. 
However,  as  it  would  be  neither  volu- 
minous nor  expensive,  his  noble  Friend 
would  not  resist  the  Motion  if  it  were 
pressed. 

Lord  DENMAN  (not  having  heard  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Marquess)  said,  that 
toe  noble  Lord  who  made  this  Motion 
had  pointed  out  that  Viscount  Hill  and 
Viscount  Hardinge  could  not  have  been 
employed  as  they  were  if  this  proposed  sys- 
tem had  existed  in  their  time.     He  (Lord 
Denman)  wished  to  point  out  the  fact  that 
the  rule  as  to  colonels  retiring  at  the  age 
of  58  had  been  re-considered ;  and  as  the 
Minister  for  War  might  refrain   from 
employing  a  general  for  five  years,  and 
so  dismiss  him  from  active  service,  it 
would  be  an  injury  to  the  Frofeesion  if 
this  regulation,  or  anything  approach- 
ing to  it,  were  established.    Lord  Lyae- 
doch  was  40  years  old  before  he  joined 
the  Army.    £f  he  had  been  a  general  on 
retirement,  he  could  not  have  again  been 
employed — though  vigorous  tillSO.  Tti^ 
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and  other  scbemes  for  forced  retirement 
were  caused  by  the  sudden  abolition  of 
purchase,  without  regard  to  the  majority 
of  80  in  their  Lordfihip's  House,  who 
desired,  on  the  Resolution  of  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gor- 
don), that  a  sound  system  of  retirement 
Bhould  be  established  before  the  sudden 
revocation  of  the  Royal  Warrant.  He 
looked  upon  the  five  years*  rule  of  non- 
employment  as  a  system  of  enforced  re- 
tirement which  was  most  objectionable. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


Drainage  (^Ireland),         6^8 


House  adioomed  at  Six  o'clock, 
till  Thursday  next,  half  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  17 th  May,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public  BihLB—84eond  Reading— 
Land  Drainage  Provisional  Orders*  [1531; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Hali- 
fax. &c.)  •  [169]. 

Report — lK>cal  Government  Provisional  Orders 
fBerwick^upon-Tweed,  &c.)  •  [138];  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law) 
(No.  2)  •  [139]. 

QUESTIONS. 


VACCINATION   ACT,  8EC8.   29.   81. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the  Warring- 
ton magistrates  recently  fined  six  per- 
sons £1  16«.  6</.  each  (includinj^  costs) 
under  section  29  of  the  Vaccination  Act, 
which  section  applies  only  to  children 
under  twelve  months'  old,  whereas  the 
children  in  question  were  from  three  to 
six  years  old ;  whether  this  is  not  ille- 
gal •  and,  whether  he  will  direct  that 
the  fines  be  remitted  ? 

SiK  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  only  received  this  morning 
the  facts  of  the  case.  It  appeared  that, 
as  his  hon.  Friend  stated,  the  conviction 
took  place  under  the  29th  section  of  the 
Vaccination  Act,  instead  of  the  31st,  and 
the  conviction,  considering  the  ago  of  the 
children,  was,  therefore,  irregular.  He 
would  inquire  into  the  matter,  and  see 
what  was  to  be  done  with  reference  to 
the  fines. 


STATE  OF  IRELAND— LANDLORDS' 
PROPERTY  DEFENCE   ASSOCIATION. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  attendance  of  paid  officials 
of  the  Government  at  meetings  of  the 
Landlords'  Property  Defence  Associa- 
tion or  Emergency  Committee  has  the 
sanction  and  approval  of  the  Irish 
Executive ;  and,  if  not,  what  notice 
has  been  taken  of  the  presence  at  such 
meeting  of  Mr.  Eaton,  Resident  Magis- 
trate, Mr.  Rice,  Crown  Prosecutor,  and 
Mr.  Fleming,  Sub-inspector,  at  Fermoy, 
county  Cork,  on  the  7th  instant  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  understood  that  neither  Mr.  Eaton, 
Resident  Magistrate,  nor  Mr.  Fleming, 
Sub-inspector,  attended  any  such  meet- 
ing as  the  hon.  Member  alluded  to.  Mr. 
Rice,  Crown  Prosecutor,  informed  him 
that,  as  a  private  individual,  he  attended 
a  private  meeting  of  gentlemen  inter- 
ested in  the  Property  Defence  Asso- 
ciation. He  did  not  think  the  matter 
called  for  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  DRAINAGE 
(IRELAND)— THE  UPPER  BANN. 

Mr.  RICHARDSON  asked  the  Fi- 
nancial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther, in  the  course  of  an  inquiry  now 
being  held  on  ''Inland  Navigation  and 
Drainage  in  Ireland,"  it  has  been  found 
that  the  powers  of  the  Commissioners  do 
not  enable  them  sufficiently  to  investi- 
gate the  complaint  laid  before  them,  in 
regard  to  the  serious  damage  caused  by 
the  flooding  of  the  Valley  of  the  Ufper 
Bann,  and  the  lands  adjoining  Lough 
Neah  and  its  tributaries ;  and,  whether 
he  will  advise  Her  Majesty  to  enlarge 
the  scope  and  powers  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  provide  the  Commissioners 
with  the  assistance  of  a  competent  hy- 
draulic engineer  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
porting on  a  proposal  placed  before 
them,  to  discharge  the  surplus  water  by 
way  of  Newry  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH  : 
The  Commission  referred  to  in  the  Ques- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend  was  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  Northern  inland  navi- 
gations of  Ireland  and  their  effect  upon 
the  drainage  of  the  country.  In  a 
preliminary  Report,  the  Oommissionera 
asked  for  fresh  powers  to  examine  into 
the  practicability  and  expense  of  a  new 
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plan  for  improving  the  drainage  of  the 
Valley  of  the  Upper  Bann  entirely  inde- 
pendent of  the  navigations.  This  pro- 
posal appeared  to  the  Treasury  to  he 
outside  the  scope  of  the  inquiry  intrusted 
to  the  Oommission,  which,  in  itself,  is 
large  enough  to  be  likely  to  occupy 
much  time.  It  further  appeared  that 
the  proposal  was  one  which  should 
rather  be  dealt  with  under  the  General 
Drainage  Acts.  It  was,  therefore,  de- 
cided not  to  extend  the  scope  of  the 
inquiry  intrusted  to  the  Oommission. 

PURCHASE  OF  STORES  (INDIA). 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  (for  Lord  George 
Hamilton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  If  it  is  true  that  the  permis- 
sion given  in  1878  by  the  India  Office 
to  the  Indian  Government  to  obtain  by 
open  tender  in  India  the  necessary  stores 
for  the  Stationery  Office  for  the  Bengal 
Presidency  have  been  suddenly  can- 
celled from  England;  and,  if  so,  upon 
what  grounds  ?  

The  Marquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
The  permission  which  the  noble  Lord 
probably  refers  to  was  intended  to  en- 
courage the  purchase  in  India  of  articles 
manufactured  in  that  country,  or  usually 
procurable  in  the  local  market,  of  satis- 
factory quality  and  price.  But  when 
stores  are  of  such  a  nature  that  they 
have  to  be  purchased  in  England,  the 
demand  should  be  forwarded  to  and 
dealt  with  by  the  India  Office.  More 
precise  instructions  to  this  effect  were 
Bent  to  India  in  May,  1880,  and  were 
adopted  by  the  Government  of  India  in 
a  xCesolution  dated  November,  1880. 
No  other  instructions  on  this  subject 
have  recently  been  sent  to  India. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— ARREST 
OF CLARKE  AT  MULUNGAR. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  a  man 
named  Clarke  was  on  Thursday  May 
12th  arrested  without  warrant  at  Mul- 
lingar  on  a  charge  of  carrying  an  alleged 
illegal  placard;  if  four  magistrates  at 
once  proceeded  to  sentence  the  man  to 
a  month's  imprisonment  unless  he  found 
bail  for  good  behaviour  for  six  months ; 
if  it  was  only  on  the  protest  of  Mr. 
Downes,  prisoner's  solicitor,   that  the 
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magistrates  consented  to  remand  tb« 
charge  to  petty  sessions ;  if  the  mafni- 
strates  haa  power  to  adjudicate  as  thej 
proposed  out  of  sessions ;  and,  if  thej 
they  had  not,  will  he  take  steps  to  in- 
sure that  justice  shall  be  done  in  similu 
cases  in  which  prisoners  may  not  U 
able  to  provide  themselves  with  legtl 
defence  ?  

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  I  am  h- 
formed  that  this  case  was  disposed  of  tt 
the  Petty  Sessions.  I  am  also  infonned 
that  the  magistrates  have  jurisdiction  to 
ask  for  sureties  for  good  behavioar ;  bat, 
as  this  is  a  legal  point,  perhaps  the  bn. 
Member,  if  he  wishes  lor  further  info^ 
mation,  will  ask  my  right  hon.  tod 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Oenertl  bt 
Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN:  I  will  do  so. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)— THE  GOVZRXOB 
OF  LIMERICK  PRISON. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  (for  Mr 
O'Sulltv.vn)  asked  the  Chief  Secretin 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irelind 
Whether  the  present  Governor  of  tin 
County  Limerick  Prison  is  the  nmi 
Governor  whose  conduct  was  bnraglit 
before  this  House  in  1869  (bytheUtf 
George  Henry  Moore)  for  insuldiig  aod 
persecuting  political  prisoners  under  Mi 
charge;  and,  if  so,  why  the  CountT 
Limerick  Prison  was  selected  for  tlie 
same  purpose  on  the  present  occt- 
sion  ?  

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTER:  TheGoTemoc 
of  the  Limerick  County  Prison  has  held 
that  office  since  1862 ;  therefore  I  im*- 
gine  that  he  was  Governor  when  theltte 
Mr.  Moore  brought  forward  his  Motioo  Ib 
1869.  The  prison  was  selected— firstly 
on  the  ground  of  the  general  convenience 
of  the  situation  ;  and,  secondly,  bectoM 
of  its  suitability  in  the  way  of  intsrnal 
accommodation. 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOE  asked  the  rirfit 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  the  present  Go- 
vernor was  not  the  same  nerson  ^^^ 
was  Gk)vemor  when  the  hon.  Member  fw 
the  county  of  Limerick  (Mr.  O'SuUinn; 
underwent  atrocious  ti^satment  in  the 
prison  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEE  requested  tli« 
hon.  Gentleman  to  g^ve  Notice  of  hii 
Question. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  the  rigbt 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  very  well  thit  it 
was  the  same  person.    [**  Order ! "] 


681         France  and  7\<nM—         (May  17,  1881) 


The  Treaty, 


C82 


PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  — 
NEWSPAPERS  FOR  POLITICAL  PRI- 
SONERS. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  as  it  is  not  denied  that  Colonel 
Valentine  Baker  after  his  conviction  of 
a  far  graver  offence  than  any  which  the 
Irish  coercion  prisoners  are  merely  sus- 
pected of,  was  not  prevented  from  re- 
ceiving such  Englisn,  Irish,  Colonial, 
and  Foreign  newspapers,  illustrated  or 
otherwise,  as  he  chose  to  pay  for  ;  and 
further,  as  it  is  not  denied  that  English 
prisoners  charged  with  offences  how- 
ever grave  are  while  awaiting  trial  al- 
lowed to  receive  such  papers  as  are  sent 
to  them,  the  Irish  prison  officials  will  in 
future  be  instructed  not  to  stop  such 
publications  as  the  **  Echo,"  the  **  New- 
castle Chronicle,"  the  **  Graphic,"  the 
**  Illustrated  London  News,"  the  **  Na- 
tion," the  **  Irishman,"  when  they  are 
forwarded  by  friends  to  the  political  pri- 
soners in  Irish  goals  who  are  merely 
detained  on  suspicion ;  and,  if  he  will 
state  by  whose  orders  these  papers  have 
hitherto  been  stoppod  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  I  can  only 
repeat  what  I  have  before  stated  in  an- 
swer to  this  Question — namely,  that  the 
Irish  Government  have  given  orders  that 
prisoners  detained  under  the  Protection 
of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland)  Act 
shall  be  allowed  to  receive  the  Dublin 
daily  papers  and  the  papers  sent  them 
from  their  own  localities.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  necessity  for  modifying  that 
rule. 

Mr.  HEALY :  Perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  answer  the  latter  part 
of  the  Question. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER :  I  really  have 
answered  it.  Of  course,  my  answer  im- 
plies that  it  is  by  our  sanction.  In  fact, 
I  am  quite  wiUing  to  state  that  it  is 
done  by  our  orders. 

FRANCE  AND  TUN18— THE  TREATY. 

Me.  M'COAN  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
regard  the  Treaty  extorted  by  General 
Breard  from  the  Bey  of  Tunis  on  the  13th 
instant  as  consistent  with  the  declara- 
tions of  M.  Saint  Hilaire  previously  re- 
ported to  this  House  as  to  the  intended 


object  and  limits  of  the  French  Expedi- 
tion to  Tunis ;  and,  if  not,  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Qt>vem- 
ment  to  protest  against  so  grave  a  vio- 
lation of  International  Law  as  this  for- 
cible imposition  of  a  French  Suzerainty 
on  the  Regency  indisputably  constitutes; 
and,  whether  the  said  Treaty,  so  ex- 
torted, will  in  any  way,  and  to  what 
extent,  affect  the  rights  and  privileges 
secured  to  Foreigners  residing  in,  or 
trading  to,  Tunis,  under  the  existing  capi- 
tulations and  Treaties  between  the  Sub- 
lime Porte  and  the  European  Powers  ? 

The  following  Question  on  the  same 
subject  also  stood  on  the  Notice  Paper 
in  the  name  of  the  Earl  of  Bective  : — 
To  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether,  seeing  that  if 
Her  Majesty's  Government  considered 
Tunis  to  be  under  the  suzerainty  of  the 
Sultail,  and  no  final  Treaty  could  there- 
fore be  entered  into  by  the  Bey  without 
ratification  by  the  Sublime  Porte,  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  in  accord  with 
the  terms  of  the  Berlin  Treaty  and  the 
Anglo-Turkish  Convention,  would  pre- 
vent the  insertion  of  clauses  in  any 
French  Treaty  with  the  Bey  which 
might  undermine  the  authority  of  the 
Sultan,  or  interfere  with  the  rights  of 
other  nations  under  Treaties  with  the 
Ottoman  Porte,  or  its  suzerain  the  Bey  ; 
also  to  ask,  if  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  protest  against  the  permanent 
occupation  by  the  French  of  the  Ports 
of  Bizerta,  Susa,  and  Gabes,  inasmuch  as 
such  occupation  would  menace  our  com- 
munications with  the  East ;  if  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  protest  against 
any  terms  being  forced  upon  the  Bey 
which  would  interfere  with  the  proper 
representation  of  British  and  Italian  in- 
terests in  the  composition  of  the  Inter- 
national Financial  Commission  which  at 
present  exists  at  Tunis;  and,  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  take  steps  to 
prevent  the  imposition  of  a  protective 
tariff  in  Tunis  against  the  introduction 
of  British  manufactures  which  at  present 
constitute  the  principle  European  im- 
port trade  in  that  Country  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  con- 
clude that  the  Questions  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wicklow  County  and  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Westmore- 
land were  put  on  the  Paper  before  the 
conversation  yesterday  on  the  affairs  of 
Tunis.  I  then  stated  that  it  appeared 
the  more  convenient  course  to  de.or  any 
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discussion  of  particular  points  until  the 
whole  of  the  case  was  submitted  to  this 
House  in  the  Papers  which  will  shortly 
be  laid  before  Parliament,  and  in  this 
view  the  majority  of  the  House  will  no 
doubt  agree.  If  hon.  Members  are  not 
satisfied  with  those  Papers,  they  will 
then  have  the  opportunity  of  submitting 
a  Motion  upon  the  subject.  With  re- 
gard to  the  noble  Lord's  Questions,  I 
would  point  out  that  the  Auglo-Turkish 
Convention  contained  no  reference  to 
the  dominion  of  Turkey  in  Africa,  and 
we  have  not  hoard  that  the  French 
troops  are  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Susa 
or  Oabes. 

Mr.  M'COAN  asked  how  far  the  ex- 
isting Treaties  would  be  operative  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  I  do 
not  wish  to  be  drawn  into  further  an- 
swers by  further  Questions.  We  have 
not  yet  got  an  official  communication  of 
the  text  of  the  Treaty ;  but  we  have 
been  informed  by  the  French  Govern- 
ment that  they  have  exercised  the  utmost 
care  that  the  rights  and  privileges  se- 
cured to  foreigners  under  existing  Trea- 
ties shall  continue  to  exist. 

The  Earl  of  BECTIYE  asked  for  an 
answer  to  the  third  paragraph  of  his 
second  Question  with  regard  to  prevent- 
ing the  imposition  of  a  protective  tariff 
in  Tunis  against  the  introduction  of 
British  manufactures  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  That 
paragraph  is  partly  covered  by  the 
answer  I  gave.  The  existing  Treaties 
with  Tunis  will  undoubtedly  continue 
in  force. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMONp  WOLFF  asked 
whether  the  Capitulations  would  con- 
tinue in  force  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE :  I  must 
ask  the  hon.  Member  to  give  Notice  of 
his  Question. 

Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF:  I 
will  put  the  Question  on  Thursday. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  :  May  I  ask  on  what 
footing  the  Treaty  with  Tunis  stands  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE :  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Member  will  give  Notice  of 
the  Question. 

The  Earl  of  BECTIYE:  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Baronet  will  inform  the  House 
whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the  state- 
ment that  General  Br6ard  on  the  15  th 
instant  occupied  the  city  of  Tunis  with 
a  large  body  of  troops  under  the  direct 
orders  of  the  French  Goyernment  that 
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he  was  to  remain  there  until  His  Hifh< 
ness  the  Bey  had  distinctly  stated  th&t 
his  protest  to  the  Porte,  to  the  effect 
that  he  signed  the  Treaty  under  pioUct, 
was  revoked  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  We 
haye  not  heard  of  any  occupation  of  tk 
city  of  Tunis  by  French  troops ;  buttkflj 
are  just  outside. 

ARMY— COAST  BRIGADE  ROYAL 
ARTILLERY. 

Mr.  CEEYKE  asked  the  Secretary  erf 
State  for  War,  If  the  officers  of  tlw 
Coast  Brigade  Eoyal  Artillenr,  by  th« 
abolition  of  the  lieutenant*coloneIcy  of 
the  brigade,  have  been  debarred  6oa 
rising  in  the  regiment  beyond  the  rank 
of  captain ;  if,  on  the  recommendatioQ  of 
Lord  Morley's  Committee,  one  majority 
only  is  proposed  to  be  granted  to  the 
whole  of  tne  brigade;  and,  whether, 
taking  into  consideration  the  fact  that 
the  Coast  Brigade  is  the  only  openiog 
for  master  gunners  and  superior  non- 
commissioned officers  to  the  combitint 
commissioned  ranks  in  a  regiment  num- 
bering 34,000  men,  ho  would,  belbri 
the  publication  of  the  new  warran^  be 
prepared  to  consider  the  conceasioM 
sought  by  the  officers  of  the  Coast 
Brigade,  viz. : — The  granting  oi  foar 
majorities,  inclusive  of  present  establiih- 
ment  (the  proportion  granted  to  the 
Eoyal  Marine  Artillery) ;  and  the  rerinl 
of  the  lieutenant-colonelcy  ? 

Mr.  CHTLDEES  :  In  reply  to  th# 
Question  of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  really 
must  appeal  to  him  to  consider  whether 
it  is  desirable  that  specific  proposals  for 
increase  of  establishments,  involving 
large  additional  expenditure,  should  w 

Eressed  on  me  by  an  independent  Mem- 
er  in  the  House  of  Commons.  I  shoow 
not  so  much  deprecate  a  general  Ou*" 
tion  asking  me  if  I  had  inquired  into 
the  organization  of  any  particular  oorp«; 
but  it  is  very  difficult  to  exercise  econo- 
mical control  in  these  matters  in  the 
face  of  elaborate  claims  of  this  kind  pw 
forward  in  Questions  to  Ministers,  f* 
to  the  particular  case  of  the  Coast  Bn- 
gade,  I  have  to  remind  my  hon.  Friend 
that  the  officers  and  men  are  under  the 
orders  of  the  officers  commanding  the 
Artillery  of  their  respective  distnctji 
and  I  can  see  no  reason  for  W^^^^ 
these  particular  officers,  who  have  nw 
received  a  scientific  education,  liho  tot 
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other  officers  of  Artillery,  higher  rants 
than  that  now  enjoyed.  We  are,  as  my 
hon.  Friend's  Question  shows  that  he  is 
aware,  adding  one  majority  to  the  estab- 
lishment, which,  since  1872,  has  con- 
sisted of  captains  and  lieutenants. 


PASSENGER  ACTS— EMIGRANT 
SHIPS. 

Oaptain  PEICE  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  will 
cause  inquiries  to  be  made  as  to  the 
sufficiency  of  the  boat  and  life-saving 
accommodation  supplied  to  emigrant 
ships  sailing  from  Queenstown  and  other 
ports  for  America  and  Canada  ? 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  I  have  made 
inquiries  on  the  subject  of  the  Question, 
and  I  find  that  the  size  and  number  of 
life-boats  and  the  character  of  the  life- 
saving  apparatus  in  emigrant  ships  are 
already  prescribed  by  statute,  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  provisions  of  the 
statute  are  strictly  observed  in  every 
case,  and  I  believe  that  no  emigrant 
ship  leaves  port  until  after  inspection 
by  an  emigrant  agent,  as  well  as  by  a 
representative  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
As  to  the  sufficiency  of  the  statutory 
provisions,  I  can  only  say  that,  so  far 
as  I  am  informed,  they  are  sufficient 
and,  in  fact,  as  extensive  as  would  be 
practicable  oi  desirable  in  all  circum- 
stances. 

MINES  REGULATION  ACT—THE  PEN- 
Y-GRAIG  EXPLOSION. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  he  has  had  his  attention  called  to  that 
portion  of  Mr.  Wright's  Peport  on  the 
J?en-y-Graig  Explosion,  in  which  he 
states  the  following  with  respect  to  Moses 
Powlands,  the  manager  of  that  colliery, 
viz. :  — 

**The  nominal  manager  of  the  colliery  is 
Moaefl  Rowlands,  a  nephew  of  one  of  the  pro- 
prietors. He  has  had  no  experience  in  the  work- 
ing of  steam  coal,  except  for  a  short  time  as  a  boy 
of  10  or  12  years  of  age.  The  following  is  his 
history : — Bom  in  1843,  he  from  10  to  1 2  years  of 
his  age  cut  coal  at  Aherdare  and  Khondda ;  then 
he  did  clerk's  work  at  Gwendraeth  Colliery  for 
about  five  years  (1855  to  1860).  lie  was  then 
at  a  national  school  for  some  time.  He  was 
then  at  a  house  coal  (not  steam  coal)  colliery  at 
Pen<y-Graig  belonging  to  his  uncle  for  13  or 
14  years  (1861  tol873)  as  a  clerk,  storekeeper, 
and  measurer,  principally  at  book  work,  ana,  as 
he  expressly  stated,  not  engaged  in  the  practical 


duties  of  mine  managing.  In  1873  he  went  to 
assist  his  father,  the  certificated  manager  of  an- 
other house  coal  colliery  at  Pen-y-Graig.  He 
remained  there  five  years,  holding  no  regular 
office  as  manager,  overman,  fireman,  or  other- 
wise. In  1878  he  came  to  the  Naval  Steam 
Coal  Colliery  (where  the  explosion  now  in  ques- 
tion, occurred),  of  which  his  uncle  was  and  is  a 
proprietor;  and  he  has  been  the  certificated 
manager  from  then  till  now.  He  obtained  his 
certificate,  not  by  examination,  but  by  a  certifi- 
cate under  section  31  of  the  Act,  signed  by  the 
Secretary  of  State,  to  the  effect  that  he  had 
*  within  five  years  before  the  passing  of  this  Act 
(the  Coal  Mines  Hegulation  Act,  1872)  acted  for 
not  less  than  12  months  in  the  capacity  of  a 
manager  of  a  mine.'  This  certificate,  if  the 
foregoing  history  as  told  by  him  is  true,  was 
entirely  false,  and  he  must  have  known  it  to  be 
false,  inasmuch  as  according  to  his  own  showing 
he  did  not  begin  to  act  in  any  capacity  as  ma- 
nager of  a  mine,  even  as  his  father's  assistant, 
until  1873;  and  the  proprietors  of  the  colliery, 
or  some  of  them,  must  have  known  it  to  be  false. 
This  manager  appears  to  have  brought  himself 
within  the  provisions  of  section  38  of  the  Coal 
Mines  Regulation  Act,  by  which  the  use  of  a 
false  certificate  with  knowledge  of  its  falsity  is 
a  misdemeanour  punishable  with  two  years' 
hard  labour.  The  proprietors  of  the  colliery 
are  equally  liable  to  punishment  if  they  were 
accessory  to  the  nephew's  offence.  One  at  least 
of  the  proprietors  (the  manager's  uncle]  took  an 
active  part  in  the  affairs  of  the  colliery ;  ** 

and,  whether,  considering  that  the  Com- 
missioner charges  him  with  fraudulently 
ohtaining  his  certificate,  and  for  such 
offence  he  is  liable  to  two  years'  hard 
labour,  he  will  direct  that  his  certificate 
be  at  once  withdrawn,  or  he  be  tried  for 
an  offence  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
Law? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  he  had  been  in  communi- 
cation with  Mr.  Wright  on  this  subject, 
and  the  hon.  Member  was  aware  that 
the  Govern  men  t  had  carefully  considered 
what  course  should  be  taken  in  regard 
to  it.  A  prosecution  had  been  insti- 
tuted against  the  manager  with  a  view 
to  revoke  his  certificate  for  misconduct 
and  negligence.  The  prosecution  failed, 
and  he  was  absolved.  In  those  circum- 
stances, considering  the  whole  character 
I  of  that  case,  he  did  not  think  it  would 
I  be  right  to  go  back  to  anterior  proceed- 
'  ings  six  or  seven  years  ago,  and  institute 
another  prosecution,  which  he  did  not 
think  was  likely  to  succeed.  The  Go- 
vernment could  not  undertake  a  second 
prosecution  in  that  case.  He  had,  how- 
ever, given  instructions  that  a  special 
inspection  of  that  mine  should  be  made, 
and  a  particular  Beport  be  made  to  him 
as  to  the  present  management. 
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malioious  one,  and  would  thas  play  into 
the  hands 


PROTECTION  OP  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— PRO. 
CLAMATION  OF  THE  QUEEN'S 
COUNTY. 

Mr.  LALOE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
For  what  reason  the  Queen's  County  has 
been  proclaimed  under  the  Protection  of 
Person  and  Property  (Ireland)  Act ;  and, 
if  it  be  true  that  Patrick  Meehan,  Pa- 
trick Doran,  and  John  Kedington,  of 
Maryborough,  in  the  Queen's  County, 
have  been  arrested  under  the  provisions 
of  the  said  Act ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  rea- 
sonable suspicion  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  only  answer  he  could  give  to  that 
Question  was  that,  after  very  careful 
consideration,  the  Government  had  acted 
on  their  responsibility,  and  had  thought 
it  necessary  to  proclaim  that  county  for 
the  prevention  of  outrages.  The  hon. 
Member  asked  him  on  what  reasonable 
suspicion  certain  persons  had  been  ar- 
rested. He  could  not  give  the  precise 
words  of  the  arrest,  and  he  would  not 
like  to  make  any  mistake.  Of  course, 
the  Papers  would  be  laid  on  the  Table 
in  the  usual  form ;  and  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wished  him  to  read  the  warrant, 
of  course  he  should  do  so. 

Mb.  LALOE  said,  that  he  wished  to 
make  a  few  remarks  on  this  subject,  and 
would  therefore  conclude  with  a  Motion. 
He  was  well  acquainted  with  the  incon- 
venience of  these  Motions  of  Adjourn- 
ment ;  but  he  was  compelled  to  take  the 
course  which  he  was  now  doing  in  con- 
sequence of  the  Chief  Secretary  having 
refused  to  state  the  grounds  on  which 
the  Queen's  County  had  been  proclaimed. 
He  had  a  Return  in  his  hand  from  which 
it  appeared  that  within  the  last  four 
months  there  had  only  been  six  agrarian 
crimes  in  the  Queen's  County.  There 
was  no  other  county  in  the  British  Em- 
pire where  there  had  been  less  crime 
committed  than  during  the  last  four 
months  in  the  Queen's  County.  To  show 
the  manner  in  which  the  Coercion  Act 
was  now  worked,  he  would  only  refer  to 
one  case,  that  of  a  burning  which  took 
place  in  his  own  neighbourhood  a  short 
time  since.  For  that  a  man  named 
Lalorwas  arrested  on  suspicion,  although 
there  was  not  the  slightest  evidence 
against  him  to  ^o  before  a  Court.  The 
very  fact  of  this  man's  arrest  would 
establish  the  fact  that  the  burning  was  a 


Mb.  R.N.  FOWLER  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  was  in  Order  in  debating  a  question 
on  a  Motion  for  Adjournment,  when  he 
had  raised  the  same  point  on  a  Hiinilg 
Motion  two  or  three  days  ago  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  When  the  hoa. 
Member  spoke  on  this  question,  the 
Motion  before  the  House  was  that  the 
House  do  now  adjourn.  That  Qaestioa 
was  disposed  of,  and  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say  that  the  hon.  Member  is,  strictlj 
speaking,  out  of  Order  now,  althoo^,  as 
I  have  often  said,  this  is  a  most  iDCoa- 
venient  course  to  pursue. 

Mb.  LALOR  said,  that  the  proclama- 
tion of  the  Queen's  County  was  playing 
into  the  hands  of  the  landlords.  He 
was  very  well  aware — and  in  the  Qaeen's 
County  they  were  very  well  aware — 
on  whose  recommendation  the  Qaeen*f 
County  had  been  proclaimed.  It  was 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  magis- 
trates, and  he  would  give  the  Houie  a 
sample  of  those  gentlemen.  In  January 
last,  six  respectable  young  men  who 
were  collecting  subscriptions  for  the 
Land  League  were  summoned  before 
the  magistrates  at  Petty  Sessions,  and 
although  the  persons  whom  they  had 
solicited  swore  that  they  had  not  beea 
intimidated,  the  magistrates  disregarded 
the  evidence,  and  convicted  the  accused. 
The  assistant  barrister  reversed  the  de- 
cision on  appeal,  and  now  two  of  those 
men  had  been  arrested  merely  to  vindi- 
cate the  magistrates'  unjust  decision. 
These  men  were  respectable  merchants 
in  Maryborough,  and  yet  the  police  went 
to  their  houses  at  2  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, broke  in  their  doors,  and  only  gave 
them  five  minutes  to  dress  before  they 
took  them  to  gaol.  One  of  them  had  a 
large  sum  of  money  in  the  house,  and  he 
had  no  time  to  secure  it  before  he  was 
taken  to  the  station  and  conveyed  to 
gaol.  He  asked  was  that  right  or 
honourable  treatment  for  respectable 
men  ?  He  said  it  was  unjust  and  cnteL 
On  what  grounds  were  these  men  ar- 
rested ?  The  right  hun.  Gentleman 
had  refused  to  answer  that  question ; 
but  he  would  tell  them  he  haa  a  copy 
of  the  Warrant,  which  he  would  read. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  :  I  submit,  Sir. 

that  the  matter  which  the  hon  Member 

is  placing  before  the  House  has  nothing 

j  to  do  wiUi  the  Motion  for  Adjournment ; 
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and  I  hope  the  House  will  not  allow 
any  important  matter  such  as  this  may 
be  to  be  introduced  when  the  House 
itself  has  no  opportunity  of  expressing 
an  opinion  thereon. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask,  Sir,  is  it 
not  the  fact  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wareham  (Mr.  Montague  Guest)  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  yester- 
day on  the  question  of  Tunis,  which 
was  a  much  more  important  matter  than 
that  now  under  consideration  ?  I  would 
also  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  the  hon. 
Member  for  London  (Mr.  Alderman 
Lawrence)  is  entitled  persistently  to 
interrupt  the  hon.  Member,  at  the  same 
time  skilfully  endeaTouring  to  conceal 
the  fact  by  putting  his  Notice  Paper 
before  his  mouth  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  haying  made  no 
reply, 

Ma.  LALOH,  resuming,  denied  that 
these  three  gentleman  had  ever  committed 
a  breach  of  the  peace  of  the  kind  alleged 
against  them.  He  challenged  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  to  go  down  to  that  place 
and  hear  the  case,  even  from  the  police- 
men and  magistrates  from  whom  he  was 
getting  his  instructions  in  this  matter. 
He  challenged  him  to  bring  the  matter 
to  trial,  and  he  would  find  that  he  was 
thoroughly  deceived  by  the  local  autho- 
rities in  Maryborough.  He  believed 
the  arrest  of  these  men  was  intended  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  a  blow  at 
the  Land  League ;  but  the  best  weapon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  make 
use  of  against  the  Land  League  would 
be  the  introduction  of  a  good  Land  Bill, 
which  the  Bill  at  present  before  the 
House  was  not.     [**  Order !  **] 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  refer  to  the  Land  Bill, 
which  is  not  now  before  the  House. 

Mb.  LALOK  said,  he  did  not  intend 
to  refer  to  it  any  further ;  but  he  would 
advise  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
Government  to  be  cautious.  There  were 
men  in  Ireland  connected  with  the  Land 
League  who  were  anxiously  waiting  for 
the  time  when  the  present  leaders  should 
be  removed.  These  men  were  not  the 
friends  of  the  landlords  or  the  friends  of 
the  Government;  but  they  were  men  who 
thought  the  present  leaders  were  not 
sufficiently  advanced,  and  who  would  be 
more  likely  to  give  trouble  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  than  the  men  who  now 

Siided  the  movement.     He  would  advise 
e  right  hon.  (Gentleman,   before  he 


made  further  arrests  in  the  Queen's 
County,  to  go  down  there  and  inquire, 
not  from  the  landlord  side  of  the  ques- 
tion, nor  from  the  officials  from  whom 
he  was  getting  information,  but  to  hold 
an  inquiry  in  public,  where  he  could  have 
the  members  of  the  Land  League  and 
their  accusers  face  to  face.  He  begged 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Mb.  MAEUM,  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion, wished  to  bear  testimony  to  the 
fact  that  there  was  not  a  particle  of  evi- 
dence against  the  men  who  had  been 
arrested  to  sustain  the  charge  of  intimi- 
dation. The  case  had  come  before  him 
and  his  brother  magistrates  on  appeal, 
and  was  investigated  with  the  greatest 
care. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.**^ 
{Mr,  Lalor,) 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  wished  to  state 
his  belief  that  the  number  of  arrests 
which  had  taken  place  in  Ireland,  and 
the  character  of  those  arrests,  were  creat- 
ing not  merely  irritation,  but  exaspera- 
tion in  that  country.  He  wished  to  tell 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Forster)  that  if  he  went  on  in  this  line  of 
action  he  and  the  Irish  landlords  would 
produce  an  insurrection  in  Ireland. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  23 ;  Noes 
317  :  Majority  294.— (Div.  List,  No. 
204.) 

CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  PAPERS. 

Mr.  NORTHCOTE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  he  was  aware  on  March  1 4th  that  the 
consideration  of  a  Motion  involving  the 
whole  question  of  Ministerial  policy  in 
Central  Asia  was  fixed  for  the  24th  of 
that  month  ;  if  so,  if  he  can  explain  the 
reason  of  the  delay  from  March  14  to 
March  17  in  requesting  the  assent  of 
the  Hussian  Government  to  the  publica- 
tion of  the  important  papers  contained 
in  Parliamentary  Paper  (Central  Asia, 
No.  3,  1881) ;  if  he  can  explain  the  delay 
between  March  21st  and  24th  in  com- 
municating the  Hussian  assent  to  such 
publication  to  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  directly  responsible  to  Parliament 
for  the  conduct  of  Foreign  Affairs ;  and, 
if  he  can  state  to  the  House  the  reasons, 
if  any,  which  precluded  the  oommunica- 
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tion  to  Parliament  of  the  intelligence  ' 
conveyed  in  the  last  two  Despatches  of 
that  Parliamentary  Paper  in  time  to 
place  the  House  in  possession  of  the 
information  used  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  the  discussion  of  the  Motion 
relative  to  the  retention  of  Oandahar  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  I  gave 
very  full  information  upon  this  subject 
yesterday  to  the  House.  My  answer 
must  be  that  there  was  no  such  delay 
as  that  with  regard  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  asks.  I  stated  yesterday  that 
the  document  reached  the  Foreign  Office 
on  the  night  of  the  2l8t,  and  that  it  was 
seen  and  the  immediate  publication  of 
the  Paper  ordered  on  the  morning  of 
the  22nd.  It  then,  as  I  explained,  had 
to  start  on  its  usual  round  before  it  came 
to  me.  When  he  asks  me  the  reason 
which  prevented  communication  to  Par- 
liament of  the  last  two  despatches,  I 
must  reply  once  more  that  no  reason 
whatever  prevented  it,  that  every  pos- 
sible haste  was  shown,  and  that  no  haste 
would  have  produced  the  last  despatch 
in  time,  as  it  was  only  written  after  the 
debate  was  over. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  BASUTOS. 

Mr.  R.  N.  FOWLEE  asked  whether 
any  further  news  had  been  received  from 
Basutoland  ? 

Mr.  GRANT  DUFF  :  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City,  who  has  al- 
ways taken  so  strong  an  interest  in  the 
Basutos,  I  am  happy  to  say  that  Sir 
Hercules  Robinson  has  now  telegraphed 
that  Letsea,  Lerothodi,  and  10  others 
have  accepted  his  award.  Masupha  did 
not  sign  the  letter ;  but  we  do  not  know 
that  he  has  declined  to  accept  the 
award. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS    OP    THE 
HOUSE— THAMES  RIVER  BILL. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  asked  if  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  press 
forward  this  Bill  to-night,  and  why  it 
was  placed  on  the  Paper  every  day,  in- 
cluding those  of  private  Members,  which 
was  a  most  inconvenient  course  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  considered  the 
course  referred  to  an  inconvenient  one  ; 
but  it  had  appeared  to  him  necessary  in 
the  circumstances  of  the  case.  The  Bill 
had  first  been  introduced  as  a  Private 
Bill,  in  the  hope  of  saving  the  time  of 
the  House.      In  deferenco  to  opinions 

Mr.  NorthcoU 


expressed  by  hon.  Members  on  boft 
sides  of  the  House,  it  subsequently  was 
introduced  as  a  public  measure.  The 
re-introduction  of  the  Bill  was,  however, 
deferred  for  three  weeks  in  consequenoe 
of  the  Notices  of  opposition  of  the  boa. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton) ;  but  having  managed  to  catdi 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  napping, 
he  at  last  succeeded  in  introducing  the 
measure.  The  second  reading  might 
have  been  taken  on  Friday;  but  in 
deference  to  the  wishes  of  hon.  Memben 
opposite  he  undertook  not  to  begin  the 
discussion  after  12  30.  The  Bill  was 
then  put  down  for  Monday,  and  No* 
tices  of  opposition  were  at  once  gim 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Gty 
of  London  (Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence). 
There  was,  therefore,  no  other  coarse 
for  him  to  pursue  than  to  put  down  the 
Bill  in  the  Order  Paper  day  after  day. 
If  the  opposition  to  the  House  being 
called  upon  to  give  a  verdict  on  the  mea- 
sure could  be  overcome,  he  would  pot 
the  Bill  down  for  an  evening  that  would 
be  convenient  to  those  interested. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  OHUECHHiL: 
Under  the  circumstances  stated  by  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  I  will 
agree  to  remove  my  block  to  the  Bill. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PBO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— AB- 
RESTS  UNDER  THE  ACT— THE  CASE 
OF  MR  DILLON. 

Mr.  J.  CO  WEN  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Speaker  a  Qaestion  respecting 
the  privileges  of  an  hon.  Member  of  the 
House.  The  Speaker  had  ruled  that  Mr. 
Brad  laugh's  expulsion  —  notwithstand- 
ing the  Kesolution  that  was  arrived  at 
on  the  26th  of  April,  declaring  that  he 
could  not  take  an  oath,  and  notwith- 
standing also  the  Hesolation  based  on 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Staf- 
ford Northcote)  that  he  must  be  pre- 
vented entering  the  House— <x)uld  be 
made  a  question  of  Privilege.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfnd  Lew- 
son)  had  raised  the  point,  and  it  had 
been  held  that  he  had  a  right  to  do  bo. 
Now,  Mr.  Dillon  was  a  diUy  qualified 
Member  of  the  Legislature.  He  had 
committed  no  offence.  He  had  not  been 
put  upon  his  trial;  he  had  not  been  con- 
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demned:  he  had  simply  been  arrested 
on  suspicion.  He  was  apprehended, 
too,  while  on  his  way  to  take  his  seat  in 
Parliament.  What  he  wanted  to  know 
from  the  Speaker  was,  whether  Mr.  Dil- 
lon's case  stood  in  the  same  category  as 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's,  and  could  be  treated 
as  a  question  of  Privilege?  He  knew 
the  Speaker  had  ruled  that  the  essence 
of  Privilege  consisted  in  its  urgency; 
but  he  begged  to  remind  him  that  im- 
mediately the  fact  of  Mr.-  Dillon's  arrest 
was  made  known  to  the  House,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor)  and  other  Irish  Gentlemen  started 
a  discussion  on  the  subject,  and  they 
only  abandoned  it  when  the  Govern- 
ment gave  an  undertaking  that  there 
.  should  be  an  opportunity  for  debating 
the  whole  question.  That  opportunity 
had  not  been  afforded;  and  what  he 
wished  to  know  was,  whether  the  matter 
could  be  recurred  to  in  the  way  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh's  case  had  been  recurred  to, 
and  be  brought  up  as  a  question  of 
Privilege  ? 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  With  regard 
to  this  question  of  the  arrest  of  Mr. 
Dillon,  the  Government  has  been  guilty 
of  a  distinct  breach  of  their  own  pro- 
mises. On  Notice  being  given  by  an 
hon.  Member,  calling  attention  to  the 
arrest,  the  Government  declined  to  give 
VLB  any  opportunity  of  bringing  it  for- 
ward. [  *  *  Order ! "  ]  I  think  I  am  speak- 
ing to  the  point  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend 
— namely,  that  this  remains  a  question 
of  urgency  to  us  because  of  the  action 
of  the  Government,  for  when  we  brought 
the  matter  forward  in  an  irregular  man- 
ner the  Government  challenged  us  to 
bring  it  to  the  test  of  a  Motion.  Yet 
the  very  day  after  that  distinct  state- 
ment of  the  Government,  when  my  hon. 
Friend  asked  for  facilities,  the  Govern- 
ment took  advantage  of  the  Forms  of 
the  House  again.  Accordingly,  if  we 
have  not  been  able  to  bring  it  forward 
as  a  matter  of  urgency,  the  responsi- 
bility is  on  the  Government,  not  us. 

Mr.  PARNELIi :  I  also  wish  to  ask 
whether  it  would  not  be  greatly  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  afford  some  oppor- 
tunity to  the  Irish  Members  of  dis- 
cussing the  question  of  the  arrests  made 
under  the  Coercion  Act?  I  certainly 
regpret  very  much  that  the  question 
should  have  been  raised  in  an  irregular 
way,  as  it  was  yesterday,  and  again  to- 


day, but  I  cannot  wonder  that  this 
should  have  happened;  and  I  would 
ask  you  for  some  expression  of  opinion 
as  to  whether  it  would  not  be  a  desirable 
step  to  take,  with  the  view  of  preventing 
irregular  debates  from  springing  up, 
which  it  was  natural  should  spring  up 
in  the  absence  of  any  means  of  bringing 
these  very  important  matters  before  the 
House,  for  the  Government  to  give  once 
for  all  one  day  to  the  Irish  Members, 
for  the  purpose  of  bringing  up  the 
whole  question  of  the  100  or  so  arrests 
made  under  the  Coercion  Act  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  has  put  to  me  a 
Question  injreference  to  my  opinion  upon 
a  matter  not  now  before  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  must  be  aware  that  it 
is  not  for  the  Chair  to  express  an  opinion 
except  upon  points  of  Order.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Question  of  Order  put  to  me 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle,  I 
have  to  say  this — that  Mr.  Dillon,  one 
of  the  Members  for  the  county  of  Tippe- 
rary,  has  been  committed  to  prison  for 
some  time  tinder  an  Act  of  Parliament 
passed  this  Session,  and  I  am  asked  whe- 
ther any  Motion  on  that  matter  would 
be  treated  as  a  question  of  Privilege  ? 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  sa3ring  that  any 
Motion  bearing  on  Mr.  Dillon's  arrest, 
seeing  that  he  has  been  for  some  time  in 
prison,  and  that  urgency  does  not  apply, 
could  not,  according  to  the  practice  of 
the  House,  be  treated  as  a  question  of 
Privilege.  Any  Motion  brought  forward 
on  that  matter  must  be  brought  forward 
in  the  ordinary  way. 

PARLIAMENTARY  OATHS— MR. 
BRADLAUGH. 

Mr.  AKTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
would  on  Thursday  next  ask  the  Prime 
Minister,  Whether,  seeing  that  Acts  of 
Parliament  had  been  passed  for  the 
purpose  of  relieving  two  noble  Lords 
from  the  penalty  which  they  had  in- 
curred last  Session  for  having  sat  in  the 
House  of  Lords  without  having  taken 
the  usual  Oath,  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  propose  a  similar 
measure  of  relief  in  the  ceise  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  wished  to 
put  a  Question  to  the  Speaker  with  refer- 
ence to  the  proceedings  of  the  House. 
He  desired  to  know,  Whether,  acting  on 
the  precedent  which  had  been  set  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
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North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote) 
in  the  case  of  Mr.  Bradlaugb,  it  would 
be  competent  for  any  lion.  Member  to 
make  a  similar  Motion  for  the  purpose 
of  ascertaining  the  orthodoxy  of  the 
theological  views  of  Mr.  Thom'as  Collins 
when  he  presented  himself  at  the  Table 
to  take  the  Oath  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  Question  put 
to  me  is  on  a  point  of  Order  which  has 
not  arisen,  and,  therefore,  I  decline  to 
answer  it. 

Af  0  TI  0N8. 


PAELIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— RESOLUTION  S. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  rose  to  move  the 
following  Kesolutions : — 

"  That  the  present  Standing  Orders  be  abro- 
gated, altercdi  or  amended,  in  so  far  as  they 
may  be  inconsistent  ^with  the  following  New 
Orders : — 

1.  That  Debate  on  a  Bill  shall  be  confined  to 
the  following  stages:  Second  Reading;  Com- 
mittee ;  Consideration  of  Report ;  Third  Read- 
ing. 

2.  In  the  course  of  any  Debate  it  shall  be 
competent  for  any  Member,  the  consent  of  Mr. 
Speaker  having  been  first  had  and  obtained,  to 
move  that  the  Question  shall  be  put  forthwith, 
and  the  decision  of  the  House  shall  be  at  once 
taken  without  further  Debate;  if  resolved  in 
the  affirmative,  the  Question  before  the  House 
shall  bo  put  forthwith  ;  if  resolved  in  the 
negative,  no  similar  Motion  shall  be  allowed 
on  the  same  Question  before  two  hours  have 
elapsed.  Providtni  always  that  not  less  than 
150  Members  shall  vote  in  the  majority. 

3.  If  during  any  Debate  a  Motion  be  made 
for  Adjournment,  Mr.  Speaker  may  decline  to 
put  the  Question  thereupon,  if  in  his  judgment 
the  Motion  is  made  for  purpose's  of  obstruction ; 
or  if  ho  think  fit  to  put  such  Question,  he  may 
put  it  from  the  Chair  forthwith. 

4.  When  a  Motion  is  made  for  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  a  Debate,  or  of  the  House  during  any 
Debate,  the  Debate  thereupon  shall  be  strictly 
confined  to  the  matter  of  such  Motion. 

6.  Mr.  Speaker  may  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  continued  irrovelanco  or  tedious  repe- 
tition on  the  part  of  a  Blember,  and  may  direct 
the  Member  to  discontinue  his  Speech. 

6.  On  Motion  made,  the  House  may  decide 
that  any  Bill  shall  be  resumed  in  the  ensuing 
Session  of  the  same  Parliament  at  the  same 
stage  at  which  it  stands  at  the  end  of  the 
current  Session. 

7.  Any  Member  suspended  from  the  service 
of  the  House,  in  accordance  with  the  Order  of 
February  28th,  1880,  shall  bo  suspended  from 
Moving  and  Speaking  for  a  week  at  the  first 
offence,  and  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session  at 
the  second,  bat  shall  retain  the  power  of  voting. 
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It^  shall  peyertheleas  be  in  the  power  of  the 
House  upon  Motion  made  to  reinstate  nch 
Member  in  the  full  service  of  the  Hoose,  bot 
such  Motion  in  respect  of  any  Member  shall  bs 
made  only  once  in  the  course  of  the  Session. 

Paragraphs  2,  3,  4,  and  6,  shall  applf, 
mutatis  mutandis,  to  proceedings  in  CommitUt 
of  the  whole  House. 

In  Committee. 

8.  Amendments  not  on  the  Notice  Ptpsr 
shall  only  be  moved  by  a  Member  in  charge  of 
the  Bill." 

In  commending  the  Resolutions  to  tlie 
House,  tlie  hon.  Member  said,  that  there 
was  an  impression  abroad,  and  eren 
among  Members,  that  year  after  year 
the  House  of  Commons  was  growing 
less  and  less  able  to  grapple  with  the 
accumulation  of  Business  upon  it,  and 
a  feeling  was  getting  up  in  the  countiy 
that  the  House  of  Commons  was  be- 
coming incompetent  for  the  work  put 
upon  it.  He  regretted  that  feeliog 
should  exist  with  regard  to  this  Legis- 
lative Chamber,  in  which  he  had  spent 
the  best  part  of  his  life.  Various  sug- 
gestions had  been  made  with  the  object 
of  affording  the  House  some  relief  in 
the  discharge  of  its  duties.  Among 
other  proposals  that  had  been  made 
was  one  by  which  the  Business  waa 
to  be  apportioned  under  certain  heads 
and  handed  over  to  Special  Com- 
mittees ;  but  that  was  an  objectionable 
course,  in  his  opinion,  because  he 
thought  that  the  Business  of  the  coun- 
try should  be  done  by  the  Represen- 
tatives of  the  nation,  and  not  by  mere 
Committees.  He  was  satisfied  that  by 
a  mere  alteration  in  the  old  Standing 
Orders  of  the  House,  which  had  re- 
mained unchanged  for  years,  they  would 
be  able  to  get  through  their  Business 
easily.  The  hindrances  to  satisfactoiy 
legislative  progress  arose,  in  his  opi- 
nion, from  three  main  causes — first  of 
all,  that  they  had  too  many  unnecessarj 
Forms  in  which  they  allowed  questions 
brought  before  the  House  to  be  de- 
bated ;  second,  useless  and  unnecessary 
discussion,  due  perhaps  to  the  increased 
interest  taken  in  Parliamentary  proceed- 
ings by  the  constituencies,  and  Members 
being  anxious  to  show  that  they  w«re 
**  somebody"  in  the  House  ;  and,  third, 
and  paramount  of  all,  the  abuse  of  the 
Bules  instituted  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
tecting the  rights  of  private  Members. 
Instead,  however,  of  those  Rules  being 
used  to  enable  the  minority  to  protect 
their  own  rights,  they  had  enabled  the 
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xninoritj  to  prevent  the  majority  carry- 
ing out  measures  which  they  deemed  to 
be  necessary,  and,  in  fact,  to  wage  war 
with  the  country  through  the  Forms  of 
the  House.  He  admitted  that  he  had 
on  occasions  taken  part  in  obstructive 
tactics  ;  but  that  was  at  the  end  and  not 
at  the  beginning  of  the  Session,  because, 
in  his  opinion,  that  which  was  Obstruc- 
tion at  the  beginning  and  at  the  middle 
of  a  Session  sometimes  became  a  duty 
at  its  end,  when  Bills  could  not  be  pro- 

Serly  considered.  Tracing  the  recent 
evelopment  of  Obstruction,  he  referred 
to  the  "All-night "  Sitting  in  1877  over 
that  very  important  question,  the  Con- 
federation of  South  Africa — a  measure 
which  his  hon.  Friends  the  present 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Courtney),  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke),  and  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Chamberlain),  did  their  best  in  assist- 
ing the  Irish  to  obstruct.  If  they  had 
succeeded  in  throwing  out  that  Bill,  he 
believed  that  many  of  the  evils  which 
had  since  arisen  in  South  Africa  would 
have  been  prevented.  He  and  they,  how- 
ever, did  not  then  carry  Obstrnction  to 
the  extent  of  g^ing  on  with  it  all  ni^ht ; 
and  he  believed  that  the  angp*y  feeling 
engendered  by  the  obstruction  of  certain 
Members  who  persevered  in  it  prevented 
the  fair  consideration  being  given  to  the 
objections  urged  against  that  measure 
which  they  would  otherwise  have  re- 
ceived. The  course  of  procedure  which 
was  adopted  in  that  Session  resulted  in 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee  to  re- 
consider the  Hules  which  regulated  the 
procedure  of  the  House.  This  Commit- 
tee made  several  suggestions,  some  of 
which  were  adopted ;  but  they  had  not 
proved  sufficient  to  restore  perfect  order 
to  the  debates  in  that  House.  Not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  the  House  in 
the  present  Session  had  been  sitting  since 
early  in  the  mouth  of  January,  hardly 
anything  had  been  done  in  the  interest 
of  the  country ;  indeed,  no  measures 
had  been  passed  except  such  as  were, 
•peaking  in  general  terms,  thoroughly 
and  heartily  disliked.  The  Government 
had  proposed  certain  measures  in  refer- 
ence to  tne  state  of  Ireland,  and  ho  had 
great  faith  in  the  wisdom  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  he  saw  little  chance  of  their 
measures  passing  at  an  early  period  as 
long  as  the  present  method  of  conduct- 


ing the  Business  of  the  House  was  main- 
tained. For  the  reasons  which  he  had 
stated  he  asked  the  House  to  pass  a 
series  of  Hesolutions,  the  first  of  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  limiting  the 
occasions  on  which  any  measure  could 
be  discussed  and,  if  any  hon.  Member 
thought  fit,  obstructed  by  the  methods 
with  which  the  House  had  become 
acquainted.  The  second  Hesolution  was 
an  important  one.  If  passed,  it  would 
enable  any  hon.  Member,  with  the  as- 
sent of  the  Speaker,  to  move  that  the 
question  should  be  forthwith  put  and 
the  decision  of  the  House  be  forthwith 
taken  ;  and  it  provided  that,  if  resolved 
in  the  affirmative,  the  question  should 
be  then  put,  provided  that  not  less  than 
160  Members  should  vote  in  the  ma- 
jority. He  put  the  number  at  150  with 
a  view  to  prevent  a  small  majority  at 
the  end  of  the  Session,  when  the  House 
was  weary  and  few  Members  were  in 
town,  being  possessed  of  undue  power. 
The  requirement,  however,  that  150  at 
least  should  vote  in  the  majority  would, 
he  thought,  secure  a  sufficient  expres- 
sion of  opinion  to  justify  the  carrying 
out  of  the  Hule.  The  next  three  Heso- 
lutions had  already  been  in  operation. 
They  had  been  framed  by  Mr.  Speaker 
as  **  Urgency  "  Bules,  and  he  thought 
they  might  well  be  incorporated  with 
the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House. 
The  sixth  Hesolution  might  be  regarded 
as  an  innovation ;  but  he  thought  its 
adoption  would  lead  to  a  practical  and 
important  improvement  in  their  pro« 
cedure.  His  principal  object  in  framing 
that  Hesolution  was  to  enable  Bills  to 
be  passed  which  never  could  be  carried 
in  any  other  way,  at  loast  as  perfect 
measures — he  alluded  to  Bills  relating  to 
Law  Hoform,  to  Merchant  Shipping,  and 
such  like.  Measures  such  as  these  were 
either  dropped  altogether,  or  were  hur- 
ried through  the  House  at  the  end  of 
the  Session  without  much  consideration. 
The  House  would,  he  thought,  agree 
with  him  that  it  would  be  far  better  that 
such  measures  should  receive  full  and 
free  discussion  before  they  were  passed, 
and  that  could  not  be  secured  without 
some  such  provision  as  he  suggested  in 
his  Hesolution.  It  would,  he  was  sure, 
lead  to  better  legislation  than  they  were 
able  to  secure  under  the  present  system. 
The  seventh  Hesolution  provided  that  a 
Member  suspendoil  from  the  service  of 
the  House  should  be   suspended  from 
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moving  and  speaking  for  a  week  at  the 
first  offence,  and  for  the  remainder  of 
the  Session  at  the  second,  but  should  re- 
tain the  power  of  voting.  It  was,  he 
considered,  unfair  to  his  constituents  to 
deprive  an  offending  Member  of  the 
power  of  voting.  The  Resolution  then 
provided  for  the  re-instatement  of  the 
Member  in  the  full  service  of  the  House 
upon  Motion  made  and  carried,  such 
Motion,  however,  in  reference  to  the 
same  Member  to  be  made  once  only  in 
the  course  of  the  Session.  The  eighth 
and  last  Hesolution  provided  that  Amend- 
ments in  Committee  which  did  not  appear 
on  the  Paper  could  only  be  moved  by  a 
Member  in  charge  of  the  Bill.  Its  adop- 
tion would  prevent  the  passing  hurriedly 
and  without  due  consideration  of  Amend- 
ments in  Committee.  There  would  be 
some  guarantee  obtained  that  the  Amend- 
ments of  which  no  Notice  had  been  given 
were  really  improvements  of  the  Bill  if 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  the  Bill  in 
charge  approved  of  them.  Such  were 
the  Resolutions  he  proposed;  and  he 
did  not  doubt  that  the  result  of  their 
being  agreed  to  would  restore  to  the 
House  the  power  of  prosecuting  the 
Business  of  the  country  which  they  had, 
he  might  say,  lost.  They  were  now, 
practically,  imable  to  carry  out  the  views 
of  the  majority  in  the  country,  because 
it  was  in  the  power  of  a  small  minority 
to  thwart  their  efforts  to  do  so.  He 
trusted  the  Government  would  accept  the 
proposals  he  made.  They  had  the  power 
in  their  own  hands  of  doing  so.  He 
did  not  say  that  the  Resolutions  were 
perfect;  but  this  he  could  assert — ^that 
he  had  heard  far  more  objections  to 
their  not  going  far  enough  than  he  had 
to  their  going  too  far.  He  was  convinced 
that  if  they  could  restore  to  the  House 
the  power  it  formerly  exercised  over  its 
own  Business,  they  would  have  done  a 
good  and  an  important  work. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  Debate  on  a  BiU  shall  be  confined  to 
the  following  occasions :  Second  Reading ;  Com- 
mittee ;  Consideration  of  Ueport ;  Third  Read- 
ing."—(Jfr.  DiUtcyn.) 

Mb.  EYLANDS,  in  rising  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  said,  the 
House  would  no  doubt  be  of  opinion 
that  the  subject  of  the  alteration  of  their 
Bules  was  one  of  serious  consequence, 
and  ought  not  to  be  agreed  to  without 
very  grave  consideration.    Ho  had  al- 
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ways  been  of  opinion  that  any  alteration 
of  the  Rules  of  the  House  should  be  the 
subject  of  careful  inquiry  by  a  strong 
Select  Committee,  or  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should   take   upon    them- 
selves the  responsibility  of  reconomend- 
ing  alterations  of   the    Hules    to   the 
House.     He  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate  for  this  reason  —  that  he 
thought  the  Qovemment  in  such  a  case 
as  the  present  might  reasonably  and  pro* 
perly  be  looked  to  to  guide  the  House ; 
and  that,  if  they  saw  the  necessity  for 
alteration,  it  was  for  them,   after  due 
consideration,  to  propose  to  the  House 
such  Bules  as  they  thought   were  re- 
quired for  the  better  conduct  of  their 
proceedings.     A  short  time  ago,  in  reply 
to  the  hon.  and  learned   Member  for 
Dundalk    (Mr.    Charles    Hussell),    tbe 
Prime  Minister  truly  said  that  there  had 
been  a  number  of  Committees  on  the 
subject,  and  that  in  their  Heports  and 
the  Evidence  they  had  taken  there  was 
all  the  information  that  was  required 
for  dealing  with  it.     He  gathered  from 
the  answer  that,  when  the   pressure  ol 
Business  was  somewhat  diminished,  the 
Government   were   prepared    to  submit 
some  proposals ;  and  he  therefore  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  in  order 
that  they  might  wait  to  hear  what  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  were.    He 
was,  however,  surprised   at   the  trans- 
formation exhibited  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Swansea,  recollecting  the  course  he 
pursued  on  this  subject  when  sitting  on 
the    opposite  Benches.      He   was   dis- 
appointed that  the  virtue  of  the  hon. 
Member  had  not  been  sufficient  to  re- 
sist the  disposition  to  give  to  a  Liberal 
Government  and  majority  powers  he  re- 
fused to  concede  to  a  Conservative  Go- 
vernment.    For  himself,  he  did  not  look 
at  the  question  at  all  in  that  light.     It 
was  a  curious  psychological  study  to 
watch  the  hon.  Member  coming  forward 
as  the  apostle  of  Bules  far  more  strin- 
gent than  had  been  proposed  before,  but 
occasionally   betraying   that  leaven  of 
sympathy  which  still  existed  in  his  mind 
with  the  usages  of  an  active  minority  in 
Opposition.     In  his  Besolutions  he  had 
taken  a  course  entirely  different  from 
what  might  have  been  expected  of  him* 
It  might  have  boon  supposod  that  he 
would  have  based  his  Besolutions  on  the 
Beport   of  the  last   Select  Committee, 
which  had  only  one  fault,  and  that  was 
that  it   was  too  representativo  of  tho 
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Front  Benches.  But  tbeybad  the  ad- 
vantage of  bearing  the  views  of  the 
Speaker  and  of  the  Clerk  at  the  Table, 
and  they  recommended  yarious  modes  of 
improving  the  Business  arrangements 
of  the  House.  The  hon.  Member  had 
adopted  the  recommendations  they  did 
not  make,  and  had  ignored  those  they 
did  make.  Therefore,  to  adopt  his  pro- 
posals would  be  to  vote  want  of  confi- 
dence in  the  Committee  and  in  preceding 
Committees.  Immediately  after  the  in- 
quiry of  the  Select  Committee  of  1878, 
tne  Leader  of  the  present  Opposition 
submitted  several  Hesolutions  which,  for 
the  most  part,  followed  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee,  and  exhibited 
patience  under  criticism  and  Obstruction, 
one  of  the  main  Obstructionists  being 
the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea.  He  said 
he  would  not  offer  Obstruction  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Session,  but  it  was 
justifiable  at  the  end.  But  the  right 
non.  Gentleman  submitted  his  Resolu- 
tions at  the  commencement  of  the  Ses- 
sion. The  object  of  one  of  them  was 
to  prevent  Motions  on  going  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  which  often  interfered 
with  the  progress  of  Public  Business; 
but  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  ob- 
jected strongly  to  it,  and  he  had  not  in- 
cluded it  among  his  proposals.  The  hon. 
Member,  however,  had  submitted  what 
he  called  a  qualified  eldture ;  but,  if  it 
were  a  qualified  cloture,  he  should  like 
to  know  what  an  unqualified  eldture  w&s. 
In  the  Committee  of  1878  it  received  the 
support  of  two  Members  against  13,  the 
two  being  Mr.  KnatchbuU-Hugessen 
and  Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd.  If  it  had  been 
proposed  in  the  last  Parliament,  he 
would  answer  for  it  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Swansea  would  have  sat  up  all 
night  opposing  it ;  and  he  would  have 
done  the  same,  but  he  had  not  altered 
his  opinion  because  he  sat  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  He  could  not 
understand  such  a  change  of  opinion 
on  the  part  of  Members  who  appre- 
ciated the  fact  that  great  questions  had 
to  be  foufrht  out  by  minorities — [Mr. 
BiooAB :  Hear,  hear  I] — and  that  the 
public  mind  had  to  be  educated  by  dis- 
cussions, often  of  interminable  length, 
such  as  occurred  in  the  struggle  for  Free 
Trade.  His  hon.  Friend  asked  the  House 
to  pass  a  Besolution  which  would,  in 
fact,  strangle  minorities.  Now,  why  did 
his  hon.  Friend  propose  these  liules? 
Because  they  had  in  their  midst  Mem- 


bers who  were  amongst  them,  but  not 
of  them.  So  long  as  the  Forms  of  the 
House  were  used  by  Members  repre- 
senting English  and  Scotch  constituen- 
cies, subject  to  the  public  opinion  of 
this  country,  there  was  no  danger  of 
those  Forms  being  pressed  beyond  the 
point  which  could  be  considered  as  justi- 
fiable ;  but  there  were  on  the  Benches  op- 
posite a  number  of  Members  who  did  not 
represent  the  public  opinion  of  England. 
They  represented  the  public  opinion  of 
Ireland;  they  came  here  as  a  hostile 
body ;  they  were  prepared  to  stretch  the 
Forms  of  the  House  because  they  were 
not  concerned  in  maintaining  its  reputa- 
tion and  arrangements ;  it  was  a  House 
they  had  no  sympathy  with,  and,  there- 
fore,they  were  prepared  to  abuse  its  Forms 
as  far  as  they  could.  A  great  part  of  this 
Session  had  been  spent  in  withdrawing 
the  liberties  of  the  people  of  Ireland  and 
in  accordance  with  the  desires  of  the 
Opposition.  Could  it  be  wondered  at 
that  a  minority  of  Irish  Members,  repre- 
senting a  people  uncontrolled  by  Eng- 
lish public  opinion,  had  strained  the 
Forms  of  the  House  to  resist  what  they 
considered  an  attack  on  their  liberties  ? 
As  coercive  measures  went  on,  we  should 
have  still  further  evidence  of  the  fact  that 
we  had  exasperated  a  hostile  class  in  Ire- 
land. But  let  the  House  be  careful  lest  to 
meet  a  temporary  emergency  they  sacri- 
ficed arrangements  and  Forms  which  had 
been  shown  by  years  of  experience  to  be 
the  safeguards  of  the  rights  and  liberties 
of  minorities.  His  hon.  Friend  urged  that 
the  Business  of  the  House  was  increasing; 
but  was  it  not  worthy  consideration  whe- 
ther it  was  not  increasing  in  a  way  which 
could  be  remedied  ?  Centralization  had 
increased,  was  increasing,  and  ought  to 
be  diminished.  It  was  telling  materially 
upon  the  time  of  the  House,  and  he 
should  be  glad  when  they  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  a  definite  means  of 
decentralization,  so  as  to  relieve  their 
shoulders  of  a  large  amount  of  the  work 
at  present  cast  upon  them.  His  hon. 
Friend  seemed  to  think  that  the  House 
had  lost  the  respect  of  the  people  ;  but 
there  never  was  a  greater  mistake.  The 
greatest  attention  was  paid  to  their  pro- 
ceedings. There  were  even,  in  some 
towns,  mimic  Parliaments  held,  in  which 
those  who  took  part  in  the  debates  as- 
sumed the  names  of  favourite  Members 
of  that  House.  One  was  known,  for 
instance,  as  the  Member  for  Woodstock, 
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and,  no  doubt,  some  sturdy,  independent 
representative  would  call  himself  Mem- 
ber for  Swansea ;  but  after  his  present 
proposals  he  feared  he  would  have  to 
call  himself  by  some  other  constituency. 
The  proposals  of  his  hon.  Friend  were 
not  the  only  alternatives  to  be  consi- 
dered by  the  Government.  There  was 
the  proposal  of  Grand  Committees.  A 
large  Committee  would,  no  doubt,  much 
abridge  the  time  devoted  to  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates,  and  be  of  great  ad- 
vantage to  the  country.  He  also  thought 
the  American  rule  as  to  the  length  of 
speeches  might  be  usefully  adopted.  In 
great  debates  there  might  very  well  be 
some  limitation  as  to  the  length  of 
speeches.  Though  he  was  willing  to 
consider  any  proposal  for  saving  the 
time  of  the  House  which  would  not  un- 
fairly press  upon  the  rights  of  minorities, 
he  hoped  that  the  House  would  resist 
any  means  intended  to  meet  a  temporary 
emergency  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  removing  the  security  of  those  rights. 
He  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR,  in  seconding 
the  Motion,  observed  that  the  House 
had  just  witnessed  a  painful  scene.  The 
hon.  Members  for  Swansea  and  Burnley 
had  formerly  long  stood  shoulder  to 
shoulder  in  defending  the  rights  of  pri- 
vate Members,  and  carried  on  in  more 
than  one  hard-fought  battle  the  work 
of  scientific  Obstruction ;  but  their  long 
political  union  appeared  at  length  to 
have  ended.  The  nearest  parallel  he 
could  find  to  this  tragic  breach  of  friend- 
ship was  when,  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
Mr.  Fox  and  Mr.  Burke  finally  separated 
in  regard  to  a  great  question  of  public 
policy.  On  this  occasion  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  his  sympathies  were  entirely 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley.  He 
had  kept  in  a  straight  path,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  had  been  the  back- 
slider. He  had  been  a  little  puzzled 
during  part  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  to  know  whether 
he  was  attacking  or  defending  Obstruc- 
tion. He  dwelt  with  obvious  gusto  on 
all  the  means  of  Obstruction,  and  he 
specially  recommended  Obstruction  at 
the  end  of  a  Session.  But  he  remem- 
bered that  no  longer  ago  than  the  end 
of  last  Session  they  looked  in  vain  for 
the  assistance  of  his  hon.  Friend  to  put 
some  term  to  the  efforts  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  pass  legislation,  at  a  time  when, 
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by  his  own  admission,  no  legislation 
should  have  been  allowed.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  Resolutions  themselves,  his 
main  objection  to  them  was  that  they 
threw  too  great  a  burden  upon  the 
shoulders  of  the  Speaker.  The  re- 
sponsibility of  closing  the  debate  was 
too  great  to  be  thrown  on  the  Speaker. 
The  experience  of  last  Session  sliowed 
that  even  the  duty  of  naminp^  a  Member 
was  difficult  to  exercise.  The  modi6ed 
cldture  would  practically  rest  entirely 
with  the  Speaker :  and  the  time  might 
come  when  the  minority,  however  much 
in  the  wrong,  might  accuse  the  Speaker 
of  lacking  in  that  impartiality  which 
had  always  distinguished  the  Chair.  No 
doubt,  the  power  of  moving  adjourn- 
ments at  Question  time  was  greatly 
abused ;  but  could  any  one  doubt  that 
in  a  great  public  emergency  it  was  most 
important  that  it  should  be  exercised? 
It  was  not  always  sound  policy  to  remore 
a  right  because  it  was  abused,  or  was 
liable  to  abuse.  These  Rules,  whether 
good  or  bad,  ought  not  to  be  entertained 
by  the  House  unless  they  were  brought 
forward  by  the  Government  of  the  coun- 
try. He  therefore  deprecated  coming 
to  any  decision  upon  them  at  present, 
and  begged  to  second  the  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned."— 
{Mr,  Hf/landa.) 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
Whatever  may  be  the  opinion  of  the 
House  as  to  the  consistency  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Ry lands),  who  has  been  so  severely 
attacked,  but  who  is  quite  capable  of 
defending  himself,  and  whatever  the 
opinion  of  the  House  as  to  the  Rulea 
which  have  been  moved  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Swansea,  I  think 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  he  is  entitled 
to  the  thanks  of  the  House  for  the  care 
and  attention  he  has  given  to  the  sub- 
ject. I  do  not  desire,  for  reasons  I  will 
shortly  state,  to  discuss  the  Resolutions 
of  my  hon.  Friend  in  great  detail.  I 
think,  perhaps,  my  hon.  Friend,  if  he 
wished  to  introduce  an  effective  change 
in  our  proceedings,  would  have  done 
better  if  he  travelled  over  a  less  wide 
field,  and  had  confined  himself  to  one  or, 
at  most,  two  or  three,  important  altera- 
tions, instead  of  presenting  what  really 
amounts  to  a  whole  new  code  of  prooe- 
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dare.  As  to  the  Ist  Besolntion,  it 
seems  to  me  tbat»  practically,  it  would 
make  very  little  difference  in  the  exist- 
ing state  of  things  if  it  were  adopted  as 
it  stands  on  the  Paper.  But  my  hon. 
Friend  has  explained  that  he  proposes 
to  alter  the  Resolution  in  such  a  way  as 
to  exclude  discussion  on  the  bringing  in 
of  a  Bill.  Though,  like  other  things, 
the  right  of  debate  on  the  introduction 
of  a  Sill  is  very  often  abused,  it  would, 
in  my  opinion,  require  a  great  deal  of 
consideration  before  the  House  should 
adopt  the  Besolution.  There  may  be 
occasions  when  the  most  legitimate  mode 
of  dealing  with  a  Bill,  the  character  of 
which  the  House  is  perfectly  acquainted 
with,  is  upon  its  introduction  in  the  early 
part  of  the  Session,  when  the  House  has 
not  much  Business  before  it,  instead  of 
waiting  until  the  second  reading  at  a 
later  period,  when  the  House  may  be 
yery  fully  occupied.  Besides,  legislation 
may  be  proposed  which  ought  not  to  be 
embodied  in  a  Bill  at  all.  I  will  pass 
oyer,  for  a  moment,  the  second  and  most 
important  of  the  Besolutions  —  that 
which  deals  with  the  power  of  closing 
a  debate.  Upon  the  3rd  and  4th 
Besolutions  I  only  wish  to  say  that  I 
think  they  are  entirely  in  the  right 
direction ;  and  when  &e  House  has 
time  to  take  up  this  question  it  will 
probably  be  disposed  to  adopt  some 
proposals  of  the  nature  pointed  out  by 
my  hon.  Friend.  As  to  the  5th  Beso- 
lution, I  also  entirely  agree  with  my 
hon.  Friend  that  the  power  possessed  by 
the  Speaker  under  the  Bules  of  Urgency 
was  not  attended  by  any  inconyenience  ; 
and  I  think,  after  some  further  experience 
of  its  working,  the  House  may  yery 
properly  be  asked  to  consider  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Bule.  The  6th  Besolution 
seems  to  me  to  open  a  rather  inider 
question — a  question  which  appears  to 
go  beyond  the  scope  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  House  with  which  my  hon.  Friend 
proposes  to  deal.  It  is  hardly  a  question 
of  procedure  with  which  it  deals,  but 
with  some  more  yital  principles  which 
affect  our  legislation.  As  to  the  exten- 
sion of  the  Order  of  the  28th  of  February, 
1880,  seyeral  of  my  hon.  Friends  near 
me  and  I  myself  expressed  our  opinions, 
when  the  Order  was  passed,  that  if  any- 
thing was  to  be  done  at  all  the  Besolu- 
tion should  be  made  more  effectiye.  We 
did  express  our  opinion  that  the  Besolu- 
tion as  proposed    was  not  sufficiently 

VOL.  CCLXI.     [thibd  ssBixf.] 


strong,  and  would  fail  of  any  satisfac^ 
tory  result.  I  am,  therefore,  entirely  in 
agreement  with  my  hon.  Friend  as  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bule  which  he  pro- 
poses. But  the  most  important  of  the 
Besolutions  is,  no  doubt,  the  second, 
which  g^yes  the  majority  of  the  House 
the  power  of  closing  a  debate.  It  is  a 
question  entirely  open  to  doubt  whether, 
as  stated  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Burnley,  any  alteration  of  a  restric- 
tive character,  such  as  is  now  proposed, 
would  really  meet  the  evil  of  which  we 
have  complained  during  the  last  few 
years.  The  inconvenience  to  which  the 
House  may  be  subjected,  as  was  pointed 
out  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley, 
does  not  rise  altogether,  or  even  mainly, 
from  the  deliberate  Obstruction  to  which 
the  House  is  sometimes  exposed.  Be- 
sides the  inconyenience  from  that  cause, 
it  does  sometimes  suffer  from  having  a 
great  deal  more  work  to  do  than  under 
the  present  regulations  it  can  perform. 
I  entirely  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Burnley  that  we  ought 
not  to  look  only  to  legislation  of  a 
restrictive  character ;  we  should  also  see 
whether  some  proposals  with  regard  to 
Grand  Committees  and  other  proposals 
of  that  kind  which  would  assist  the 
House  could  not  be  made,  and  whether 
the  House  could  not  be  relieved  of  some 
of  the  Business  which  it  now  takes  up. 
But,  while  I  entirely  agree  with  my  hon. 
Friend  in  that  proposition,  speaking  for 
myself  personally  and  not  as  represent- 
ing the  Government,  I  hold  with  equal 
conviction  that  the  converse  proposition 
is  true,  and  that  whatever  proposals  we 
may  make  they  will  not  be  sufficient 
until  the  House  does  take  into  its  own 
hands  a  gpreater  control  over  its  own  pro- 
ceedings and  its  proceedings  in  debate 
than  it  now  possesses.  My  hon.  Friend 
referred  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mittee which  sat  upstairs  on  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House,  and  stated,  I  think, 
somewhat  too  broadly  that  the  question 
of  the  cldture  was  considered  and  al- 
together rejected  by  that  Committee. 
My  hon.  Friend  ought  to  have  men- 
tioned that  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  couched  in  very  guarded 
terms,  and  cei*tainly  did  not  amount  to 
a  rejection  of  the  principle  of  the  eldture, 
A  liesolution  was  proposed  by  Mr. 
Knatchbull-Hugessen  that  the  power 
of  formally  closing  the  debate  was  one 
which,  with  certain  restrictions,  might 
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be  beneficially  exercised  by  tbe  House. 
My  right    hon.  Friend  (Mr-   Dodson) 
wbp  sits  near  me  moved  as  an  Amend- 
ment  that    the    proposal    of  formally 
closing  a  debate  is  one  which  the  Com- 
mittee is  not  prepared  to  recommend 
for  present  adoption  by  the  House.     A 
division  was  taken  on  the  word  '*  pre- 
sent," and  the  word  was  adopted.     The 
Resolution  as  finally  passed  was  that  the 
power  of  closing  a  debate  was  one  which 
the  Committee  was  not  prepared  to  re- 
commend for  the  present  adoption  of  the 
House.     That  is  a  Besolution  which 
could  not  be  fairly  said  to  amount  to 
an  absolute  rejection  of  the  proposal  for 
closing  a  debate.     Speaking  my  own 
opinion  on  this  question,  I  have  held 
for  some  time  very  strongly  that  the 
arguments  in  favour  of  some  such  power 
are,  on  the  whole,  convincing  and  con- 
clusive.    Such  power,  no  doixbt,  may  be 
open  to  abuse ;  but  I  should  like  to  know 
Wnat  power  the  House  can  assume  which, 
in   certain   circumstances,  may  not  be 
liable  to  abuse.    No  doubt  it  is  con- 
ceivable that    an    intolerant    majority 
might  make  use  of  such  a  power  to  sup- 
press the  rights  of  a  minority.     But,  in 
the  circumstances  in  which  we  now  find 
ourselves,  an  intolerant  minority  is  prac- 
tically able,  not  only  to  prevent  the 
House  from  discussing  particular  ques- 
tions, but  to  prevent  the  majority  of  the 
House  from  discussing  a  great  number 
of  questions  at  all.     fiy  absorbing  the 
whme  time  of  the  House  in  discussions 
upon  one  or  two  subjects,  it  is  quite  pos- 
sible for  a  minoritv  abusing  its  powers 
to  prevent  the  majority  from  discussing 
any  question  whatever  except  those  im- 
mediately before  it  at  the  moment ;  and 
if  a  tyrannical  use  is  to  be  made  of  the 
Forms  of  the  House  I  must  say  that  it  is 
more  reasonable  and  the  evil  would  be 
less  if  arbitrary  power  should  be  exer- 
cised by  the  majority  who  might  be  as- 
Bembled  at  the  time,  and  who  probably 
represent  the  majority  of  the  people, 
than  that  such  intolerance  should   be 
practised  by  a  minority.     These  are  my 
own  opinions ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that, 
sooner  or  later,  the  House  will  be  com- 
pelled, in  some  form  or  another,  to  adopt 
this  power.     Almost  every  Legislative 
Assembly  in  the  world  has  been  com- 
pelled to  adopt  it ;  and  I  do  not  know 
whv  we,  who  nave  at  least  as  great  an 
inclination  as  other  Assemblies  fully  to 
discuss  Public  Business,  should  alone  be 
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able  to  dispense  with  it.    I  think  thtt^ 
sooner  or  later,  the  great  power  of  tlie 
cldture  will  have  to   be  placed  in  tin 
hands  of  a  simple  majority ;  and  I  beHere 
that,  with  one  exception,  no  restrictions 
will  have  any  practical  value.  Tbeonlyre- 
striction  required  is  that  the  power  sbtl 
be  exercised  by  a  certain  quorum  of  th« 
House ;  and  it  must  be  borne  in  mini 
that  in  placing  this  power  in  the  haadi 
of  a  majority  you  place  upon  them  at  tlie 
same  time  a  great  responsioility,  the  seoM 
of  which  wifi  make  the  abuse  of  power 
exceedingly  rare.     I   have  thought  't 
possible  to  express  my  own  opinions  on 
this  subject,  but  I  am  not  prepared  to 
commit  my  Colleagues  to  the  adoption 
of  this  principle ;  and  I  must  point  oat 
that  all  proposals  affecting  the  conduct 
of  the  Business  of  the  House  are  shown 
by  experience  to  be  measures  of  a  terj 
important  character — measures  which  tiM 
House  has  never  been  disposed  to  adopt 
without  very  full  discussion,  and  whidi 
have  always  demanded  far  grater  con- 
sideration than  we  can  g;ive  to  them  to- 
night.  Such  proposals  naturally  invohe 
much  debate ;  but  it  has  often  struck  me 
that  they  have  generally  produced  more 
discussion  than  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary.    The  fitct  is  that  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers interest  themselves  in  one  subject, 
and  some  in  another;  but  every  hon. 
Member  who  takes  aprominent  part  in 
the  Business  of  the  House  thinks  him- 
self a  great  authority  on  the  subject  of 
our  procedure ;  and  it  is  quite  true  that 
there  are  many  hon.  Members  whose 
experience  does  make  it  desirable  that 
we  should  hear  their   opinions.     This 
circumstance  alone  makes  it  quite  im- 
possible   that    any   change   should  be 
effected  without  the  most  careful  de- 
liberation.    We  may  assume,  then,  that 
these  proposals  of  my  hon.  Friend  re- 
quire for  their  consideration  much  more 
timethan  he  has  at  his  command.  Speak- 
ing for  the  Government,  I  have  to  say 
that  they  cannot  find  time  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  these  questions,  and  that,  if 
they  promised  their  support  to  the  Reso- 
lution of  my  hon.  Friend,  the  only  poe- 
tical result  would  be  to  aggravate  the 
gressure  of  the  Business  of  the  House, 
till,  both  we  and  the  House  generallj 
must  feel  fateful  to  my  hon.  ^end  for 
the  attention  he  has  paid  to  this  eab- 
ject,  and  must  sympathize  with  him  in 
his  endeavour  to  facilitate  the  progreee 
of  Business,  and  to  improve  tne  p»o- 
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cedure  of  the  House.  Personally,  I 
agree  with  many  of  his  conclusions,  and 
hope  that  some  of  the  changes  he  advo- 
cates may  some  day  be  carried  into 
effect;  but  the  Government  cannot,  in 
the  present  state  of  Public  Business, 
undertake  a  task  that  is  too  considerable 
to  be  successfully  accomplished  in  the 
course  of  this  Session.  I  should  be  in- 
clined to  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands), 
which  is  in  some  respects  preferable  to 
the  Previous  Question  as  a  way  of  dis- 

Eosing  of  a  subject.  I  am  glad  that  my 
on.  Friend  has  called  attention  to  this 
matter,  and  I  hope  that  the  House  may 
have  another  opportunity  of  resuming 
the  discussion  before  the  end  of  the 
Session;  but  at  this  moment  I  must 
support  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  he  had  always 
considered  that  this  question  ought  to 
have  been  brought  forward  by  the  Qo- 
yemment;  but  he  had  thought  it  his 
duty  to  prevent  it  being  lost  sight  of. 
Thanking  the  noble  Marquess  for  the 
kind  reception  he  had  given  to  his  pro- 
posals, and  hoping  that  the  Government 
would  be  able  to  bring  the  subject  before 
the  House  themselves,  he  would  ask 
leave  to  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Me.  DAWSON  observed,  that  the 
Irish  Members  could  hardly  overlook 
the  pointed  reference  that  had  been 
made  to  them  in  the  course  of  the  dis- 
cussion. Arguments  had  been  used  in 
favour  of  the  cldture  ;  but  the  Papers  on 
the  subject  that  were  in  the  possession 
of  the  Government  had  not  been  laid  on 
the  Table,  because  they  showed  that 
outside  the  British  Empire  countries  in 
the  position  of  Ireland  had  separate 
Assemblies  of  their  own,  and  the  Impe- 
rial Assemblies  had  not  under  their  con- 
sideration a  vast  mass  of  topics  to  make 
confusion  worse  confounded.  Ours  was 
the  only  Assembly  that  had  to  deal  with 
so  incongruous  a  collection  of  subjects  as 
Ireland  and  India,  Tunis  and  Telegraphy, 
Bradlaugh  and  JBasutos.  Home  £ule 
was  the  real  remedy  for  this  state  of 
things ;  and  he  could  only  recommend 
the  noble  Marquess  to  consider  whether 
a  better  way  could  be  found  out  of  the 
difficulty. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


NATIONAL  EXPENDITCRB. 
RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler,  in  rising  to 
move — 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  re- 
cent increase  in  the  National  Expenditure  de- 
mands the  earnest  and  immediate  attention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  with  the  view  of 
effecting  such  reductions  as  may  be  consistent 
with  the  efficiency  of  the  Public  Service," 

said :  On  the  night  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  made  his  Financial 
Statement  I  ventured  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  omission  in  that 
Statement  of  the  subject  of  this  Motion; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  then 
pointed  out  to  me  that  I  had  made  my 
remarks  at  the  wrong  time,  for  in  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  was  not  sup- 
posed to  be  an  occasion  for  settling  the 
National  Expenditure.  However,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  at  the  same 
time  that  this  was  a  question  of  grave 
importance  and  interest,  and  one  which 
ought  to  be  brought  before  the  country; 
and,  therefore,  I  have  felt  no  hesitation 
in  taking  the  earliest  opportunity  in  my 
power  for  submitting  the  matter  to  the 
judgment  of  the  House.  The  last  time 
that  a  Eesolution  of  this  sort  was 
brought  forward  wcus  something  like  20 
years  ago — I  think  it  was  in  the  year 
1862  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld) 
submitted  a  similar  Eesolution  for  the 
consideration  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
On  that  occasion  the  Eesolution  was  met 
by  an  Amendment,  moved  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Spencer  Walpole),  and  Lord 
Palmerston  very  adroitly  defeated  his 
opponents  by  making  it  a  question  of 
confidence  or  no  confidence  in  the  Go- 
vernment. On  that  occasion  the  House  of 
Commons  did  vote  an  abstract  Eesolution, 
which  was  not  so  strong  as  that  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Halifax, 
though  I  think  that  almost  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  present  Government  voted  in 
favour  of  the  stronger  Eesolution.  They, 
however,  were  beaten,  and  a  very  mild 
Eesolution  was  agreed  to  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  from  that  hour  to  this 
the  question  has  gone  on  without  gene- 
ral attention  being  called  to  it ;  and  the 
National  Expenditure  has  been  steadily 
increasing.  It  seems  to  me  that  we 
who  sit  on  these  (the  Ministerial) 
Benches  occupy  a  peculiar  position  in 
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reference  to  tbie  question.  At  the  last 
General  Election  we  went  to  the  coun- 
try upon  two  distinct  issues — namely, 
the  Foreign  Policy  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment and  the  Expenditure  of  the  late 
Government ;  and  if  we  are  consistent 
in  what  we  said  when  we  addressed 
our  constituents  in  reference  to  the  ex- 
travagant expenditure  of  the  late  Ad- 
ministration, we  are  bound  to  say  the 
same  here;  and  we  are  bound  to  carry 
out  the  pledges  which  we  gave  to  our 
constituents  on  the  hustings,  or  else, 
if  we  are  not  prepared  to  do  that,  we 
are  bound  in  common  justice  to  tell  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that 
we  were  wrong,  that  we  misled  the 
country,  and  that  the  expenditure  of  the 
late  Government  was  necessary.  I,  for 
one,  am  not  prepared  to  do  that.  I  be- 
lieve the  expenditure  which  was  sanc- 
tioned by  the  late  Administration  was 
an  extravagant  one;  and  it  is  because 
I  believe  that  the  National  Expenditure 
has  been  still  further  increasing  that 
I  purpose  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  matter.  I  see  that  the 
Expenditure  of  the  year  1881,  which 
dosed  on  the  31  st  of  March,  1881, 
the  gross  Expenditure  was  £88,107,000. 
That,  of  course,  appears  to  be  a  very 
enormous  sum ;  but  it  would  be  unfair 
to  represent  that  that  amount  was  the 
real  Expenditure  of  the  country.  It 
would  be  unfair  to  do  so  for  this  rea- 
son—  that  out  of  this  £83,000,000  a 
larg^  amount  of  work  is  done  for  the 
public,  for  which  the  public  pays,  and 
gets  its  money's  worth  for  its  money.  In 
order  to  ascertain  the  true  amount  of  the 
Expenditure  of  the  country  you  must, 
in  tne  first  place,  deduct  the  amounts  for 
the  Post  Office  and  the  Telegraphs,  as 
that  is  work  for  which  the  Government 
receives  payment  from  the  public.  You 
must  also  deduct  the  cost  of  collecting 
the  Eevenue,  and  you  must  also  deduct 
the  interest  on  Iiocal  Loans — that  is, 
loans  which  the  (Government  lend  to  the 
Local  Authorities,  and  in  respect  of 
which  the  Local  Authorities  pay  inte- 
rest. You  must  also  deduct  the  pay- 
ment for  the  specific  loan  for  the  Sues 
Canal  Shares,  m  respect  of  which  the 
Gt)vemment  receive  interest.  These 
sums  amount,  in  the  aggregate,  to 
£8,877,661,  which  leaves  Uie  &pendi- 
ture  of  the  country  at  £74,280,000. 
Now,  that  £74,230,000  is  made  up  of 
three  or  four  different  items.  There  is  our 
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Debt,  which  is  a  charge  of  £28,930,000; 
Oivil  Fund  Charges,  which  amount  to 
£1,669,000;  the  Army,  £16,658,000; 
the  Navy,  £10,702,000;  the  Gril  8ef. 
vice,  £15,700,000 ;  and  a  grant  to  Indii 
of  £500,000.  In  round  figures,  the 
Debt  costs  £29,000,000;  the  Military 
and  Naval  expenditure,  £27,750,000; 
and  the  Civil  Service,  £17,500,000. 
Those  are  the  great  items  of  expendi- 
ture, and  the  House  of  Commons  hu 
the  means  of  exercising  power  of  rt- 
trenchment  over  only  two  of  them.  The 
first  thing  which  I  ask  the  House  to 
affirm  by  this  Eesolution  is  that  there 
has  been  a  considerable  recent  ineretee 
in  the  National  Expenditure,  and  in 
doing  so  I  shall  call  attention  to  f<rar 
periods  extending  over  two  decsdei 
The  years  which  I  will  take  are  the 
years  1865,  1870,  1875,  and  1880;  ami 
I  think  the  periods  that  I  have  selected 
have  this  aavantag^ — that  in  1865  and 
1870  we  had  a  Liberal  Administratioo 
in  power,  and  in  1 875  and  1 880  we  had 
a  Conservative  Administration  in  power, 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excbeqoer 
during  the  first  of  those  periods  is  hap- 
pily still  with  us,  and  now  occupiee  the 
same  position,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  of  the  two  last  periods  is  alio 
happily  still  with  us.  Therefore,  I  so 
dealing  with  an  expenditure  which  Mem- 
bers of  both  the  late  and  the  present 
Governments  carried  on.  Taking  those 
four  periods,  I  find  that  in  1865  the  net 
Expenditure  was  £60,900,000;  in  1879 
it  had  grown  to  £62,700,000  ;  in  1875  it 
grew  to  £66,500,000 ;  and  in  1880  it 
had  reached  £76, 100,000.  If  I  were  to 
sit  down  here,  without  saying  another 
word,  I  think  I  should  have  estabKshed 
my  charge  that  the  National  Expendi- 
ture has  recently  very  heavily  increased- 
Now,  Sir,  with  respect  to  the  details,  I 
find  that  the  greatest  items  of  increase  are 
the  Army  and  Civil  Service.  In  1 865  th« 
CivilService  expenditure  was  £9,300,000; 

in  1870  it  was  £11,000.000;  in  1875  it 
was  £13,500,000;  and  in  1880  it  wM 
£16,900,000.  Our  Naval  and  Military 
expenditure  in  1865  was  £25,280,000; 
and  in  1880  it  has  reached  £30,422,000. 
The  rate  of  taxation  per  head  dorioF 
those  periods  was,  in  1865,  £2  5«.;  id 
1870  it  was  £2  4«. ;  in  1875  it  was  £3  5i. ; 
and  in  1880  it  was  £2  9«.  It  cannot 
be  said  that  we  are  at  a  time  when  the 
national  prosperity  ffoee  by  leaps  t^^ 
bounds ;  because  at  tne  present  we  h»^« 
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had    a  period  of  the  most  unexampled 
agricultural  and  manufacturing  depres- 
sion.    Every  industry  in  the  country  is 
at   a  dieadyantage  compared  with  what 
it  'was  five  or  six  years  ago  ;  and  it  ap- 
pears that  Id.  on  the  Income  Tax  this 
year  produces  considerably  less  than  last 
year — a  striking  indication  of  the  de- 
crease in  the  earning  and  saving  power 
of   the  country.     Yet  not  only  do  we 
find  in  these  circumstances  an  increase 
in    the  National  Expenditure,  but  an 
increase  in  local  taxation.     The  pure 
local  taxation  levied  in  this  country  last 
year,  independently  of  gas  rates,  water 
rates,  and  every  rate  for  which  service 
was  directly  rendered,  was  £21,000,000 
sterling;    and  local  loans,  which  were 
also    increasing,  amounted  in  the  last 
two  years  to  upwards  of  £30,000,000— a 
fact  which  surely  proves  the  necessity  of 
placingsome  check  upon  local  expendi- 
ture.   Well,  the  question  arises,  in  what 
direction  is  relief  to  be  looked  for  ?    My 
answer  is,  in  two  quarters — the  Civil 
Service  and  the  Military  and  Naval  ex- 

Senditure.     The  first  thing  that  I  shall 
eal  with  in  the  Civil  Service  expendi- 
ture is  the  great  increase  in  our  educa- 
tional expenditure.     I  am  the  last  man 
to  deprecate  the  expenditure  of  money 
on  National  Education*;  but  I  think  that 
the  guardians  of  the  public  purse  are 
bound  to  see  that  we  get  our  money's 
worth  for  our  money.     There  is  such  a 
thing  as  educational   expenditure   and 
extravag^t  educational  expenditure.    I 
rejoice  to  see  an  increasing  number  of 
children  receiving  the  g^ant  for  educa- 
tion ;  but  the  increase  of  late  has  been 
owing  not  only  to  an  increase  in  number, 
but  to  an  increase  in  the  grant  per  head. 
In  1865  the  grant  per  child  was  9«.  ^d, ; 
in   1870  it  was  \0s.  Id.;  in  1875  it  was 
13«.  Sd, ;   and  in   1880  it  had  reached 
15#.  6d.    Not  60,000  were  presented  in 
Standard  VI.,   and  only  a  percentage 
had  passed  in  that  Standard,  which  can- 
not be  considered  at  all  satisfactory ;  so 
that  both  as  to  efficiency  and  economy 
very  strict  supervision   is  required.     I 
now  come  to  what,  after  all,  is  the  great 
source  of  the  expense  of  this  country — 
a  source  which  is  a  question  of  policy — 
a  source  which  we,  as  Liberals,  inva- 
riably attack  in  the  country,  and  which 
we  ought  to  be  consistent  in  attacking 
in  this  House— the  expense  for  Naval 
and  Military  purposes.     I  am  one  of 
those  who  h<^  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Cobden 


that  our  Navy  should  be  supreme  above 
all  other  Navies  in  the  world.  Our  Navy 
is  our  first  and  last  line  of  defence,  and 
no  Englishman  would  grudge  expendi- 
ture to  make  the  Navy  efficient  in  all 
parts  of  the  world ;  but  our  Army  is  not 
so  much  an  expenditure  for  defence  as 
an  expenditure  regulated  by  policy ;  and 
if  we  attempt  to  become  a  rival  of  any  of 
the  Continental  Military  Powers,  we  at 
once  embark  upon  a  great  increase  of 
our  Military  expenditure.  Let  me  draw 
attention  to  the  increase  in  our  Army 
expenditure.  I  exclude  the  Indian  Army. 
In  1865  the  number  of  men  voted  was 
78,410;  in  1870  it  increased  to  84,361  ; 
in  1875,  when  we  had  the  first  dawn  of 
the  Imperial  policy,  the  number  increased 
to  92,386;  and  in  1880  it  increased  to 
108,287. 

Mr.  CHILDEItS:  When  my  hon. 
Friend  speaks  of  1865,  does  he  mean 
1864-5,  or  1865-6? 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  1864-5. 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  Then  1880  means 
1879-80? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  Yes.  We 
have,  in  addition,  created  a  magnificent 
Reserve  of  450,000  of  Militia,  Yeo- 
manry, Volunteers,  and  Army  Reserve. 
I  am  passing  no  censure  upon  the  pre- 
sent Government,  as  they  have  at  present 
hardly  found  themselves  masters  of  the 
situation  ;  but  I  think  the  time  has  now 
arrived  when  some  serious  steps  should 
be  taken  to  diminish  the  outlay. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  continued :  I 
have  said  this  question  of  expenditure 
is,  after  all,  a  question  of  policy.  No- 
thing is  so  easy  as  to  sneer  at  those 
who  advocated  a  reduction  in  the  Mili- 
tary expenditure  as  the  ''  Peace-at-any- 
price  Party."  Well,  I  am  not  ashamed 
to  say  in  this  House  that  I  believe 
all  war,  except  a  purely  defensive  war, 
is  a  crime ;  and  as  a  Christian  nation 
we  ought  not  to  engage  in  any  war 
except  in  defence.  And  if  we  adopt 
a  policy  of  peace,  of  non-intervention, 
of  attending  to  our  own  interests, 
of  not  posing  as  arbiters  of  the  whole 
civilized  world,  of  not  maintaining  that 
no  shot  shall  be  fired  in  Europe  ex- 
cept with  our  consent,  we  can  adopt 
one  scale  of  expenditure ;  but  if  we 
adopt  an  aggressive,  interfering  policy, 
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we  must  pay  for  it.  I  want  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  pressure 
this  expenditure  has  upon  the  working 
classes  of  this  country.  There  is  a  genertd 
opinion  that  our  expenditure  is  a  matter 
of  very  little  import  whether  it  rises  or 
falls.  A  penny  off  or  on  the  Income  Tax 
is  a  matter  of  very  trifling  moment,  and 
■0  it  is  to  people  of  large  accumulated 
fortune ;  but  if  we  would  realize  how 
our  taxation  presses  upon  the  working 
classes,  and  upon  the  class  above  the 
working  classes,  and  how  unfair  and  un- 
equal it  is  in  its  incidence,  you  would 
see  that  there  are  other  reasons,  besides 
those  of  economy,  in  favour  of  a  reduc- 
tion. Our  taxation  is  not  only  heavy, 
but  it  presses  unfairly.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  in  his  Budget,  pro- 
poses to  place  3  per  cent  Probate  Duty. 
Now,  suppose  a  man  dies  worth  £10,000. 
That  is  a  large  sum  to  be  made,  say,  by 
a  professional  man  by  the  exercise  of 
his  brain  and  the  sweat  of  his  brow.  He 
is  taxed  at  once  £300.  Another  man 
dies  worth  £1,000,000,  and  you  tax  him 
£30,000.  Do  you  mean  to  tell  me  the 
incidence  is  the  same  ?  But  where  do 
you  levy  the  bulk  of  the  taxation  ?  You 
do  so  upon  articles  of  daily  consump- 
tion. You  levy  it  upon  the  pennies ; 
and  those  pennies  are  a  serious  item 
in  the  weekly  income  of  the  work- 
ing classes.  You  levy  it  upon  tea, 
coffee,  tobacco,  and  beer,  and  these 
are  the  necessities  of  every  working 
man's  daily  life.  The  tax  upon  tea  is 
from  20  to  25  per  dent ;  tobacco  is  taxed 
between  300  to  400  per  cent.  The  tax 
upon  beer  is  something  like  a  farthing 
a  pint.  These  are  considerable  taxes  ; 
and  if  the  working  classes  of  this  country 
ever  realize — and  the  day  will  come 
when  they  will  realize — the  amount  they 
pay  out  of  their  weekly  earnings  for  the 
taxation  of  this  country,  they  will,  as  Sir 
James  Graham  said  about  another  tax, 
want  to  know  the  reason  why.  The 
average  earnings  of  the  artizan  class  are 
from  £2  per  week  to  £1  per  week,  and 
with  a  tax  of  25  per  cent  for  one  neces- 
sity, and  300  or  400  for  another,  you  are 
subjecting  them  not  only  to  a  heavy 
pressure  of  taxation,  but  to  an  unequal 
pressure  which  no  other  class  suffers.  I 
hope  the  day  will  soon  come  when  the 
working  classes  will  ask  to  be  relieved 
of  this  burden ;  and  it  is  wise  on  the 
part  of  those  who  manage  our  financial 
affairs  to  make  ready  for  a  rainy  day  by 
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the  reduction  of  the  extravagant  expen- 
diture of  this  country.  I  had  intended 
to  call  attention  to  what  the  Prime 
Minister  uttered  during  his  memorable 
campaign  in  Mid  Ix>thiao.  No  one  spoke 
in  stronger  terms,  or  denonnoea  ia 
severer  language,  the  extravagance  of 
the  late  Administration,  and  we  u 
Liberals  are  bound  to  strengthen  bii 
hands.  I  do  not  believe  he  baa  changed. 
I  believe  he  is  the  moet  econMucai 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  ersr 
held  the  reins ;  and  if  the  Honae  d 
Commons  will  back  him,  he  will  be  pfe- 
pared  to  carry  out  practically  and  to  gooi 
effect  those  principles  which  have  beea 
the  principles  of  his  financial  admius- 
tration,  and  upon  which  he  took  Office. 
I  ask  the  House  to  pass  no  censure  ob 
this  Government  or  on  that  Govern- 
ment ;  but  I  do  ask  you  to  affirm  tlte 
fact  that  the  expenditure  of  this  countij 
has  gone  on  recently  and  rapidly  in* 
creasing,  and  to  express  your  opinion 
that  it  is  the  duty — i  think  it  is  the  fcwt 
duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Gk)vemment  to 
take  immediate  steps  to  diminish  that 
expenditure. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Houae,  Uu 
recent  increase  in  the  National  Expenditure  de* 
mands  the  earnest  and  immediate  attentioo  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  with  the  vie^  ^ 
effecting  such  reductions  as  may  be  godm^^ 
with  the  efficiency  of  the  Public  Service.*' — (Jf'* 
Henry  H,  Fowler,) 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  wera 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memhers  not  heing  present, 

Houst  adjourned  at  a  ooirt* 
Wow  Nine  o*clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  \Uh  May,  1881. 
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Provisional  Orders  (Bandon,  Ac)*  [^^h 
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Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Acton, 
Ac.)*  [1591;  Free  Education  (Scotland)  [6], 
put  off, 

Coiuidertd  as  amended — Ix>cal  (iovemment  Pro- 
visional Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  2)  ♦  [139]. 

Third  JUadinp — Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (Berwick-upon-Tweed,  &c.)  ♦  [138], 
and  patted. 


ORDER    OF    TEE    DAT. 

FREE  EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
(Dr,  CtmuroHf  Mr,  BaxUtf  Mr.  Duncan  M^Lareni 
Mr.  £mett  Noel,  Mr.  Feddie,  Mr.Anderton, 
Mr.  Mtnderton,  Mr.  Maekintoth.) 

[bill  6.]      8E00NI)   E£ADIirO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Dr.  CAMERON,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said : 
After  prolonged  deliberations,  Parlia- 
ment has  again  and  again,  in  the  cases 
of  England  and  Scotland,  pronounced  in 
favour  of  compulsory  education,  and  on 
each  occasion  on  which  it  has  reverted 
to  the  subject  it  has^extended  the  appli- 
cation of  compulsion.  In  the  first  Eng- 
lish Education  Act  the  adoption  of  com- 
pulsory bye-laws  was  left  optional.  In 
the  last  Parliament,  another  Act  was 
pasted,  and  the  result  is  that,  accord- 
ing to  the  latest  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  C!ouncil  on  Education,  73  per 
cent  of  the  entire  population  of  England 
and  Wales,  and  97  per  cent  of  the 
borough  population,  are  now  under  com- 
pulsory bye-laws.  In  the  case  of  Soot- 
land,  a  more  summary  method  was 
adopted ;  and  on  the  passing  of  the 
Scottish  Act,  I  am  happy  to  say,  com- 
pulsory education  became  law  from  one 
end  of  the  country  to  the  other ;  but  in 
the  case  of  Scotland,  during  last  Parlia- 
ment, legislation  was  again  invoked  to 
make  that  compulsion  more  ready  and 
effective.  Having  adopted  the  principle 
of  compulsion  in  education,  it  was  open 
to  ParUament  to  follow  one  of  two  logical 
courses.  It  might  either  have  laid  it 
down  that  to  educate  his  children  was 
the  duty  of  every  parent  quite  as  much 
as  it  was  to  feed  or  clothe  them.  It 
might  have  enacted  that  every  parent 
must  educate,  as  he  must  feed,  his  chil- 
dren, at  his  own  cost,  providing,  in  the 
one  case  as  in  the  other,  that  where  the 

Sarent,  through  povertv,  was  unable  to 
0  so,  the  parish  should  step  in  to  ward 
off  fit)m  the  child  intellectual,  as  it  now 
does  phyaioal  starration.     This  course 


might  have  borne  harshly  on  parents  of 
the  poorer  class ;  but  it  would  have  had 
the  merit  that  it  would  have  left  us  free 
trade,  which  in  education,  as  in  other  mat- 
ters, insures  competition  and  economy. 
The  one  duty  of  the  State,  through 
such  local  machinery  as  it  might  appoint, 
would  have  been  to  see  that  the  mini- 
mum of  education  required  was  afforded ; 
and  we  should  have  been  saved  from 
much  responsibility,  from  many  induce- 
ments to  extravagance,  from  all  interfer- 
ence with  private  enterprize,  and  from  a 
costly  machinery  for  the  collection  and  dis- 
tribution of  grants  and  rates.  Or  Parlia- 
ment, in  deeding  with  the  question  from 
a  logical  standpoint,  might  have  adopted 
another  view.  It  might  have  held  that 
as  compulsory  education  had  been  en- 
acted in  the  public  interest,  it  was  the 
public  business  to  provide  that  education 
as  far  as  it  was  compulsory.  It  might 
have  decreed  that  schools  of  the  sort 
required  should  be  scattered  over  the 
country  wherever  needed,  and  that  the 
educaticm  therein  afforded  should  be 
free  to  all.  But  in  dealing  with  this 
question,  as  with  every  question  of 
practical  politics,  the  Legislature  found 
itself  lace  to  face  with  existing  interests  ; 
and  the  result  was,  of  necessity,  a  com- 
promise. Notwithstanding  the  g^eat 
simplicity  and  the  many  advantages  of 
non-subsidized  compulsory  education— 
of  a  system  compelling  the  parent  to 
provide  education  as  he  provides  food 
for  his  children — Parliament  put  that 
course  and  the  arguments  on  which  it 
would  have  rested  entirely  aside.  It 
acknowledged  the  principle  that,  the 
compulsion  being  decreed  in  the  public 
interest,  the  public  should  pay  for  it, 
and  that  wherever  through  poverty  the 
parent  was  unable  to  contribute  any- 
thing to  the  education  of  his  children, 
the  entire  cost  should  be  defrayed  out 
of  public  funds,  without  entailing  upon 
him  the  stigma  or  disabilities  of  pau- 
perism ;  but  when,  in  addition  to  con- 
tributing his  quota  to  the  edi^cational 
rates  and  taxes,  the  parent  could  be 
made  to  pay  fees  as  well.  Parliament 
decreed  that  he  should  do  so.  There 
was  no  logical  justitication  for  this  course; 
but  Parliament  adopted  it  in  the  interest 
of  existing  voluntary  and  adventure 
schools.  Or,  probably,  more  correctly 
speaking,  in  the  interests  of  the  volun- 
tary denominational  schools  alone,  for 
the  elementary  adventure  schools,  hav- 
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ing  neither  rates  nor  subscriptions   to 
fall  back  upon,  are  rapidly  succumb- 
ing   to  the   subsidized   competition  to 
which  they  are  exposed,  and  will  soon 
in   Scotland  be   a  thing  of   the  past. 
The  result  is,   that  for  every  child  in 
average  attendance  at  our  Scottish  board 
schools  —  and,   as   the    House    knows, 
school  boards  are  universal  throughout 
Scotland — for  each  child  in  average  at- 
tendance at  our  board  schools  the  public 
pays,  in  the  shape  of  grants  and  rates 
for  instruction  and  school  maintenance, 
£l  10*.  lljrf.  a-year;  and  in  the  shape 
of  interest  on  the  cost  of  buildings  at 
least  another  8«.,  or,  say,  £1  19*.  in  all. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  parent  of  each 
child  so  attending,  besides  paying  his 
share  of  the  rates  and  taxes  required  to 
make  good  the  public  subsidy,  has  to 
pay  on  an  average  12«.  b^d,  in  addition 
m  the  shape  of  fees.     According  to  the 
last  official  Beport,  more  than  half  the 
children  at  board  schools  in   Scotland 
pay  between  Ad,  and  %d.  per  week  of 
fees,  and  a  little  over  a  third  of  them 
less  than  3(?.     The  fees  at  our  board 
schools  have,    in  fact,   been  generally 
Hxed  on  the  principle  of  being  as  nearly 
as  possible  those  which  ruled  in  the  dif- 
ferent localities  previous  to  the  passing 
of  the  Education  Act.    I  know  that  this 
is  the  case  in  Glasgow,  and  I  believe 
that  the  same  principle  was  generally 
adopted  elsewhere.     The  parent,  there- 
fore, finding  himself  charged  very  much 
the  same  as  before,  though  probably  for 
a  superior  education,  is  not  sensible  of 
the  advantage  which  he  derives  from  the 
State  subvention.     The  school  fees  of 
his  children  continue  to  be  to  him  the 
same  burden  as  they  were  before.     He 
must  send  them  to  school ;  but  he  need 
not  send  them  regularly,  and  when  they 
are  absent  he  feels — I  speak  of  the  class 
of   parents    for    whom    compulsion    is 
necessary — he  feels  that  he  can  not  only 
turn  their  services  to  account  at  home, 
but  that  he  is  saving  the  fee,  which, 
being  equal  to  the  old  fee,  is  to  his  mind 
full   value  for  whatever    benefit    they 
gather  from    school   attendance.     The 
c'onsequence  is,  that  whatever  obstacle 
the  fee  presented  to  regular  school  at- 
tendance   before    the    passing    of    the 
Scottish  Education  Act,  it  presents  still, 
and    in   order  to  overcome  it  we  are 
obliged    to  employ  an  elaborate    and 
costly  machinery  of  compulsion.     We 
endure  in  that  respect  all  the  drawbacks 
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that  would  have  been  incidental  to  tha 
adoption    by   Parliament  of  a  policy 
of  unsubsidized  compnlsory  educatios; 
while  we  have  sacrificed  all  the  adrtn- 
tag^s  which  the  adoption  of  that  sjBtra 
would  have  carried  with  it.    Free  trade 
in  primary  education  is  defunct.    Pri- 
mary adventure  schools  are  already  all 
but    extinguished.      Yoluntaiy  scbooli 
supported  by   those   denominations  to 
which  the  mass  of  the  popnlatioii  of 
Scotland  belong — Presbyterian  denomi- 
national schools — are  being  so  rapidlj 
absorbed  into  the  public  school  sjstem 
that  their  total  extinction  is  also  only  a 
matter  of  a  few  years.     The  only  da« 
of  voluntary  schools  which,  in  Scotland, 
can  possibly  hold  their  own  against  the 
public  schools  are  the   Episcopal  and 
Eoman  Catholic  schools;  and  their nnm- 
ber  is  only  196  out  of  3,003  schools  ia 
receipt  of  Government  grants.    Undff 
our  present  system  of  maintaining  whit, 
in  the  course  of  a  few  years,  must  be- 
come   almost  entirely   a  public  school 
system,  the  collection  of  the  fees,  whiA 
yield  less  than  a  fourth  of  the  total  cort 
of  the  education  of  each  child,  involres 
as  much   book-keeping  and  time  and 
labour  as  would  the  collection  of  the  en- 
tire sum  by  fees ;  and  the  exaction  of 
those  fees  conduces  to  absenteeism  and 
irregular  attendance  practically  to  the 
same  extent  as  the  fees  did  before  1S73. 
The  retention  of   ttie  fee  necessitate! 
lavish  expenditure  to  carry  out  com- 
pulsion in  towns,  and  in  the  country 
makes  eflPective  compulsion  impossible- 
On  the  other  hand,  putting  aside  the 
grants  in  aid,  which  are  competed  ft* 
by  all  alike,  the  payment  in  the  case  of 
board  schools  of  about  2d,  out  o(  the 
public  rates  for  every  \d,  gained  in  the 
shape  of  fees  extinguishes  private  com- 
petition as  eflPectually  as  if  tne  entire  3tf. 
were  thus  defrayed  and  fees  altogether 
abolished.     It  involves  the  same  oost/or 
collection,  and  it  equally  conduces  to 
that  extravagance  which  characteru« 
public  as  compared  with  private  under 
takings.  How  deeply  the  nation  is  int^ 
rested  in    promoting  the  education  oi 
every  child  may  be  judged  itom  th* 
enormous  sums  paid  out  of  the  public 
purse  with  that  object.     In  Sootland-* 
to  which,  for  reasons  presently  to  be 
explained,   this  Bill  alone  relates— the 
annual  grants  to  elementary  day  schools 
from  the  Imperial  ibcohequer  aniouBt 
to  close  on  £360,000,  and  each  7^' 
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school  rates  are  over  £200,000  more.  { 
Already,  in  six  years,  £2,200,000  has 
been  provided  out  of  the  public  funds — 
£450,000  in  the  shape  of  building  grants 
by  the  Exchequer  and  the  remainder  at  the 
expense  of  the  localities,  to  erect  school 
accommodation.  And  what  results  have 
we  achieved  ?  There  were  in  Scotland, 
in  1879,  650,000  children  between  5  and 
14,  exclusive  of  about  108,000  who  re- 
ceived instruction  in  schools  of  a  higher 
S*ade  than  those  aided  by  the  Education 
epartment.  Of  these  only  482,000,  or 
74  J  per  cent,  were  on  the  registers  of 
8tat6-aided  schools;  and  of  these  only 
385,000  were  in  average  daily  attend- 
ance—385,000  out  of  660,000 — or  under 
60  per  cent.  There  was  accommodation 
in  the  Board  schools  alone  for  50,000 
more  than  the  total  average  attendance 
at  all  the  elementary  schools.  This  was 
the  result  of  all  our  expenditure  and  our 
elaborate  system  of  compulsion.  Now, 
there  is  no  question  that,  much  as  this 
leaves  to  desire,  it  is  a  great  advance 
upon  the  state  of  things  which  prevailed 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1872. 
But  what  we  have  to  consider  in  connec- 
tion with  the  question  of  retaining  or 
abolishing  school  fees  in  public  schools 
is  this.  What  effect  have  these  fees  in 
frustrating  the  object  of  all  our  legisla- 
tion and  expenditure — what  effect  have 
they  in  keeping  away  from  our  schools 
the  25  per  cent  of  the  children  of  school 
age  who  are  not  upon  the  roll,  or  the  41 
per  cent  of  the  children  of  school  age 
who  are  daily  absent  from  school? 
Chranted  that  the  Education  Act  has 
given  a  great  impetus  to  education  in 
Scotland,  how  much  of  that  impetus  is 
due  to  the  enactment  of  compulsion,  and 
how  much  to  the  subsidies  to  public 
Bchoolfl  which,  under  that  Act,  are  paid 
from  the  rates  ?  Well,  let  us  try,  in  the 
first  place,  to  solve  the  latter  question. 
The  essential  difference  in  the  case  of 
our  primary  schools  in  Scotland  before 
and  after  the  passing  of  the  Act  was 
this — that  previously  to  it  the  schools 
were  all  supported  by  fees  and  what 
they  could  earn  on  the  principle  of  pay- 
ment by  results  from  the  Government 
grant;  and,  of  course,  in  the  case  of 
Toluntary  schools  by  subscriptions. 
Since  then  the  position  of  schools  other 
than  board  schools  has  remained  prac- 
tically unaltered.  They,  in  common 
with  board  schools,  exact  fees  and  earn 
their  share  of  the  GK>veniment  grant 


In  fact,  they  remain,  so  far  as  the  finan- 
cial arrangements  are  concerned,  as 
they  were ;  and  the  only  change  in  their 
position  is  that  introduced  by  the  com- 
petition of  the  board  schools,  which,  in 
addition  to  fees  and  earnings  from  the 
grant,  receive  from  the  local  rates  a  sub- 
sidy, including  interest  on  buildings,  of 
22«.  per  pupil  in  average  attendance. 
Compulsion  has  operated  all  round ;  and 
it  is  a  noteworthy  fact  that,  in  the  one 
class  of  schools  which  has  refused  to 
have  anything  to  do  with  the  school- 
board  system  —  the  Roman  Catholic 
schools — the  increase  has  been  quite  as 
remarkable  as  in  the  case  of  the  board 
schools,  and  those  Presbyterian  denomi- 
national schools  which  are  being  rapidly 
merged  into  them.  In  illustration  of 
this  fact,  I  may  mention  that  in  Glasgow, 
which  possesses  by  far  the  largest  Koman 
Catholic  population  of  any  town  in  Scot- 
land, the  number  of  pupils  in  attendance 
at  elementary  Koman  Catholic  schools 
had  increased  from  5,000  in  1873  to 
9,000  in  1880,  or  80  per  cent,  which  is  a 
little  over  the  increase  that  the  aggre- 
gate attendance  at  the  Presbyterian 
schools,  sessional  and  board,  shows  over 
the  sessional  schools  which,  in  1873, 
educated  the  same  class  of  children. 
This  fact,  I  think,  points  out  that  in 
Scotland  compulsion  has  had  more  to  do 
with  the  increase  in  number  of  children 
attending  our  schools  which  has  taken 
place  since  1873  than  the  large  subven- 
tion, amounting  to  close  on  2d.  out  of 
every  Zd,  drawn  as  fees,  which  the  board 
schools  receive  from  the  rates.  Let  us 
now,  on  the  other  hand,  look  at  what 
can  be  done  in  the  way  of  promoting 
public  education,  by  means  of  the  aboli- 
tion of  foes  without  the  assistance  of 
compulsion.  There  are  in  Scotland 
758,000  children  between  5  and  14,  of 
whom  482,000  are  on  the  registers  of 
schools  aided  by  grants,  and  we  are  told 
that  a  seventh  more  of  the  entire  num- 
ber receive  instruction  at  schools  of  a 
higher  grade.  This  would  bring  the 
entire  number  receiving  instruction  up 
to  590,000  out  of  758,000,  or  under  78 
per  cent.  In  America  Free  Education 
has  been  adopted  in  one  State  after 
another,  and  since  1871  it  has  been 
universal  throughout  the  Union.  In 
some  States  there  has  been  a  nominal 
compulsion ;  but,  with  the  exception  of 
Massachusetts,  at  thedateof  Mr.  Adams's 
visit,  compulsion  had  been  found  more 
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or  less  inoperative,  owing  to  the  nature 
of  the  method  adopted.  But,  as  I  have 
said,  fees  had  been  done  away  with,  and 
the  result  was  that  in  1873  in  17  States 
of  the  Union — I  quote  from  Mr.  Adams*  s 
work  on  free  schools  in  the  United  States 
— the  enrolment  of  children,  without  dis- 
tinction of  age,  colour,  or  nationality,  in 
private  and  public  schools,  exceeded  the 
entire  number  of  children  between  5  and 
15  years  of  age,  and  in  three  other 
States  it  ranged  from  88  to  91  per  cent 
of  the  children  between  those  ages.  In 
the  Report  of  the  Commissioner  of  Edu- 
cation for  1872,  quoted  by  Mr.  Adams, 
statistics  are  given  of  the  school  attend- 
ance in  50  of  the  principal  cities  through- 
out the  Union,  ranging  in  population 
from  New  York  City  to  Nashville,  Ten- 
nessee. From  these  statistics,  the 
Commissioner  arrives  at  this  conclu- 
sion— 

**  If  the  enumeration  of  the  school  population 
of  all  the  cities  were  confined  to  the  population 
between  6  and  16  years  of  age,  and  the  number 
of  children  at  parochial  and  private  schools 
were  fully  reported,  the  total  enrolment  in  the 
public  and  private  schools  would  probably  cover 
about  90  per  cent  of  the  youths  between  those 
ages." 

As.  for  the  average  attendance,  enrol- 
ment being  so  universal  and  the  maxi- 
mum school  age  being  higher,  it  is  not 
easy  to  institute  a  comparison  between 
the  state  of  things  found  in  America  and 
that  which  exists  in  Scotland;  but  in 
Scotland  the  average  attendance  at  ele- 
mentary schools  is  385,000,  and  the  total 
number  accounted  for  in  higher  grade 
schools  is  108,000.  If  we  assume  the 
latter,  then,  to  be  in  constant  attendance, 
the  total  number  of  children  between  5 
and  14  being  758,000,  it  will  give  us  a 
ratio  of  average  attendance  to  total  chil- 
dren between  those  ages  of  65  per  cent. 
This  65  per  cent  of  the  total  population 
between  5  and  14  would  be  equal  to 
under  59  per  cent  of  the  total  popula- 
tion between  5  and  15,  which  is  the  age 
on  which  the  American  results  are  cal- 
culated ;  and  the  figure  I  have  taken,  as- 
suming, as  it  does,  a  constant  attendance 
on  the  part  of  one-seventh  of  the  whole 
number  of  children  —  those  attending 
higher  grade  schools — is,  of  course,  above 
anything  which  could  possibly  be  attained. 
Nevertheless,  from  a  table  in  Mr.  Adams's 
book,  showing  the  ratio  of  average  at- 
tendance to  total  population  between  5 
and  15  in  31  States  in  the  Union  in  1873, 
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we  find  that  in  14  States  the  figure  of  59 
per  cent  was  exceeded,  and  in  five  State* 
the  ratio  ranged  from  70  to  80  per  cent 
These  facts  seem  to  me  to  prove  that  if 
you  want  to  get  the  best  value  in  the 
shape  of  universal  public  instruction  out 
of  the  enormous  sums  of  money  annually 
spent  in    subsidizing    our   eaucational 
system,  you  will  succeed  better — if  your 
choice  is  restricted  betvreen  oompulaon 
and  Free  Education — by  adoptingthesys- 
temof  Free  Education  than  by  the  method 
of  compulsion ;  and  that,  in  a  system  com- 
pulsory and  only  partially  fi-ee,  you  will. 
while  incurring  the  cost  and  disadvan- 
tages of  both  systems,  accomplish  little 
more  than  you  might    accomplish  by 
means  of  the  unsubsidized  oompulspiy 
system  alone.     Committed  as  the  nation 
is,  and  especially  as  Scotland  is,  to  enor- 
mous investments  in  school  property,  I 
do  not  think  that  the  possibility  of  with- 
drawing all  contributions  from  rates,  anu 
insisting  on  the  parent  bearing  the  en- 
tire cost  of  a  compulsory  education  will 
suggest  itself  to  anyone.     The  practical 
problem,  therefore,  comes  to  be  a  com- 
parison between  the  present  system  ana 
a  compulsory  system  uncounteracted  by 
the  antagonistic  infiuence  of  fees.    1*  ^* 
States  in  America,  by  means  of  Ff^ 
Education,  were  seven  years  ago  abler 
without  effective  compulsion,  to  show  a 
better  state  of  things  than  we  can  yet  do^ 
means  of  compulsion  and  education  fr^ 
to  the  extent  of  three-fourths,  it  shows,  1 
think,  that  with  a  compulsory  system  8«^ 
as  we  possess,  and  education  entirelyff^» 
we   might  accomplish    the    object  wr 
which  we  pay  so  much  still  better  v^^ 
is  done  in  those  14  States.     You  aheadJ 
pay  out  of  public  moneys  15«.  of  eveij 
£1   spent  on  public  education;  ^^^ 
you  find  that  the   exaction  of  the  rp 
maining  5«.  in  the  shape  of  fees  la^-^ 
neutralizes  the  effects  of  all  your  fi*?^ 
diture,  it  comes  to  be  a  very  P**^^?! 
consideration  whether  it  would  nc^  ^ 
wiser  to  drop  the  fees  altogether  and  t^ 
whether  you  cannot  get  full  v*^.*'V^ 
of  the  5«.  they  now  produce  r^^^J? 
some  other  manner.    I  do  not  think  tnj 
is  an  experiment  which  the  nation  Bnoui 
be  called  on  rashly  to  adoj^t ;  but 
maintain  it  is  one  of  which  it  is  ^^ 
important  we  should  have  an  opp^ 
tunity  of  ascertaining  the  result*!  ^A 
therefore,  one  which  Parliament  shoaA* 
encourage  rather  than  forbid.    I  ,^*v 
fore  propose   to  make  the  adoption 
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Free  Education  permissive.    The  Bill, 
of  which  I  shall  move  the  second  read- 
ing, applies  only  to  Scotland.     I  have 
restricted  it  in  this  manner  for  several 
reasons.    In  the  first  place,  we  have  the 
entire  country  governed  by  school  boards 
and  under  a  compulsory  system  of  edu- 
cation.     Again,   as  regards  voluntary 
schools,   England  and  Scotland    stand 
upon  an  entirely  different  footing.    In 
^England    there    are   14,000    voluntary 
schools  against  3,100  board  schools,  and 
the  attendance  at  the  voluntary  schools 
is  three  times  what  it  is  at  the  board 
schools.    In  Scotland,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  board  schools  already  outnumber  the 
grant-earning  voluntary  schools  by  over 
4  to  1,  and  these  voluntary  schools — 
with  the  exception  of  that  portion  of 
them  maintained  by  the  Eoman  Catholics 
and  Episcopalians  —  are  annually  de- 
creasing, and  in  the  course  of  another 
decade,  unless  some  very  decided  change 
occurs,  will  be  almost  extinct.     To  show 
how  diverse  is  the  tendency  in  the  two 
countries,  contrast  what  has  occurred  in 
England  and  Scotland.    In  England,  in 
1870,  there  were  8,281  volimtary  schools 
in  receipt  of  Qovemment  aid,  with  an 
average  attendance  of  1,152,000  pupils. 
In  1879,  the  same  class  of  schools  nad 
increased  to    over    14,000,    and    their 
average  attendance  to   1,925,000.      In 
Scotlfmd,  on  the  other  hand,  since  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  the  number  of  volun- 
tary spools  has  decreased  from  1,900  in 
1872  to  629  in  1879.    In  what  are  called 
the  **  sessional  and  other "    schools,  a 
class  which  may  be  described  as  Presby- 
terian voluntary  schools,  in  Glasgow,  for 
example,  the  number  of  pupils  on  the 
roll,  which,  in  1873,  was  27,000,  has 
progressively  gone  down  to  12,000  in 
1880.     In  England  the  public  schools 
may  be  making  rapid  strides,  but  the 
voluntary  schools  are  also  advancing, 
and  still  constitute  by  much  the  larger 
part  of  the  nationsd  educational  ma- 
chinery.   In  Scotland,  on  the  contrary, 
the  board  schools  are  monopolizing  ele- 
mentary education  of  every  kind,  with  the 
exception  of  that  desired  by  the  Boman 
Oatholics   and   Episcopalians,    who   in 
Scotland  constitute  but  a  small  fraction  of 
the  population.    It  may  take  some  time 
before  the  others  are  completely  ab- 
sorbed;   but    absorbed,  if  the  present 
state  of  things  g^es  on,  they  must  be 
in  a    comparatively    few    years.      In 
9  out   of   every  10  school  districts  in 


Scotland  there  are  neither  Boman  Ca- 
tholic nor  Episcopalian  schools.  In  a  vast 
number  of  parishes  all  the  Presbyterian 
schools  have  been  handed  over  to  the 
school  boards,  so  that  board  schools  are 
now  the  only  schools  in  existence.  Their 
revenue  consists  of  rates  and  fees  and 
what  they  can  earn  by  results  from  the 
Department.  So  far  as  the  latter  are 
concerned,  the  Department  in  its  gigan- 
tic expenditure  can  have  only  one  ob- 
ject ;  and,  provided  the  efforts  of  the 
school  board  tend  towards  that  object, 
why  should  they  not  be  allowed  to  ma- 
nage their  local  contributions  in  their 
own  way  ?  In  some  districts  there  may 
be  objections  to  the  abolition  of  fees.  In 
some  places  they  may  amount  to  a  re- 
spectable sum,  and  the  number  of  chil- 
dren educated  outside  board  schools  may 
be  such  that  Free  Education,  by  bring- 
ing them  in,  would  largely  increase  the 
rates.  In  a  number  of  instances,  the 
process  of  absorption  of  the  voluntary 
schools  has  not  yet  gone  far  enough,  and 
the  locality  is  not  yet  ripe  for  the  total 
abolition  of  fees,  though  it  will  be  in  a 
few  years.  But  in  many  others  the  board 
schools  afford  the  sole  means  of  educa- 
tion, and  the  fees  amount  to  a  mere  ba- 
gatelle. There  are  many  districts  in 
which  the  fees  are  really  not  worth  col- 
lecting ;  and  the  local  opinion  is  that  it 
would  be  much  better  to  do  away  with 
them  altogether,  and  meet  the  entire 
expense  by  another  }(?.  or  Jrf.  or  Id.  in  the 
pound  of  assessment.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
Ketum — No.  35  of  this  Session — which, 
to  be  candid,  I  obtained  by  mistake.  I 
asked  for  certain  particulars  regarding  a 
dozen  towns  in  Scotland ;  and,  through 
the  misplacing  of  a  comma,  the  informa- 
tion was  furnished  for  all  the  school 
boards  in  Scotland.  Sir,  I  am  grateful 
for  the  mistake,  for  it  has  shown  a  case 
for  Free  Education  in  many  of  the  re- 
moter districts,  of  the  strength  of  which 
I  had  no  conception.  It  shows  that  in 
one  school  district — Eintail— where  Id.ia 
the  pound  produces  £21  1 5«.  7d,y  the  fees 
received  during  the  year  ending  June, 
1880,  amount^  only  to  13«.  It  shows 
that  in  Barra,  of  £2  lie,  4d,  received 
in  the  shape  of  fees,  £1  5«.  5d,  was 
paid  by  the  Parochial  Board;  that  in 
Stenscholl,  of  £3  19«.  3d,  received  as  fees, 
the  parish  paid  6«.  lO^d, ;  and  in  Moy, 
where  Id.  in  the  pound  produces  £35, 
against  £4  5«.  of  fees,  paid  by  parents, 
£2  17«.  lid.  was  paid  by  the  Parochial 


727 


FrM  Bdueaiion 


(COMMONS) 


(Seotkni)  Bitt. 


ns 


Board.  It  shows  that  in  many  other 
places  the  net  fees  received  during  the  year 
amounted  to  less  than  £  10 ;  and  it  shows, 
further,  that  in  182  out  of  930  school 
board  districts,  or  one- fifth  of  the  entire 
number,  the  total  fees  not  paid  by  Paro- 
chial Boards  were  less  than  the  produce 
of  a  rate  of  Id.  in  the  £1.  This  accounts, 
doubtless,  for  the  fact  that  at  a  con- 
ference of  the  EUghland  school  boards 
held  at  Inverness  in  January,  1875,  a  re- 
solution was  passed  that — 

"  Ha\-iiig  regard  to  the  fact  tbat  in  some  in- 
stances the  amount  of  recoverable  school  foes 
does  little  more  than  pay  the  cost  of  the  col- 
lector, and  for  other  reasons,  it  should  be  at  the 
discretion  of  school  boards  to  give  free  elemen- 
tary education  to  all  children  between  the  ages 
of  5  and  13;" 

and  this  probably  accounts  for  the  fact 
that  the  Town  Council  of  Inverness  has 
petitioned  in  favour  of  my  Bill,  which 
practically  embodies  that  resolution. 
What  is  the  result  of  the  exaction  of 
fees  ?  I  give  it  in  the  words  of  an  In- 
spector of  Schools  in  Scotland,  who  wrote 
mo  privately,  in  consequence  of  a  report 
which  he  had  seen  of  a  lecture  I  last 
year  delivered  on  Free  Education.  He 
says — 

**  I  write  to  say  how  heartily  I  agree  with  you 
in  the  matter  of  P'ree  Education.  No  one  who 
has  not  the  sort  of  practical  experience  which  an 
Inspector  of  Schools  interested  in  the  matter 
possesses  can  have  any  idea  how  enormously 
the  efficiency  of  our  present  educational  system 
is  lessened  by  the  ridiculous  custom  of  makiug 
the  parents  X)ay  3</.  for  Is.  worth  of  education. 
Children  are  kept  back  weeks  and  weeks  from 
school  in  order  to  siivo  the  fees,  so  that,  in  many 
countrj'  districts,  nearly  two  months  of  the 
school  year  are  practically  lost.  If  a  child  is  ill 
on  Monday,  he  is  kept  away  from  school  for  the 
whole  week,  lest  the  parent  should  pay  Zd.  for 
what  he  wrongly  supposes  to  be  worth  only4-5th8 
of  Zd.  If  the  parent  cannot  pay  at  all  the  child 
is  ofton  kept  away,  while  the  board,  parish,  and 
sheriff  indulge  in  a  kind  of  triangular  duel.'* 

He  goes  on  to  say — 

"  Consider  the  very  common  case  of  a  child 
who  thus  loses  22  weeks  (one-half  the  school 
year).  He  only  pays  6s.  6rf.  in  fees — if  he  pays 
them— and  the  school  not  only  loses  the  5*.  6d. 
which  he  does  not  pay,  but  the  16».,  or  other 
sum,  which  ho  might,  if  qualified, have  caused  to 
be  added  to  the  general  grant.  Thus  the  parish 
is  a  dead  loser  to  the  extent  of  98.  6d.  A  great 
deal  of  school-time  is  taken  up  in  collecting  fees. 
It  is  said  that  the  people  will  not  value  the  educa- 
tion they  do  not  pay  for.  At  present  we  know 
that  they  value  it  at  less  than  what  they  pay 
for  it,  and  have  no  conception  of  its  real  value. 
Wherever  it  is  free,  as  at  our  Heriot  Schools,  in 
Switzerland,  in  the  Tyrol,  in  Bohemia,  America, 
ftc,  people  do  value  it,  and  feci  that  the  children 
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lose  something  when  not  sent  to  schooL  It  it  a 
remarkable  fact  that  in  Switzerland  and  the 
Tyrol  compulsion  is  not  needed.  The  compul- 
sory officer  does  not  exist,  and  the  idea  of  a  child 
of  school  age  not  being  sent  to  school  is  not 
dreamt  of.  This  I  know  from  personAl  ex- 
perience." 

As  illustrating  further  the  results  of  oar 
present  system,  here  is  an  extract  from  a 
letter  I  received  some  months  ago  from 
the  master  of  a  board  school  in  Lanark- 
shire.   The  writer  says — 

**  An  instance  of  the  absurdity  of  the  present 
system  has  occurred  in  this  district.     I  stated 
some  of  the  particulars  in  a  former  letter  to  yon. 
Wo  have  compulsory  education,  bat  the  only 
way  our  school  board  has  of  enforcing  payment 
of  fees  is  to  exclude  children  unless  they  pay 
fees  weekly  in  advance.    This  system  has  in* 
creased  the  irregularity    in    attendance   very 
much.    No  fee,  no  admission  to  schooL    The 
case  to  which  I  allude  was  that  of    ...     . 
The  children  were  ^smissed  for  the  want  of 
fees  in  the  end  of  April  last  year.     The  Paro- 
chial Board  refused  to  pay  for  them ;  the  SheriiT 
declined  to  commit  the  parent  on  the  ground  of 
his  poverty.     In  a  new  action  the  Sheriff  foond 
the   Parodiial   Board  liable  to  pay  the  fees. 
The  Parochial  Board  appealed  to  the  Sheriff 
Principal,  who  dismissed  the  appeal  as  incom- 
petent.    The  Parochial  Board  took  the  opinion 
of  counsel  as  to  the  effect  of  an  appeal  to  the 
Court  of  Session.     This  not  being  favonrabls 
to  the  views  of  the  Parochial  B^mi,  they,  a 
week  or  two  ago,  signed  an  order  through  the 
Inspector  of  Poor  to  admit  the  children  to  the 
public  school  at  the  expense  of  the  Parochial 
Board.      But   before    this   decision    has  been 
arrived  at,  four  or  five  times  the  amount  of  the 
school  fees  have  been  expended  in  the  varioot 
legal  processes,   and  the  man's  four  children 
have  been  excluded  for  the  last  eight  months." 

Under  the  system  of  the  working  of 
which  that  is  a  practical  example,  the 
fees  of  16,000  children  in  Scotland  are 
paid  by  the  Parochial  Boards ;  and  in  a 
large  percentage  of  these  cases  there  is 
much  wrangling,  litic^tion,  and  delay. 
Now,  of  course,  in  aU  these  cases  you 
have  Free  Education — education  paid 
for  entirely  out  of  the  public  purse — in 
the  worst  and  most  demorali^g  form 
possible.  Of  course,  too,  the  parents  of 
school  boards  are  not  always  successful 
in  throwing  the  fees  upon  the  parish,  and 
in  these  unsuccessful  cases  there  is  for* 
ther  wrangling,  and  litigation,  and  in- 
teiTupted  education.  Again,  a  vigorous 
application  of  compulsion  may  bring  the 
children  to  school ;  but,  as  we  have  seen, 
it  cannot  make  them  attend  regularly. 
The  more  respectable  classes  of  our  poor 
will  not  send  their  children  to  school 
exposed  to  the  insult  of  being  turned 
back  for  non-payment  of  fees,   and  if 
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they  hare  not  the  fee  to  send  with  them 
they  keep  them  at  home.  The  result  is 
that  the  efficiency  of  the  school  is  so 
mnoh  impaired.  The  expenditure  of 
public  money  on  it  is  in  so  far  wasted, 
and  the  board  is  deprived  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  eamiug  so  much  of  the  Go- 
Temment  grant  Now,  some  of  the 
shrewder  boards  have  come  to  see  this  ; 
and  in  Glasgow,  for  example,  according 
to  the  Eeturn  No.  18  of  this  Session, 
from  which  I  quote  the  fact — 

**  The  Board  having  giyen  infitmctioiis  to  the 
teachers  to  deal  leniently  in  cases  of  arrears 
when  they  were  satisfied  of  the  willingness  of 
the  parents  to  pay," 

during  the  year  of  depression  ending  in 
June  last,  £1,233,  or  over  6  per  cent  of 
the  whole  fees  payable  otherwise  than 
by  Parochial  Boards  at  the  ordinary  day 
schools,  was  left  unpaid;  7,900  pupils,  or 
over  one-fourth  of  all  the  pupils  paid  for 
by  their  parents,  ran  into  arrear.  The 
result  of  this — I  may  mention  in  passing 
— was  that,  notwithstanding  the  excep- 
tional depression  of  the  year,  the  aver- 
age attendance  at  the  board  schools 
showed  a  decrease  of  only  one-fifth  of 
1  per  cent  on  the  previous  year ;  while 
in  the  voluntary  s&hools  of  Glasgow 
generallv,  the  decrease  was  2^  per  cent, 
and  in  the  sessional  schools,  which  edu- 
cate the  same  classes  and  the  same  de- 
nominations as  the  board  schools,  it  was 
1^  percent.  To  illustrate  the  kind  of 
no-system  with  regard   to  fees   which 

frevails  in  our  Scotch  board  schools, 
may  mention  that  in  the  case  of 
Glasgow,  besides  the  7,900  who  had 
the  £1,200  worth  of  their  fees  practi- 
cally remitted  by  the  school  board  and 
8,141  who  had  their  fees  paid  by  Paro- 
chial Boards,  there  is  a  rule  exempting 
from  fees  the  eldest  of  four  pupils  of 
the  same  family  attending  school,  and 
charging  only  half-fees  for  the  eldest  of 
three.  Uoder  that  rule,  726  children 
were  exempted  from  fees,  and  2,118 
were  charged  only  half-fees.  Adding 
these  figures  together  we  find  that  1 3,885 
children,  or  nearly  half  the  number  on 
the  roll  of  our  Glasgow  School  Board, 
last  year  had  their  fees  cither  wholly  or 
partially  remitted  or  paid  out  of  the 
rates,  and  that,  in  a  large  number  of 
their  cases,  the  education  so  provided 
was  not  elementary,  but  the  most  ad- 
vanced provided  by  our  board  schoob. 
Notwithstanding  all  this  liberality,  it 
oo«t«  Glasgow  over  £4,000  a-year  to 


keep  up  its  compulsory  machinery,  and 
the  efforts  of  the  school  board  in  that 
direction  are  attended  with  only  this 
success,  that  63  per  cent  of  the  children 
between  5  and  13  are  on  average  attend- 
ance at  any  school.  Now,  though  I  have 
adduced  the  case  of  Glasgow  by  way  of 
illustration,  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that 
Glasgow  is  at  all  ripe  for  Free  Educa- 
tion. I  believe  that  in  the  course  of 
another  five  or  six  years  it  will  be  so ; 
but  at  present  the  same  difficulty  exists 
which  would  exist  to  the  adoption  of  Free 
Education  in  England,  though  to  a  very 
much  smaller  extent.  There  are  too  many 
children  being  educated  outside  the 
board  school  system  in  voluntary  schools. 
These,  however,  as  I  have  more  than 
once  said,  are  being  rapidly  absorbed 
into  our  board  schools ;  and  when  that 
is  accomplished  to  a  greater  degree  than 
at  present,  it  will  be  time  enough  to 
consider  the  desirability  of  abolishing 
fees.  Edinburgh,  on  the  other  hand, 
has  already  a  large  number  of  free  ele- 
mentary schools  supported  by  endow,- 
ment.  Nearly  5,000  children  receive 
Free  Education  at  these  Heriot  schools, 
and  when,  some  years  ago,  it  was  pro- 
posed to  charge  a  small  fee  in  order  to 
enable  a  larger  number  of  children  to 
receive  a  very  cheap  education,  the 
artizans  rose  in  arms  against  the  pro- 
posal. They  have  there  seen  the  extra- 
ordinary regularity  of  attendance,  and 
the  success  which  the  free  school  system 
has  achieved.  They  know  that  the  per- 
centage of  absenteeism  at  the  Heriot 
schools  is  a  mere  fraction  of  that  which 
exists  at  the  board  schools.  The  result 
is  that  Edinburgh  is  quite  ripe  for  the 
experiment.  In  Edinburgh  the  gross 
amount  derived  from  board  school  fees 
is  little  over  ^d,  in  the  pound  of  rating. 
Various  authorities  have  estimated  that 
the  abolition  of  fees  would  be  met  by 
an  extra  \d,  of  rates,  and  not  merely  the 
artizans,  through  their  Trades'  Council, 
but  the  Town  Council  of  Edinburgh, 
have  petitioned  in  favour  of  this  Bill. 
Elsewhere,  where  public  opinion  has 
found  expression  regarding  it,  it  has 
been  expressed  in  opposite  directions 
very  much  according  to  the  position  of 
those  concerned.  The  working  classes, 
who  constitute  the  vast  majority  of  those 
whose  children  attend  board  schools, 
who  are  familiar  with  the  hardships  and 
inequalities  of  the  present  system,  and 
who  inhabit  cheap  houses,  see  that  it 
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would  be  znuoli  better  for  tbem  to  bear 
almost  any  extra  rates  than  to  pay  fees. 
The  wealthier  classes,  on  the  other  hand, 
whose  children  derive  no  benefit  from 
board  schools,  and  who  pay  higher 
rates,  naturally  dislike  the  prospect  of 
further  assessment;  and  the  Roman 
Catholics,  who  dislike  the  entire  school 
board  system,  have  also  pronounced 
against  my  proposal.  Well,  it  may  be 
said  that  it  is  the  duty  of  Government 
fb  protect  these  classes  against  any  act 
on  the  part  of  the  rest  of  the  commu- 
nity which  would  lay  additional  taxa- 
tion upon  them.  My  argument  is,  that 
the  law  has  given  Government  no  such 
power,  and  intrusted  them  with  no  such 
duty.  Provided  only  a  fee  is  kept  up 
each  school  district  is  left  to  adjust  the 
ratio  between  its  rates  and  fees  for 
itself.  Thus,  in  Birmingham,  the  fees 
paid  by  each  pupil  in  average  attend- 
ance are  only  6«.  7}^.,  and  the  rates 
contribute  lis.  lO^d.^  besides  interest  on 
cost  of  buildings.  In  London,  fees 
average  but  8«.  \ld,  a  pupil,  against 
rates  to  the  amount  of  Sl«.  In  Glasgow, 
on  the  other  hand,  we  pay  16«.  per 
scholar  in  the  shape  of  fees,  and  only 
10«.  9d.  from  the  rates;  while  in  the 
neighbouring  burgh  of  Govan,  where 
the  fees  are  14«.  Ifd,,  the  rates  only  con- 
tribute 4«.  7 f//.  per  scholar.  Now,  what 
is  to  prevent  us  cutting  down  our  fees  to 
one-half  of  their  present  amount  ?  The 
difiPerence  would,  of  course,  require  to  be 
made  good  out  of  rates ;  but  our  fees 
would  still  be  above  those  of  Birming- 
ham, and  not  much  below  those  of 
London.  Independently  altogether  of 
what  Government  may  decide  regarding 
this  Bill,  I  trust  that  this  is  a  course 
which  the  school  board  electors  will  insist 
in  adopting  on  the  first  available  oppor- 
tunity. It  may  be  convenient  that  I 
should  now  compare  the  Scotch  and 
English  law  on  the  subject.  For  not 
only,  as  I  have  pointed  out,  does  the 
public  education  in  the  two  countries 
stand  on  quite  a  different  basis  as  re- 

fards  the  proportion  of  the  work  done 
y  voluntary  schools,  but  as  regards  the 
imposition  of  fees  it  is  different  also. 
The  section  of  the  English  Education 
Act  which  regulates  the  fees  to  be 
charged  is  the  17th,  and  reads  as  fol- 
lows:— 

**  Every  child  attending  a  school  provided  by 
any  school  board  shall  pay  such  weekly  fee  as 
may  be  preBcribed  by  the  school  board  with  the 
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consent  of  the  Education  Department ;  but  the 
school  board  may  from  time  to  time,  for  a  reaaoa- 
able  period  not  exceeding  six  months,  remit  the 
whole  or  any  part  of  such  foe,  when  they  are 
of  opinion  that  the  parent  of  such  child  is  un- 
able from  poverty  to  pay  Uie  same  ;  bat  sach 
remission  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  parochial 
relief  given  to  such  parent." 

Section  26  of  the  same  Act  entatlee  the 
school  board,  with  the  consent  of  the 
Education  Department,  to  establish  free 
schools  ;  but  Doth  sections  provide  that 
nothing  can  be  done  without  the  ooneent 
of  the  Education  Department.  In  Soot- 
land  the  law  which  regulates  the  levying 
of  fees  is  laid  down  in  the  5drd  section 
of  the  Act  of  1872,  as  follows: — 

"  The  school  board  shall,  subject  to  provision 
hereinafter  contained  with  respect  to  the  hiffaer 
class  public  schools,  fix  the  lees  to  be  paid  far 
attenoance  at  each  school  under  their  manage- 
ment, and  such  fees  shall  be  paid  to  the  trea- 
surer of  the  board,  and  a  separate  account  shaU 
be  kept  of  the  amoimt  of  the  fees  derived  from 
each  school ;  and  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the 
school  boards,  if  they  see  fit,  to  pay  to  the 
teachers  of  a  school  the  fees  derived  ^m  rach 
school,  and  to  divide  the  same  among  them,  as 
the  school  board  shall  determine.'* 

Now,  it  will  be  observed  that  in  theee 
important  particulars  the  law  on  the 
suDJect  is  Afferent  in  the  two  countries. 
In  the  first  place,  while  in  Ehigland  fees 
must  bid  fixed  with  the  consent  of  the  De- 
partment, in  Scotland  they  are  fixed  by  the 
board  alone.  In  England  school  boards 
are  expressly  empowered,  subjeot,  of 
course,  to  the  same  repressive  control, 
to  establish  free  schools,  a  point  to  which 
in  the  Scotch  law  no  allusion  is  made ; 
and,  while  in  England  school  boards  are 
authorized  to  remit  fees,  in  Scotland 
they  can  only  permit  the  parents  to  run 
into  debt,  or  refer  them  to  the  parochial 
authorities  for  the  money  to  pay  them. 
Now,  Sir,  it  may  very  fairly  be  argued 
that  as  the  consent  of  the  Department  is 
never  mentioned  in  the  Scotch  Act,  it  is 
not  intended  that  the  Department  should 
interfere  in  the  matter,  especially  as 
under  the  Code  the  only  restriction 
placed  upon  grants  is  that  only  those 
schools  shall  be  eligible  for  them  whose 
fees  are  less  than  9d.  a-week.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  is  argued  that  if 
Scotch  boards  were  intended  to  have 
the  power  of  Free  Education,  it  would 
have  been  explicitly  conferred  upon 
them  as  under  the  English  Act,  and 
then  there  would  have  been  no  provision 
for  the  payment  of  fees  by  the  Parochial 
Boards.     On  this  view  the  Education 


^88 


Hr$e  Education 


IMatIS,  1881) 


(8eotlaHd)  BiU.  784 


Department  act,  holding  that  it  is  not 
legal  for  a  bcHooI  board  in  Scotland  to 
abstain  from  charging  fees  altogether; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  as  it  was  cus- 
tomary for  teachers  before  1872  to  make 
a  reduction,  or  even  entirely  to  remit  the 
fees  in  the  case  of  a  third  or  fourth  child 
of  the  same  family  attending  school,  it 
is  not  illegal  for  a  school  board  to  con- 
tinue the  practice  now  the  fees  are  pay- 
able to  their  treasurer,  instead  of,  as 
formerly,  to  the  teacher  himself.  Under 
this  interpretation  of  the  law — which,  I 
may  mention,  is  that  of  the   Scottish 
counsel  of  the  Department — permission 
has,  I  imderstand,  been  refused  to  school 
boards  who  wished  to  abolish  fees  alto- 
gether, or  to  reduce  them  to  a  mere 
nominal   sum.      For  the  Department, 
although  not  entitled  to  be  consulted  in 
fixing  the  fees  to  be  charged,  can  with- 
hold the  grant  when  the  school  board 
acts  in  an  illegal  manner ;  and  although 
there  has  been  no  judicial  decision  as  to 
what  are  or  what  are  not  the  legal  rights 
of  Scottish  school  boards  in  the  matter 
of  fees,  the  Department — as  controller 
of  the  purse — is  master  of  the  situation. 
Having  thus  explained  the   difiPerence 
between  the  two  countries  in  their  re- 
spective laws  regarding  fees,  and  the 
place  occupied  by  voluntary  schools  in 
their  respective  systems,  my  contention 
is  that  the  position  assumed  by  the  Edu- 
cation Department  towards  England  and 
Scotland  should  take  into  consideration 
the  differing  circumstances  of  the  two 
Kingdoms.    In  England,  where  volun- 
tary schools  perform  the  principal  part 
of  public  education,  and  where  the  Edu- 
cation Act  has  expressly  given  the  De- 
partment a  veto    power  on  education 
solely  at  the  expense  of  the  rates,  it 
may  be  quite  proper  that  the  Depart- 
ment should  interfere  to  prevent  a  sys- 
tem which  would  alienate  the  voluntary 
schools.   But  in  Scotland,  where  the  ex- 
istence of  such  a  power  on  the  part  of 
the  Department  is  purely  constructive, 
and  where  the  voluntary  schools  consti- 
tute   not  one-fifth  of   the   elementary 
school  system,  when  the  most  important 
portion  of  them  is  being  rapidly  absorbed 
Dy  the  board  schools,  and  where  in  hun- 
dreds of  parishes  board  schools  are  the 
only  existing  State-aided  schools,  my 
contention  is  that  each  locality  should 
be  left  to  manage  the  local  finances  of 
the  board  schools  as  it  likes.    If  a  loca- 
lity finds — Qfi  expressed  in  the  resolution 


which  I  have  quoted  of  the  Highland 
school  boards — ^that  the  fees  do  not  pay 
the  trouble  of  collection,  and  frustrate 
the  effort  to  get  the  children  to  school, 
I  maintain  the  locality  should  be  at 
liberty  to  abolish  them.     I  do  not  ask 
any  money  from  the  Government  to  en- 
able boards  to  do  so.    I  do  not  propose 
that  they  should  receive  any  extra  grant; 
but  I  say  that  the  fact  of  their  preferring 
to  earn  that  grant  in  the  way  that  best 
suits  their  local  circumstances  should 
constitute  no  bar  against  their  compet- 
ing for  it.     This  proposal  involves  no 
complication,  no  re-adjustment  of  grants, 
no  injustice  to  England  as  compared 
with  Scotland,  no  injustice  to  districts 
where  fees  are  charged  as  compared 
with  free  school  districts.     So  far  as  the 
Department  and  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
are  concerned,  were  this  Bill  an  Act,  the 
present  arrangement  of  grants  would 
work  perfectly  fairly  and  perfectly  well. 
You  do  allow  school  boards  the  widest 
latitude  at  present  as  regards  the  appor- 
tionment between  fees  and  rates  of  tneir 
local  contributions  to  public   education 
You  allow  them  any  latitude,  from  Kin- 
tail  with  its  total  of  ld«.  of  fees  to  £174 
of  rates,  to  Govan  with  its  14«.  of  fees 
to  48,  7^d,  of  rates.    On  what  principle 
do  you  insist  on  Kintail  keeping  up  a 
system  which  yields  it  only  18».  a-year, 
or  a  dozen  other  districts  I  could  cull 
from  the  Betum  levying  fees  which  do 
not  amount  to  more  than  £5  or  £10? 
You  allow  the  school  board  of  prosper- 
ous North  Berwick  to  levy  a  rate  of  Id. 
in  the  pound,  and  to  charge  fees  which  do 
not  amount  to  what  another  Id.  would 
yield ;  while  in  other  districts  the  rates 
run  up  to  1«.  and  2«.,  and  even  d«.  in  the 
pound,  though  the  total  fees  paid — as  in 
the  case  of  Mid  and  South  Yell — may 
not  equal  the  70th  part  of  the  amount 
raised  by  assessment.    There  is  no  prin- 
ciple involved  in  this,  except  the  prin- 
ciple of  local  self-government ;   and  if 
you  admit  that  to  the  extent  you  do,  it 
is  absurd  not  to  admit  it  altogether.  Par- 
liament has  swallowed  the  camel,  and  I 
do  not  see  on  what  ground  the  Depart- 
ment should  strain  at  the  gnat.   Parlia- 
ment has  laid  down  the  principle  that  it 
is  the  duty  of  each  locality  to  tax  itself  for 
public  schools;   but  the  extent  of  that 
taxation  it  has  left  to  be  decided  by  the 
school  board,  and  the  school  board  elec- 
torate of  each  district.    On  these  Parlia- 
ment has  laid  the  responsibility  of  de- 
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oiding  how  much  of  the  local  contribu- 
tion shall  be  raised  by  fees  from  those 
who  send  their  children  to  the  schools, 
and  how  much  by  the  rates  from  those 
who  may  send  them,  or  may  refuse  to 
send  them,  to  board  schools  as  they 
please,  but  who  must  pay  the  rates  all 
the  same.  These  rates  may  not  amount 
to  one-third  of  the  fees,  as  in  the  case  of 
Govan,  or  they  may  amount  to  70  times 
as  much  as  them,  as  in  the  case  of  Kin- 
tail;  but  the  Department  has  nothing  to 
do  with  that.  That  is  a  point  on  which 
the  school  board  and  its  electorate  have 
absolute  power,  and  my  proposal  would 
introduce  neither  any  new  principle  nor 
any  hardship  to  which  any  class  of  rate- 

Eayers  are  not  at  present  exposed  at  the 
ands  of  the  same  school  boards,  which 
I  propose  to  authorize  to  decide  as  to 
the  retention  or  abolition  of  fees.  Now, 
I,  of  course,  know  all  the  hackneyed  ar- 
guments against  Free  Education  in  the 
abstract ;  but  there  is  not  one  of  them 
which  applies  more  to  education  abso- 
lutely free  than  to  education  three- 
fourths  free,  as  is  the  average  in  board 
schools  in  Scotland,  or  four-fifths  free, 
as  is  the  case  in  the  London  board 
schools.  We  are  told  it  is  incumbent  on 
every  man  to  feed  and  clothe  his  chil- 
dren ;  but  the  State  does  not  pay  for  their 
food  and  clothing.  Of  course  not ;  but 
neither  does  it  defray  for  the  parent  9d, 
out  of  every  Is.  expended  on  their  food 
and  clothing  ;  in  fact,  it  recognizes  no 
analogy  between  the  two  cases.  But, 
again,  it  has  been  argued  against  my  pro- 
posal that  it  is  demoralizing,  and  by  one 
or  two  critics  that  is  un-Christian — that  it 
would  pauperize  our  population  and  secu- 
larize our  education.  I  should  like  to  know 
how  it  would  pauperize  them.  If  pay- 
ment from  the  public  purse  of  the  cost  of 
public  education  pauperizes  the  benefi- 
oiares,  the  parents  of  all  children  at 
public  schools  in  Scotland  are  already 
demoralized  and  pauperized  to  the 
average  extent  of  15«.  in  the  pound,  and 
the  operation  has  done  them  so  little 
harm  that  I  am  not  afraid  of  the  result 
of  the  other  5«.  As  I  have  explained, 
the  eldest  of  the  three  children  is  com- 
monly charged  only  half-fees,  and  the 
eldest  of  four  gets  Free  Education  pure 
and  simple.  Are  they  more  pauperized 
and  demoralized  than  their  brothers  and 
sisters ;  and,  if  so,  why  is  so  easily  recti- 
fied a  source  of  demoralization  allowed 
to  continue?     As  to  secularizing  our 
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schools,  my  proposal  would  leave  them 
precisely  where  they  are.     The  law  pro- 
vides that  the  school  board  constituency 
of  each  locality  shall  elect  school  boards, 
who  carry  out  the  wishes  of  the  majority 
with  regard  to  religious  instruction.    I 
neither  propose  to  alter  this  arrangement, 
nor  do  I  propose  to  alter  the  constituency. 
How,  therefore,  my  proposal  could  in  the 
slightest  degree  affect  the  present  situa- 
tion of  religious  instruction  in  public 
schools  I   entirely   fail    to    apprehend. 
The  fact  is,  that  the  provision  of  public 
schools  entirely  by  rates  has  no  more  to 
do  with  demoralization,  or  pauperization, 
or  secularization  than  the  maintenance 
of  streets  entirely  by  rates,  or  the  erect- 
ing of  bridges,  or  the  support  of  the 
police,  or  any  other  provision  for  the 
common  safety  and  welfare  which  in 
every  civilized  community  is  made  at 
the  common  expense.     That  expense,  in 
the  case  of  local  services,  is  borne  by 
local  rates,  and  the  incidence  of  those 
is  regulated  by  principles  which  may 
not  be  absolutely  fair  and   just,  but 
which  are  well  understood,  and  which 
are  applicable  to  rates  for  every  purpose 
alike.     The  dirty  may  not  like  to  pay 
the  cleansing  rate,  the  rogue  may  object 
to  the  police  rate,  and  the  ignorant  man 
or  the  philosopher  to  the  school  rate;  but 
while  eakch  may  grumble  each  must  pay, 
and  the  public  services  provided  by  the 
money  thus  raised  are  the  right  of  all 
men,  fully  paid  for  by  the  contributions 
which  the  law  requires  them  to  make, 
be  those  contributions  great  or  small. 
The  present  system  of  Free  Education 
through  the  agency  of  Parochial  Boards 
has,  indeed,  an   admitted  pauperizing 
effect ;  but  for  a  citizen  to  send  his  child 
to  a  rate -supported  free  school  would 
have  no   more  tendency  to   pauperize 
him  than  to  walk  along  a  rate-main- 
tained street  or  road  instead  of  paying  a 
toll  at  every  couple  of  miles.     It  may 
be  said  that  there  has  been  no  general 
demand  for  this  Bill  from  Scotland,  and 
that  a  number  of  Petitions  from  all  sorts 
of  people  have  been  sent  in  against  it. 
Were  it  a  compulsory  Bill,  that  might 
constitute  an  unanswerable  reason  for  re- 
jecting it;  but  it  is  permissive.     If  ^^ 
were  law  to-morrow,  each  school  board 
would  be  at  perfect  liberty  not  to  adopt 
it.      Because   Glaegow   is  not  ripe  for 
Free  Education,  why  should  not  Edin- 
burgh have  it  if  she  likes  ?    But,  Sir,  I 
am  not  in  any  hurry  about  passing  thia 
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Bill.  I  should  not  like  to  see  the  Gh>- 
vemment  commit  itself  against  a  prin- 
ciple which  I  belieye  to  be  the  correct 
principle  of  public  education,  and  which 
IS  being  adopted  by  one  great  nation 
after  another ;  but  I  fully  recognize  the 
fact  that  Free  Education,  accompanied — 
as  I  think  it  should  be — by  local  control, 
is  not  a  thing  to  be  forced  on  a  nation. 
Next  year,  the  school  board  constitu- 
encies of  Scotland  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  their  opinions,  not 
indeed  upon  the  question  of  free  schools, 
for  I  am  not  sanguine  enough  to  imagine 
that,  whatever  the  fate  of  the  second 
reading,  Parliament  will  pass  this  Bill 
this  Session;  but  they  will,  under  the 
existing  law,  be  able,  if  they  choose,  to 
indicate  their  bias,  and  to  return  Mem- 
bers pledged  to  cut  down  fees.  They 
will  have  it  in  their  power  so  far  to  pro- 
nounce in  favour  of  Free  Education  as  to 
resolve  that  the  tax  on  school  attendance 
in  Scotland  in  the  shape  of  fees  shall  not 
be  more  than  it  is  in  London  or  Bir- 
mingham ;  aud  if  they  do  so,  they  will 
for  themselves  have  bridged  over  half 
the  distance  to  Free  Education,  they 
will  have  accomplished  half  what  I  am 
contending  for.  With  every  step  they 
make  in  the  direction  of  cheap  fees,  a 
portion  of  the  financial  argument  against 
Free  Education  will  disappear.  In  the 
United  States  education  has  been  free 
from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other 
for  the  last  10  years.  One  British  Colony 
after  another  has  adopted  Free  Educa- 
tion. In  Europe,  for  a  long  period,  it 
has  been  the  system  of  Holland,  Switzer- 
land, and  Sweden.  In  Vienna,  in  1878, 
there  were  59,000  children  receiving 
Free  Education,  and  in  Berlin  76,000. 
And  this  very  year  the  French  Govern- 
ment has  paased  a  law  abolishing  fees 
in  all  pubUo  primary  schools  throughout 
France.  If,  therefore,  as  a  nation,  wo 
are  to  hold  our  own  with  other  civilized 
communities  in  that  intelligence  and  pre- 
paredness for  the  battle  of  life  wnich 
education  is  intended  to  call  forth,  it  is 
evident  we  must  not  lag  behind  the  rest 
of  the  world  in  the  facilities  we  afford 
for  education.  In  Scotland  our  educa- 
tional machinerv  is  perfectly  adapted  for 
the  change,  and  I  propose  to  have  re- 
course to  it  only  where  the  public  want 
it.  If  it  should  cost  a  little  more  money, 
I  do  not  ask  the  Education  Department 
to  supply  it.  I  ask  them  only  to  give  us 
permission  to  take  off  the  brake.  In  oon- 
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elusion,  I  have  to  thank  the  House  for 
the  patience  with  which  it  has  heard  me, 
and  I  beg  to  move  the  second  reading  of 
the  BiU. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Dr.  Cameron,) 

Colonel  BAENE,  in  rising  to  move, 
as  an  Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  that  day  six  months, 
said,  he  felt  bound  to  apologize,  as  an 
English  Member,  for  having  put  that 
Amendment  on  the  Paper ;  but  he  did 
so  last  night  on  finding  that  no  one  else 
had  given  Notice  of  opposition  to  such 
a  pernicious  Bill.  The,  as  he  considered 
it,  first  thing  that  struck  one  on  looking 
at  the  Bill,  and  the  names  of  the  hon. 
Members  on  the  back  of  it,  was  the 
absence  of  any  County  Members*  names. 
He  would  like  to  know  whether  the  hon. 
Member  who  introduced  the  Bill  (Dr. 
Cameron)  had  asked  any  County  Mem- 
bers to  back  the  Bill  ?  [Dr.  Cameron  : 
The  County  Members  will,  some  of  them, 
support  it.]  If  there  were  County  Mem- 
bers who  were  going  to  support  the  Bill, 
he  could  not  help  thinking  that  in  the 
next  Parliament  they  might,  perhaps, 
not  have  the  honour  of  their  presence. 
The  chief  reason  he  had  for  objecting  to 
the  Bill  was,  that  it  must  have  the  effect 
of  demoralizing  the  artizans  and  la- 
bourers of  Scotland  at  the  expense  of 
the  rest  of  the  ratepayers.  Another 
reason  he  had  for  objecting  to  the  Bill 
was,  that  if  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was 
passed,  it  would  in  all  probability  spread 
its  pernicious  influence  towards  England ; 
and  he  must  say,  on  the  part  of  his  con- 
stituents, that  they  had  the  strongest  ob- 
jection to  the  spreading  of  any  such  in- 
fluence in  that  direction.  Another  reason 
that  he  had  for  opposing  the  Bill  was 
that  he  was  very  fond  of  the  Scotch,  and, 
generally,  he  had  no  wish  to  see  them 
demoralized.  If  the  Scotch  people  would 
drink  less  whisky,  and  be  a  little  less 
Radical,  he  would  like  them  still  better. 
The  Bill  appeared  to  him  to  illustrate 
the  objections  entertained  by  many  per- 
sons to  the  lowering  of  the  franchise 
further  than  it  was  already  lowered. 
They  must  perceive  how  prone  people 
were  to  pander  to  the  desires  of  the 
lower  portion  of  the  populace,  in  whom 
the  greatest  power  in  the  boroughs  was 
at  present  placed,  and  to  try  in  every 
way  to  sacrifice  the  interests  of  the  larger 
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ratepayers  to  those  of  the  smaller,  and 
those  who  were  not  ratepayers  at  all. 
It  reminded  one  of  the  French  Bevolu- 
tion — of  Kobespierre  and  of  Danton, 
who  used  to  fawn  on  and  pander  to 
the  mob,  and  who  called  them  **  Good 
people,  generous  people,  noble  people," 
these  same  people  being  the  frequenters 
of  the  lowest  purlieus  of  Paris.  No 
doubt,  if  the  Bill  did  pass,  in  many 
places  in  Scotland  it  would  come  into 
operation.  It  was  equally  true  that  the 
small  ratepayers  outnumbered,  as  in 
England,  the  larger  ratepayers ;  and,  of 
course,  it  must  be  to  the  interest  of  the 
smaller  ratepayers  to  have  their  children 
educated  at  the  expense  of  the  larger 
ratepayers,  for  the  abolition  of  school 
fees  must  infallibly  increase  the  rate. 
The  Bill  was  one  directly  in  favour  of 
the  artizans  and  the  labourers,  and,  in 
the  present  agricultural  and  commercial 
crisis,  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  the  labourers 
and  the  artizans  who  suffered  the  least, 
for  their  wages  had  fallen  in  very  small 
proportion  to  the  loss  of  profits  sustained 
by  their  employers.  If  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  was  carried  out  to  its  fullest  ex- 
tent, they  might  as  well  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  give  each  labourer  and  artizan  a  good 
hot  meal  eyery  day  at  the  expense  of  the 
ratepayer.  The  principle  in  both  was 
identical,  and  he  would  not  despair  of 
seeing  some  such  Bill  as  that  he  had 
indicated  being  brought  in  next  year. 
He  understood  there  were  many  Scotch 
County  Members  going  to  oppose  the 
Bill.  He  would,  therefore,  leave  the 
difference  between  the  English  and  the 
Scotch  Education  Acts  to  their  considera- 
tion, and  to  ask  for  information  on  that 
subject,  as  he  must  say  that  he  had  not 
studied  the  Scotch  Education  Act.  The 
hon.  Member  (Dr.  Cameron)  had  shown 
that  the  school  fees  formed  a  very  ap- 
preciable part  of  the  school  expenses, 
and  said  that  he  found,  in  Scotland, 
parents  were  inclined,  on  various  pre- 
tences, to  keep  their  children  back  from 
school,  in  order  to  avoid  the  fees,  and 
that  the  school  boards  were  unable  to 
collect  those  fees,  except  at  a  very  great 
expense.  In  England,  thev  did  not  find 
any  g^eat  difficulty  in  collecting  these 
fees.  There  was  no  difficulty  at  all  in 
suing  the  parents  for  those  fees,  and  if 
one  or  two  examples  were  made  of 
parents  in  this  respect  the  difficulty 
would  not  be  so  great,  for  the  rest  would 
pay  up  without  fiirther  trouble.    The 


hon.  Member  said  that  Glasgow  was  not 
yet  ripe  for  this  Bill,  but  that  Edinburgh 
was.  He  said  the  artizans  of  Edinburgh 
had  petitioned  in  favour  of  it,  and  also 
the  Town  Council.  Of  course,  if  the 
artizans  of  Edinburgh  were  in  favour  of 
the  Bill,  and  as  they  elected  the  Town 
Council,  he  could  quite  understand  how 
it  was  that  the  Town  Council  were  in 
favour  of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member 
also  proposed  to  cut  down  the  expenses 
of  tiie  school  boards.  If  he  would  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  cut  down  lawyers'  and  doc- 
tors' fees,  he  (Colonel  Bame)  would 
heartily  support  him ;  but  he  was  afraid 
he  could  not  do  so  on  this  particular 
occasion.  The  Bill  must  infallibly  add 
to  the  burden  which  already  oppressed 
the  land  and  the  richer  portion  of  the 
community;  and,  therefore,  under  all 
the  circumstances,  he  could  not  support 
it,  and  begged  to  move  its  rejection. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  **  now,'*  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Colonel  Bame.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Sib  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said, 
he  believed  the  Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend 
(Dr.  Cameron)  was  not  supported  by  the 
public  feeling  of  his  constituents ;  and 
he  was  sure  it  was  not  supported  by  the 
public  feeling  of  Scotland.  He  rose  at 
the  same  time  as  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  (Colonel  Bame)  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  an  appeal  to  his  bon. 
Friend,  and  the  appeal  he  should  make 
was,  that  his  hon.  Friend  should  rest 
satisfied  with  having  ventilated  the  ques- 
tion in  an  able  and  most  interesting 
speech,  and  that  he  should  now  with- 
draw the  Bill ;  that  he  should  leave  the 
question  to  be  considered  for  the  next 
five  years,  by  which  time,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  public  feeling 
would  be  ripe  upon  the  question ;  and 
at  the  end  of  that  time,  if  he  then  saw 
necessity  for  it,  he  could  re-introduce  it  to 
the  attention  of  Parliament.  For  him- 
self, he  (Sir  Edward  Colebrooke)  was 
opposed  to  Free  Education  generally 
throughout  Scotland  or  the  United 
Kingaom;  and,  having  that  opinion, 
it  occurred  to  him  whether  he  should 
not  give  Notice  of  opposition  to  the  Bill* 
In  fiict,  he  should  have  done  so,  but  that 
he  had  been  in  some  difficulty  as  to  the 
present  law  on  the  subject.    As  he  i^ 
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the  law,  Free  Education  was  within  the 
discretion  of  any  school  board  through- 
out Scotland — that  was  to  saj,  they 
could  impose  such  small  and  nominal 
fees  as  almost  to  amount  practically  to 
Free  Education;  and,  therefore,  he 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  allow 
them  to  g^  on  exercising  their  discre- 
tion in  the  matter  without  interference. 
Further,  they  could  not  well  discuss  the 
Bill  only  as  a  merely  permissive  one, 
applicable  to  certain  places,  but  must 
consider  its  bearing  with  reference  to 
the  whole  of  Scotland ;  and,  if  it  were 
so  applied,  it  would  be  yery  difficult  for 
school  boards  in  other  parts  of  the 
country  to  get  the  people  to  pay  fees. 
The  consequences  of  this  Bill  were  so 
serious,  in  fact,  that  the  House  should 
hesitate  before  committing  itself  in  any 
form  to  the  adoption  of  such  a  proposal. 
His  hon.  Friend,  he  thought,  had  advo- 
cated this  question  on  very  narrow 
grounds.  He  had  discussed  it  almost 
from  beginning  to  end  with  reference 
to  its  bearing  on  compulsory  education. 
It  was  not  said  that  the  fees,  as  now 
levied,  pressed  so  unduly  on  the  working 
classes  as  to  amount  to  a  grievance,  in 
which  it  was  the  duty  of  Parliament  to 
relieve  them.  On  the  contrary,  his  hon. 
Friend's  contention  was  that,  as  Parlia- 
ment had  done  so  much  for  the  working 
classes,  they  ought  to  do  everything  for 
them.  He  ooiud  not  follow  his  hon. 
Friend  in  that  line  of  argument.  He 
thought  that,  having  put  the  schools  on 
their  present  efficient  fooling,  they  had 
a  right  to  expect  that  thoge  persons  who 
had  children  should  contribute  accord- 
ing to  their  means  for  their  education. 
Then,  with  respect  to  the  question  of  com- 

Sulsion,  he  did  not  see  any  very  great 
ifficulty  as  to  that.  In  the  old  times, 
the  feeling  in  favour  of  education  was 
•o  strong  that  there  was  little  necessity 
for  any  compulsion  whatever ;  and,  al- 
though there  were  now  certain  cases  in 
which  the  parents  neglected  their  duty, 
still,  as  a  principle,  he  thought  the  sys- 
tem formerly  existing  acted  soundly ; 
and  he  hoped  the  time  would  speedily 
arrive  when  they  could  return  to  it.  He 
oonsidered,  therefore,  the  difficulties  to 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  referred  were 
of  a  temporary  character,  and  he  looked 
forward  to  the  time  when  there  would 
not  be  that  difficulty  of  driving  the  peo- 
ple to  school,  but  that  the  people  would 
oome  forward  to  take  advantage  of  the 


education  offered  them,  and  would  not 
require  the  adoption  of  such  compulsory 
rules  as  those  proposed  by  the  Bill  under 
consideration.  The  question  was  a  very 
large  one,  and  before  they  adopted  it 
one  ought  to  consider  to  what  it  tended, 
because  it  was  no  light  tax.  If  it  were 
adopted,  then  the  rates  to  be  levied 
should  not  be  employed  for  the  benefit 
of  a  certain  class,  but  for  that  of  all,  as 
was  the  case  in  the  United  States  of 
America,  where  large  sums  were  raised 
for  education ;  and  that  American  sys- 
tem was  what  they  would  have  to  look 
forward  to  and  to  face  if  they  agreed  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  What  Would 
be  the  pecuniary  result  if  the  Bill  be- 
came law?  It  would  throw  an  addi- 
tional £250,000  upon  the  ratepayers  of 
Scotland.  Even  then  it  would  not  have 
the  effect  of  entirely  breaking  up  the 
adventure  schools,  though  he  believed  a 
great  blow  had  been  dealt  to  such  schools 
owing  to  the  fact  that  the  school  boards 
in  general  had  adopted  the  principle  of 
religious  education.  He  thought  the 
ratepayers  had  a  right  to  be  considered ; 
and,  considering  how  heavy  local  rates 
Were  now,  some  better  ground  should 
be  given  than  the  ground  given  by  his 
hon.  Friend  as  to  why  they  should  adopt 
so  sweeping  a  measure.  Moreover,  if 
they  were  to  go  the  length  of  the  United 
States  system,  they  would  run  the  risk 
of  reviving  the  religious  difficulty  which 
had  been  practically  set  at  rest  by  the 
compromise  which  had  now  been  arrived 
at.  The  difficulties  to  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had  alluded  were  of  a  temporary 
character,  although,  no  doubt,  in  Glas- 
gow they  were  very  great,  as  20,000 
children  were  swept  into  the  schools 
under  the  operation  of  the  Education 
Act,  who  formerly  received  no  education 
at  all.  But  he  (Sir  Edward  Colebrooke) 
was  in  hopes  that  in  the  course  of  a  short 
time  those  difficulties  would  cease  alto* 
gether,  and  parents  would  recognize 
fully  the  advantage  of  sending  their 
children  to  school  without  being  com- 
pelled to  do  so  by  law.  His  hon.  Friend 
said  Edinburgh  was  ripe  for  Free  Edu- 
cation on  account  of  the  success  of  the 
Heriot  Schools.  No  doubt,  there  was  a 
feeling  in  Edinburgh  in  favour  of  Free 
Education ;  but  the  question  as  to  the 
future  application  of  the  funds  of  Heriot's 
Hospital  was  still  undecided — that  was 
to  sa  V,  whether  the  system  of  free  schools 
•hould  be  maintained,  or  whether  they 
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should  follow  the  practice  of  other  schools, 
and  impose  moderate  fees.  One  of  the 
difficulties  to  which  his  hon.  Friend  had 
adverted  arose  from  having  these  free 
schools  side  by  side  with  the  board 
schools;  but  the  solution  of  that  diffi- 
culty was,  he  thought,  to  be  found  in  a 
different  direction  from  that  advocated 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Gltisgow.  He 
(Sir  Edward  Colebrooke)  had  the  honour 
of  sitting  on  a  Commission  which  was 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Educa- 
tional Endowments  of  Scotland  ;  and  he 
was  led  to  the  conclusion  that  these 
schools  had  a  demoralizing  effect  upon 
the  country,  while  they  tended  to  increase 
the  difficulty  of  enforcing  education  in 
the  board  schools.  There  was  at  pre- 
sent a  Bill  before  Parliament  dealing 
with  these  endowments ;  and  if  it  passed 
during  the  present  Session,  which  he 
hoped  it  would,  he  trusted  it  would  be 
the  means  of  introducing  some  reforms 
into  these  schools,  and  thus  lead  to  a 
better  system  of  education  throughout 
the  great  cities,  and  Scotland  generally. 
With  regard  to  the  probable  effect  of 
Free  Education,  the  statements  advanced 
by  his  hon.  Friend  (Dr.  Cameron)  were 
inconsistent  with  those  obtained  by  for- 
mer Commissions.  The  general  opinion 
of  these  Commissions  was  that  Free 
Education,  instead  of  tending  to  raise 
children,  had  exactly  the  contrary  effect 
— a  demoralizing  effect ;  and  that  that 
was  not  the  case  when  a  moderate  fee 
was  charg^.  Holding  these  opinions, 
if  this  question  went  to  a  division,  he 
should  certainly  vote  for  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill ;  but  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend, 
having  ventilated  the  subject,  would 
save  the  House  from  a  division  by  with- 
drawingit. 

Mb.  WEBSTEB  said,  he  had  such  a 
sincere  respect  for  the  services  of  the 
hon.  Member  (Dr.  Cameron)  on  behalf 
of  Scotch  legislation,  that  personally  his 
feelings  would  have  been  in  favour  of 
supporting  the  Bill ;  but  with  regard  to 
the  present  measure,  he  was  compelled 
to  come  to  an  entirely  different  conclu- 
sion. He  dissented  from  the  principles 
of  the  Bill,  and  he  differed  from  many 
of  the  arguments  and  statements  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  used.  The  Bill 
proposed  to  introduce  an  entire  innova- 
tion upon  the  system  of  education  which 
nad  prevailed  in  Scotland  for  centuries, 
and,  lie  thought,  to  the  g^eat  advantage 
of  the  community.  Much  stress  had  been 
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laid  by  the  hon.  Member  in  moving  the 
Bill,  and  previously  in  a  very  able  speech 
he  delivered  in  Glasgow   on  the  com- 
pulsory nature  of  the  Scotch  Education 
Act,  and  his  hon.  Friend  had  said  that 
if   the   State  compelled    attendance  it 
should  also  relieve  the    parent  of  tbe 
child  of  the  fees  for  such   attendance; 
and  the  pa3rment  of  fees,  in  the  words 
of  the  hon.  Member,  was  described  as  a 
tax,  as  a  drag  upon  attendance,  and  as 
neutralizing  the  good  of  all  the  rest  of 
the  Scotch  educational  system.   The  fact 
was  that  through  the    greater  part  of 
Scotland — at  all  events,  in  that  part  with 
which  he  (Mr.  Webster)  was  connected- 
compulsion  had  little  to  do  with  attend- 
ance,  because  in  Aberdeenshire  there 
had  prevailed  for  centuries,  and  there 
still  prevailed,  the  laudable,  wholesome, 
and  honourable  custom  of  the  children 
attending  school  regularly  without  com- 
pulsion, and  of  the  parents  paying  will- 
ingly, and  being  proud    to  pay  to  the 
utmost  of  their  ability,  the  fees  for  the 
attendance  of  their  children.     Talnng, 
as  an  example,  Aberdeen,  the  city  he 
had  the  honour  of  representing,  he  found 
that  the  amount  drawn  from  fees  was 
£6,608,  and  in  the  adjoining  parish  of 
Old  Machar  it  was  upwards  of  £1,000, 
and  throughoutthe  parishes  of  thecounty, 
in  all  upwards  of  92,  the  amount  drawn 
from    fees    was  proportionately  large. 
The  Bill,  therefore,  in  proposing  to  sac- 
rifice those  fees,  would  waste,  and  with 
no    countervailing    advantage,    a  very 
large  sum  of  money,  which  was  at  pre- 
sent derived  from  the  parents  of  the 
children  and  devoted  to  educational  pur- 
poses, and  the  consequence  would  be  to 
throw  a  corresponding  amount  upon  the 
local  rates,  a  matter  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  did  not  sufficiently  advert.    He 
spoke  of  the  abolition  of  fees  in  Edin- 
burgh as  involving  only  an  increase  in  the 
rates  of  Id,  per  £  I ;  but  he  did  not  refer 
to  the  fact  that  over  the  greater  part  of 
Scotland  the  abolition  of  ^es  woiUd  add 
very  largely  to  the  rates.    In  the  case 
of  Aberdeen  the  abolition  of  the  fees 
would  cause  a  loss  of  nearly  £7,000,  and 
would  require  a  corresponding  increase 
in  the  rates.      The  school   rate  there 
was  already  [6d.  in  the  pound,  and  it 
would    requiro    an   additional  rate  of 
6d.  in  order  to  make  up  for  the  loss 
sustained  by  the  abolition  of  the  fees* 
In  the  county  parishes  of  Aberdeenshire 
a  similar  sacrifice  and  a  similar  rise  of 
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rate  would  be  occasiooed,  and  many  of 
them  at  present  paid  very  heavily  for 
the  school  rate,  the  rate  being  in  some 
of  those  parishes  as  much  as  %d.  and  ^d, 
in  the  pound.  The  hon.  Member  also  laid 
stress  upon  the  alleged  expense  of  col- 
lecting the  fees,  and  the  loss  of  time 
entailed  on  the  teachers ;  but  his  refer- 
ence to  the  expense  of  enforcing  the 
attendance  of  children  at  school  was 
based  exclusively  on  the  experience  of 
Glasgow.  He  (Mr.  Webster)  had  been 
at  the  pains  to  inquire  how  that  would 
affect,  for  instance,  the  city  of  Aberdeen, 
and  he  was  assured  that  the  supposed 
difficulty  and  expense  of  collecting  the 
fees,  and  all  the  alleged  loss  of  time  on 
the  part  of  the  schoolmaster,  were  exceed- 
ingly over-estimated — that,  in  point  of 
fact,  there  was  no  appreciable  loss  of 
time  on  the  part  of  the  teachers  in  col- 
lecting the  school  fees.  Again,  it  might 
be  quite  true  that  the  expense  in  Glasgow 
of  enforcing  the  compulsory  attendance 
of  children  at  school  amounted  to  £4,000, 
and  that  the  cost  in  the  adjoining  burgh, 
Govan,  which  was  part  of  Glasgow,  was 
£5U0;  but  if  they  took  the  trouble  to 
refer  to  the  Eeturn  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber applied  to  Parliament  for,  they 
would  find  that  the  cost  in  Glasgow  was 
larger  than  the  whole  expense  of  the 
other  burghs  of  Scotland.  While  £4,500 
seemed  to  have  been  applied  somehow 
or  other  in  Glasgow,  the  expense  of 
enforcing  attendance  in  all  the  rest 
of  the  large  burghs  of  Scotland  in- 
cluded in  the  Betum  amounted  to  only 
£2,280^not  one-half  of  the  cost  of 
Glasgow  alone.  In  the  case  of  Aber- 
deen, with  fees  amounting  to  about 
£7,000,  the  whole  expense  of  enforcing 
the  attendance  of  children  was  only 
£201.  The  fact  was,  the  expense  at 
present  of  enforcing  compulsory  attend- 
ance was  next  to  nothing,  and  there  was 
the  Betum  to  support  this  statement. 
The  House  would  therefore  see  that 
that  element  of  the  case  might  be  dis- 
regarded, while  it  had  to  be  remem- 
bered that  it  was  not  the  payment  of 
fees  which  was  the  drag  upon  the  at- 
tendance at  school ;  it  was  really  the 
neglect  and  indifference  of  parents  which 
made  them  careless  of  the  attendance  of 
their  children  at  school,  and  still  more 
their  desire  to  benefit  by  their  earnings ; 
and  it  would  still  require  the  compulsory 
machinery  to  be  continued,  even  if  the 
present  Bill  were  to  pass.    All  the  ele- 


ments of  carelessness,  neglect,  and  indif- 
ference, and  that  greed  for  the  earnings 
would  be  as  operative  under  the  proposed 
new  plan  as  under  the  existing  plan ;  and 
it  was  the  deliberate  opinion  of  Dr.  Cal- 
derwood,  one  of  the  witnesses  who  was 
examined  before  one  of  the  Commissions, 
and  who  had  been  Chairman  of  the  Edin- 
burgh School  Board,  and  who  was  entirely 
opposed  to  this  proposed  system,  that, 
instead  of  lessening,  it  would  increase 
the  expense  of  the  compulsory  machinery 
which  was  required  to  enforce  the  attend- 
ance of  children  at  school.  It  was  his 
(Mr.  Webster's)  own  opinion,  and  the 
opinion  of  those  best  acquainted  with 
education  in  Scotland,  that  parents  are 
quite  willing  to  pay  fees  for  the  educa- 
tion of  their  children,  and  it  was  hardly 
to  be  doubted  that  the  effects  and  value 
of  the  education  were  increased  in  no 
small  degree  by  that  practice.  It  is, 
besides,  a  stimulus  and  benefit  to  the 
teacher  to  give  him  the  interest  arising 
from  his  drawing  a  share  of  the  fees. 
He  left  to  others  to  speak  of  the  effect 
of  the  Bill  on  denominational  schools, 
but  he  had  the  greatest  sympathy  with 
the  objections  entertained  by  parents 
who  might  dislike  sending  their  children 
to  the  board  schools  while  they  continue 
to  be  sectarian.  He  was  aware  that  his 
hon.  Friend  did  not  make  his  scheme 
compulsory  upon  any  part  of  Scotland ; 
but  if  the  Bill  were  passed,  it  would  be 
a  recognition  on  the  part  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  advantage  of  its  principle  ; 
and  it  would  be  unworkable  in  practice 
to  have,  say,  one  parish  in  a  large  town 
adopting  it,  while  another,  only  divided 
by  a  street,  followed  the  other  system. 
In  conclusion,  he  maintained  that  public 
opinion  in  Scotland  was  distinctly,  so 
far  as  indicated,  hostile  to  the  Bill. 
Onlv  five  Petitions  had  been  presented 
in  Its  favour,  while  42  had  been  pre- 
sented agEiinst  it.  He  trusted  the  House 
would  not  consent  to  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  and  if  additional  funds  should 
be  required  for  the  purpose  of  education, 
he  ventured  to  say  the  Educational  En- 
dowment Bin  now  before  the  House 
would  provide  a  better  means  of  improve 
ing  education  than  would  be  afforded  by 
this  Bill. 

Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  said,  he  felt 
bound  to  oppose  the  Bill.  The  people 
of  Scotland  had  been  for  a  long  time 
accustomed  to  pay  school  fees,  which  had 
been  very  moderate  in  amount,  although 
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they  came  to  a  large  aggregate,  and  the 
payment  of  fees  had  been  believed  to  con- 
duce to  a  sense  of  independence  on  the 
part  of  parents,  and  also  to  the  parents 
taking  a  greater  interest  in  their  chil- 
dren's education.  His  hon.  Friend  (Dr. 
Cameron)  had  argued  that  if  15«.  were 
already  paid  for  the  education  of  a  child, 
the  parent  would  not  be  further  pauper- 
ized or  demoralized  by  a  further  payment 
of  5».  He  (Mr.  J.  A.  Campbell)  thought 
it  might  be  put  that  the  lbs,  represented 
the  interest  that  the  public  had  in  the 
education  of  the  child,  and  the  bs,  repre- 
sented the  parent's  interest.  Certain  it 
was  that  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, if  carried  out  to  its  legitimate 
issues,  would  do  something  to  impair  that 
healthy  feeling  of  independence  which 
had  generally  prevailed,  would  diminish 
the  interest  of  parents  in  their  children's 
progress  at  school,  would  put  a  heavy 
additional  burden  on  the  local  rates, 
and  would  disturb  and  imperil  existing 
educational  arrangements — and  all  for 
the  sake  of  an  experiment  hitherto  un- 
tried in  this  country,  on  a  large  scale, 
and,  so  far  as  tried,  not  an  absolute 
success.  The  object  of  the  Bill ,  as  stated 
in  its  clauses,  was  simply  to  allow  school 
boards  to  give  Free  Education  to  such 
scholars  as  were  brought  to  board  schools 
under  the  compulsory  clauses  of  the 
Education  Act ;  but  the  ailments  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
went  beyond  that,  and  went  the  length 
of  providing  Free  Education  for  all  chil- 
dren. Let  them  look  first  at  the  im- 
mediate object  of  the  Bill.  The  Bill  was, 
of  course,  permissive  only ;  but  it  was 
obvious  that  if  adopted  by  one  school 
board,  the  inconvenience  of  a  different 
system  prevailing  in  a  neighbouring 
parish  would  be  so  great  that  they  must 
look  upon  it  asintended  to  be  uH^^^ 
all.  The  Bill  had  regard  to  those  ^m- 
dren  brought  to  school  under  the  com- 
pulsory clauses,  and  they  must  all  feel 
great  sympathy  for  the  very  poor  parents 
of  many  of  those  children.  They  re- 
quired assistance,  no  doubt,  in  some 
form  ;  but  the  Education  Act,  he  pointed 
out,  provided  such  assistance  to  a  certain 
extent,  inasmuch  as  the  Parochial  Board 
Was  authorized  to  pay  the  fees  of  such 
children  as  they  considered  to  bo  in  cir- 
cumstances to  require  that  assistance, 
and  to  do  so  without  making  their  parents 
paupers  in  the  eye  of  the  law.  He  found 
that  last  year,  on  account  of  children's 
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attendance  at  public  or  board  iehools, 
there  were  payments  by  Parochial  Boards 
to  the  extent  of  £12,600,   and  on  ac- 
count of  poor  children  attending  other 
schools — inspected  schools,  bat  not  board 
schools  —  £2,150,     altogether     nearly 
£15,000    expended    bj   the    Parochial 
Boards  in  fees  of  poor  children.    Then 
the  school  boards  had  been,  he  thought, 
tender  and  judicious  in    administering 
the  compulsory  clausee.      They  recog- 
nized that  it  was  an  objectionable  thing 
to  bring  parents  of  poor  children  even 
so  much  in  contact  with  the  Parochial 
Board  as  to  apply  for  these  fees,  except 
when  absolutely  necessary ;  and,  there- 
fore, they  sought  other  means  of  getting 
the  fees  before  directing  parents  to  apply 
to  the  Parochial  Board.    He  could  speak 
for  the  school  board  of  Glasgow  in  that 
respect.     Then  as  to  cost,  it  had  been 
noticed  that  the  cost  of  working  the 
compulsory    clauses   under   the    school 
board  of  Glasgow  was  as  much  as  £4,000. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr. 
Webster)  expressed  some  surprise  that 
it  should  be  so  much  in  excess  of  the 
sums  reported  by  other  school  boards. 
The  explanation  was  a  very  simple  one. 
The  terms  of  the  inquiry  on  the  part 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (I^- 
Cameron)  for  information  ,on  that  point 
were  not  very  clear,  so  that  the  school 
boards  understood    them    in    different 
ways.  The  Glasgow  School  Board  under- 
stood that  it  was  the  whole  cost  of  the 
school  attendance  department  that  was 
wanted,  the  full  cost  of  the  machinery 
connected  with  enforcing  the  attendance 
of  children — and  so  they   included  ia 
their  Eeturn  the  salaries  of  82  Eohool 
board  officers,    a  principal  officer,  and 
three  clerks ;  a  proportion  of  the  office 
expenses  of  the  board,  uniforms  for  offi- 
cers, an  allowance  to  a  medical  officer 
who  attended  to  cases  of  sickness  among 
the  children  brought  under  the  notice 
of  the  school  board  officers — all  this  in 
addition  to  the  expense  of  prosecuting 
defaulters.     Now,  the  expense  of  prose- 
cuting defaulters  was  only  £200,  or  i 
per  cent  of  the  whole  amount  sp^n* 
in  connection  with  the  enforcement  of 
school  attendance,  as  reported  bv  the 
Glasgow  School  Board;  and  if  that  board 
appeared  to  a  disadvantage  as  compared 
with  others,  the  reason  was,  not  that  it 
had  been  extravagant  where  others  were 
careful,  but  that  other  boards  had  not 
reported  their  expenses  in  die  same  ftiU 
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iray  as  tbat  board  Had  done.  For  in- 
Btance,  who  could  believe  tbat  tbe  great 
town  of  Greenock  expended  in  con- 
nection witb  tbe  compulsory  clauses  of 
the  Act  only  £3  16«.  6d, — wbicb,  be 
presumed,  was  merely  tbe  cost  of  prose- 
cutions— and  tbat  tbe  town  of  Stirling 
only  spent  £1  Ss.?  He  said  tbat  as 
vindicating  tbe  Glasgow  Scbool  Board 
on  account  of  tbe  way  it  was  repre- 
sented in  tbe  Hetum.  Now,  what  was 
involved  in  this  proposal  of  the  Bill, 
tbat  children  brought  to  schools  by  com- 
pulsion were  to  get  their  education 
gratis?  What  would  be  tbe  effect? 
Why,  in  the  first  place,  it  would  add 
greatly  to  the  number  of  children  brought 
in  by  the  compulsory  rules.  At  present 
tbe  parent  had  a  motive  to  avoid  the 
interference  of  tbe  school  board  officer. 
If  the  Bill  were  passed  be  would  have 
a  motive  to  court  it.  He  would  have  an 
interest  in  being  careless  about  the  at- 
tendance of  bis  children,  in  order  that 
tbe  school  board  officer  might  lay  bolt 
of  them  and  bring  them  in  under  the 
compulsory  clauses,  so  that  he  might 
get  their  education  for  nothing.  It 
would  add  greatly  to  the  labours  and, 
ultimately,  to  the  cost  of  the  compulsory 
officers.  But  more  was  intended  than 
this.  What  .was  argued  was  that  Free 
Education  should  be  given  to  all  chil- 
dren in  public  schools.  Well,  he  thought 
they  should  ask  what  that  would  cost. 
That  inquiry  was  important,  in  order  to 
see  what  additional  rate  they  were  to 
have  substituted  for  fees.  He  found, 
from  tbe  Return  moved  for  last  year  by 
tbe  bon.  Member  for  Glasgow,  that  tbe 
fees  received  from  scholars  at  the  public 
or  board  schools,  after  deducting  the  fees 
paid  by  Parochial  Boards,  amounted  to 
£194,383.  It  appeared  in  this  way.  The 
fees  received  at  board  schools,  as  re- 
ported in  tbe  Return,  were  £207,000,  and 
of  this  amoimt  there  was  paid  by  Paro- 
chial Boards  £12,600,  leaving,  as  paid 
by  scholars,  £194,000.  So  much  for 
board  schools.  But  what  about  the  other 
inspected  schools  ?  The  Return  did  not 
refer  to  them.  But  the  discontinuance 
of  fees  in  board  schools  would  affect 
other  schools  as  well.  Now,  in  the  Report 
of  tbe  Committee  of  Council  for  1879-80 
be  found  tbat  tbe  fees  paid  at  other 
inspected  schools  amounted  to  £55,843, 
BO  tbat  the  total  amount  of  fees  paid 
by  scholars  in  inspected  schools,  board 
schools,  and  others,  was  £249,726,  or 


nearly  £250,000.  That  was  tbe  reve- 
nue that  would  be  lost  by  the  adoption 
of  the  system  of  Free  Education ;  and 
how  was  it  to  be  replaced  ?  The  bon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  said  that  a  small 
addition  to  the  rate  in  Edinburgh,  and 
an  insignificant  addition  all  over  the 
country,  would  do.  The  same  Return,  No, 
35,  gave  them  the  amount  of  \d.  in  the 
pound  on  the  valuation  rental  of  Scotland, 
and  he  found  that  it  was  £81,000 ;  so 
tbat  in  order  to  get  £250,000  they  would 
require  an  additional  rate  all  over  Scot- 
land on  an  average  of  3i.  in  the  pound. 
The  school  board  of  Glasgow  had  the 
subject  under  their  consideration  lately, 
and  came  to  the  conclusion  that  to  adopt 
Free  Education  there  would  involve,  at 
the  very  lowest,  an  additional  rate  of 
Hd.f  or,  in  fact,  double  the  present  rate. 
He  had  said  that  to  discontinue  fees  in 
public  schools  would  lead  to  a  change  in 
other  than  public  schools.  The  question 
was,  whether  these  schools  would  have  to 
be  abandoned,  or,  if  continued  without 
fee?,  would  they  receive  a  share  of  tbe 
rate  in  lieu  of  fees?  That  other  schools 
would  have  to  be  considered  was  clear 
from  the  statistics  of  the  school  board 
of  Glasgow.  That  board  took  statistics 
last  month,  in  the  week  of  the  Census, 
so  that  the  information  was  of  the  most 
recent  character.  It  was  found  that  in 
the  first  week  of  April  there  were  on 
the  roll  of  public  schools — that  was, 
board  schools — in  Glasgow  35,000  chil- 
dren, and  on  the  roll  of  other  inspected 
schools — not  adventure  schools,  but  other 
schools  inspected  by  the  Department — 
22,446 — sliowing  that  there  was  a  large 
number  of  children  to  be  considered  when 
speaking  of  tlie  attendance  at  tbe  in- 
spected schools  of  the  country  which 
were  not  board  schools.  And  the  foes 
of  these  would  have  to  be  considered. 
But  if  a  share  of  the  rate  in  lieu  of  fees 
was  not  to  be  given  to  other  than  board 
schools,  then,  in  addition  to  the  rate 
which  would  have  to  be  imposed  to  re- 
place the  fees,  they  would  have  to  con- 
sider the  great  additional  expense  of  new 
buildings  for  the  accommodation  of  the 
children  now  attending  inspected  schools 
which,  under  the  operation  of  the  pro- 
posed system,  would  have  to  be  dis- 
continued. But  were  they  sure  that 
they  could  do  without  those  schools 
which  were  other  than  public  schools  ? 
What  about  the  Roman  Catholic  schools 
at  which  ther«  was    in    Glasgow    an 
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attendance  of  about  12,000  cHldren — 
would  Boman  Catholics  have  both  to 
support  their  own  schools  and  pay  the 
additional  rate  ?  And  what  about  Eng- 
land?—  because,  if  the  system  were 
adopted  North  of  the  Tweed,  there  might 
be  a  similar  movement  South  of  it. 
Would  England  be  prepared  to  discon- 
tinue all  schools  except  board  schools  ? 
The  difference  at  present  between  being 
able  to  support  schools  alongside  of 
public  schools  and  not  was  very  much  a 
matter  of  fees.  With  the  fee,  a  school 
not  a  public  school  could  hold  its  own  ; 
but  if  they  took  away  the  fee  from  the 
public  school,  the  other  would  have  to 
give  up  its  fee  also,  and  then  there 
would  be  great  difficulty  in  supporting 
it.  He  would  only  further  refer  to  what 
had  been  said  as  to  the  regular  attend- 
ance at  schools  where  no  fees  were 
charged.  Eeference  had  been  made  to 
the  Heriot  Schools  in  Edinburgh.  No 
doubt,  in  the  Heriot  Free  Schools  the 
attendance  was  very  good  ;  but  that 
was  not  an  illustration  to  the  purpose 
at  all.  These  were  free  schools  planted 
in  the  midst  of  schools  where  there 
were  fees,  so  that  the  children  attend- 
ing the  Heriot  Schools,  if  dismissed  on 
account  of  irregularity,  would  be  forced 
into  schools  where  fees  were  charged. 
The  parents  had  thus  an  interest  in  keep- 
ing them  in  close  attendance  at  school, 
because  there  was  so  much  to  lose  if  the 
children  attending  those  schools  were 
forced  into  others.  If  an  illustration 
were  wanted  of  the  effect  of  Free  Edu- 
cation, he  (Mr.  J.  A.  Campbell)  would 
rather  recommend  the  hon.  Member  to 
turn  to  the  Ist  Eeport  of  the  Endowed  In- 
stitutions Commission,  where  he  would 
find  some  curious  facts  about  Wallace 
Hall  Academy,  in  Dumfriesshire,  where 
there  was  Free  Education.  The  statistics 
of  that  school  for  four  and  a-half  years 
from  1875  onwards  showed  that  the  per- 
centage of  scholars  attending,  out  of  the 
total  number  of  scholars  on  the  roll,  was 
67  per  cent,  64,  62,  62,  68.  Another 
objection  to  the  measure  was  that  the 
interests  of  education  would  be  imperilled 
bj  it,  because,  the  fees  varying  with  the 
kind  of  education  given,  there  was  some- 
thing in  the  fee  that  encouraged  the 
teaching  of  the  higher  subjects.  Take 
away  the  fee,  and  they  then  took  from 
the  school  board  a  motive  to  do  some- 
thing more  than  merely  earn  the  grant 
ftom  the  Department,  and  the  oonse- 
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quence  might  be  that  there  would  be  a 
letting  down  of  the  standard  of  educa- 
tion. On  that  subject  he  had  the  honour 
to  present  to  the  House  a  Petition  from 
the  Educational  Institute  of  Scotland; 
and  the  opinion  of  that  body,  an  im- 
portant association  of  schoolmasters, 
was  that  the  Bill  would  tend,  in  many 
instances,  to  the  lowering  of  the  standard 
of  education,  and  they  looked  upon  it  as 
a  measure  calculated  to  excite  hostility 
to  educational  progress  in  Scotland.  He 
therefore  had  pleasure  in  supporting 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  DALY,  in  opposing  the  Bill,  said, 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  had  failed  to 
give  the  House  any  substantial  reason 
why  it  should  adopt  legislation  of  that 
kind.     The  hon.   Member   had   shown 
that  the  only  cause  to  which  the  imper- 
fect attendance  at  public   schools  waa 
due  was  the  payment  of  the  small  sum 
of  12«.  5id,  a-year  for  the  education  of 
each  child.     Taking   into    account  the 
opportunities  of  education  in  Scotland, 
and  the  fact  that  certain    allowaocee 
were  made  in  the  fees  of  a  number  of 
children  belonging  to  the  same  familyr 
he  thought  the  hon.  Member  paid  a  very 
poor  compliment  to,  and  did  not  do  mach 
justice  to,  the  educational   instincts  oi 
the  Scotch  people,  when  he  put  that  for- 
ward as  a  reason  for  the  disinclination 
of  parents    to    send   their  children  to 
school.     It  certainly  brought  to  the  sur- 
face a  sentiment  not  uncommon  in  Scot- 
land— namely,  that  parents  should  reap 
the  advantages  of  the  education  of  their 
children,  while  they  wished  other  people 
to  pay  for  it.     His  (Mr.  Daly's)  main 
objection  to  the  Bill  was  the  mode  of 
the  imposition  of  the  tax.     He  thought 
his  co-religionists  in  Scotland  were  pay- 
ing quite   enough   under  the  existing 
arrangement,  and  now  they  were  to  be 
called  upon  to  make  a  further  contribu- 
tion.    He  considered  it  very  unfair  that 
they  should  be  called  upon  to  contribute 
towards  the  payment  of  12*.  5d.  per  head 
for  the  education   of   children    whose 
parents  should  pay  it  themselves,  an  J 
under  a  system  of  education  from  which 
they  were  debarred  by  conscientious  ob- 
jections from  deriving  any  benefit.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  described  tho 
principle  of  the  Bill  as  optional ;  but  it 
was  compulsory  on  Boman  Catholics  as 
far  as    regarded    the    contribution  of 
taxes,  because  they  woidd  have  no  power 
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of  making  their  opinions  upon  the  sub- 
ject felt  in  the  school  boards.  Supposing 
they  were  to  give  the  power  to  boards 
elected  by  popular  suffrage  in  Ireland  to 
levy  a  rate  for  Free  Education,  what  an 
outcry  would  there  be  from  the  owners 
of  property  and  others  belonging  to  the 
Disestablished  Church,  if  these  boards 
proposed  to  assess  a  rate  on  property  to 
educate  the  Catholic  children  of  Ireland. 
That  principle  was  just  the  same  as  re- 
garded the  Catholics  of  Scotland.  Tak- 
ing into  account  the  disabilities  under 
which  his  co-religionists  in  that  country 
laboured,  he  rejoiced  to  hear  of  the  great 
increase  in  attendance  at  their  schools  in 
recent  years,  and  he  thought  it  would  be 
most  unjust  to  saddle  them  with  a  tax 
which  the  Scotch  workman  and  artizan 
should  have  no  objection  to  pay  for  the 
education  of  their  children. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ELLIOT,  who  also 
opposed  the  second  reading,  said,  that 
all  parties  benefited  by  such  rates  as 
that  for  the  maintenance  of  public 
roads,  and  the  police  rates  in  the  public 
protection  which  they  afforded ;  but 
what  was  peculiar  about  the  rate  now 
proposed  was  that  it  was  used,  not  for 
the  benefit  of  all  parties,  but  for  the 
benefit  of  those  who  had  voluntarily 
chosen  to  incur  this  extra  expense.  The 
object  was  not  to  pay  those  expenses 
which  people  could  not  afford,  but  which 
they  could  perfectly  well  provide,  and 
which  they  were  at  present  able  and 
willing  to  pay.  That  put  the  matter  on 
an  entirely  different  footing  from  any- 
thing they  had  been  accustomed  to  as 
regards  rating.  He  would  admit  that 
that  was  not  a  conclusive  reason  against 
the  Bill ;  but  it  showed  beyond  all  doubt 
that  the  benefits  to  be  derived  from  this 
additional  rate  were  of  a  very  doubtful 
character  indeed.  He  did  not  think  it 
had  been  shown  that  the  general  opinion 
of  Scotland  was  in  favour  of  such  a  Bill ; 
and  even  in  Glasgow  it  had  beeu  shown 
that  it  would  be  some  years  before  such 
an  extensive  educational  change  could 
be  made.  There  was  accommodation 
now  in  board  schools  for  some  50,000 
persons  who  did  not  go  there;  but  if 
these  50,000  did  go  there,  there  would 
be  an  enormous  increase  in  the  school 
fees;  so  that  a  far  greater  proportion 
of  the  expense  would  then  be  borne  by 
the  school  fees,  and  less  would  be  paid 
by  the  public  rates.  Therefore,  they 
bad  to  hope  that,  as  private  adventure 


schools  were  one  after  another  broken 
down  or  driven  out  of  the  way  by  board 
schools,  they  might  look  for  a  consider- 
able diminution  of  the  rate.  But  if 
there  were  no  other  reason  for  opposing 
the  Bill,  he  would  oppose  it  simply  on 
the  ground  of  its  permissive  and  partial 
character.*  Really  this  was  a  matter 
which  should  be  dealt  with  as  concern- 
ing Scotland  as  a  whole.  It  was  quite 
out  of  the  question  that  in  one  parish 
education  should  be  provided  entirely 
by  public  aid,  and  in  another  that  fees 
should  be  charged.  He  did  not  think  it 
right  that  a  question  of  such  very  great 
national  importance  should  be  dealt  with 
by  school  boards  in  the  different  parishes. 
Therefore,  although  he  did  not  say  there 
would  not  be  many  advantages  in  adopt- 
ing such  a  system,  yet,  considering  its 
optional  character  and  very  partial  ap- 
plication, and  considering  also  that,  in 
his  judgment,  the  country  was  not  ripe 
for  it,  he  would  vote  against  the  second 
reading. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
McLaren)  :  Sir,  I  confess  to  having  a 
strong  general  sympathy  with  the  object 
of  the  Bill  introduced  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron), 
because  I  think  there  can  be  no  better 
expenditure  of  public  money,  whether 
raised  by  local  or  Imperial  taxation, 
than  in  giving  to  the  children  of  the 
population  of  our  country  an  education 
fitting  them  for  their  station  in  life 
and  the  obligations  they  have  to  dis- 
charge ;  and  we  have  already,  to  a 
large  extent,  adopted  that  principle. 
At  the  same  time,  I  feel  glad  that 
my  hon.  Friend  has  not  intimated  his 
intention  to  press  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  to  a  division,  because  it  is 
quite  plain  that  public  opinion  upon 
this  subject  has  not  been  expressed  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  enable  the  House 
to  decide  definitely  whether  the  opinion 
of  Scotland  is  for  or  against  this  mea- 
sure, as  the  ultimate  form  of  our  edu- 
cational system.  It  is,  I  think,  a  ques- 
tion of  the  future,  as  to  which  it  is  very 
likely  that  the  opinion  of  the  country 
next  year,  or  two  or  three  years  hence, 
may  be  different  from  the  opinions 
gathered  from  the  Parliamentary  repre- 
sentation of  the  present  time.  The 
question  is  one  of  a  very  large  and  com- 
plex character,  involving  considerations, 
educational,  financial,  and  social,  all  of 
which  have  to  be  taken  into  account  be- 


765 


Free  Education 


{COMMONS) 


{Scotland^  BiU.  756 


fore  we  can  arrive  at  a  proper  solution 
of  the  matter.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Glasgow  has  looked  mainly 
at  the  educational  side  of  the  question, 
and,  viewed  from  that  standpoint,  un- 
doubtedly there  is  a  great  deal  to  be 
said  in  its  favour.  It  is  true,  as  said 
by  one  of  the  subsequent  speakers,  that 
you  cannot  consider  this  question  apart 
from  the  mode  of  supplying  the  funds 
required  by  our  Universities  and  se- 
condary schools ;  that  you  cannot  raise 
the  question  of  Free  Education  in  ele- 
mentary schools  without  considering 
how  far  you  are  thereby  affecting 
the  relations  of  these  to  education  in 
its  higher  grades.  But  I  think  the 
House  may  consider,  in  connection  with 
that  subject,  that  we  do  already,  to  a 
very  large  extent,  support  the  higher 
education  of  the  country  out  of  the  pub- 
lic funds.  In  the  Universities  of  Scot- 
land any  person  who  is  desirous  of 
studying  a  particular  subject  may,  for  a 
class  sessional  fee  of  £3  3«.,  obtain  all 
the  advantages  of  that  University  for 
the  subject  which  he  desires  to  study. 
For  an  expenditure  representing  not 
much  more  than  1».  a- week  he  may,  on 
any  given  subject  he  wishes,  obtain  the 
advantages  of  the  University,  and  the 
services  of  its  most  eminent  Professors. 
That  sum  represents  but  a  very  small 
proportion  of  the  total  cost  of  our  Uni- 
versity Education.  If  you  take  into  ac- 
count all  the  capital  which  has  been 
provided  from  time  to  time  in  Univer- 
sity buildings ;  if  you  capitalize  the  an- 
nual grants  made  to  those  institutions 
for  a  very  long  period  of  time ;  if  you 
look  at  the  amount  of  money  which  has 
been  contributed  to  them  by  private - 
benefaction,  and  which  may  in  one  sense 
be  regarded  as  public  money,  since  it  is 
appropriated  to  a  public  purpose,  and 
when  you  consider  also  the  various  pri- 
vileges, such  as  the  copyright  and  other 
privileges,  which  have  been  accorded  to 
them,  you  will  find  that  a  proportion, 
certainly  not  less  than  that  which  is  con- 
tributed by  the  public  tc^fE"e  elementary 
schools,  also  comes  out  of  public  funds 
towards  the  maintenance  of  our  Univer- 
sities. Then  you  have  to  consider  the 
schools  in  which  secondary  education  is 
given  to  the  children  of  the  Scotch  popu- 
lation; although  we  have  no  uniform 
Bystem,  yet,  to  a  very  large  extent,  they 
fliso  are  maintained  out  of  public 
funds.    In  the  city  which  I  represent  a 
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large  J)roportion  of  the  children  of  the 
middle  classes  are  educated  at  the  Mer- 
chant   Company's    Schools,   which  are 
schools  founded,  no   doubt,  by  private 
benefactors,  but  which,  under  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  have  been  converted  from 
charitable   institutions    into    secondaiy 
schools,  mainly  supported  from  public 
funds,  although  fees  of  moderate  amount 
are  charged  tot  he  scholars.     Our  High 
Schools  in  the  chief  burghs  and  cities 
are  supported,  to  some  extent,  from  the 
common    good    of   the    Municipahties, 
and   under  the  Education  Amendment 
Act  power  is  given  to  school  boards  out 
of  the  local  rates  to  erect  and  establish 
schools  for  Higher  Education,  without 
any  limit  as  to  the  subjects  to  be  taught, 
or  the  character  of  the  instruction  to  be 
imparted.     Now,  therefore,  it  cannot  be 
said  that,  even  under  our  present  sys- 
tem, the  Higher  Education   imposes  a 
burden    upon    the  middle    and  upper 
classes  of  society    disproportionate  to 
that   which  is   borne   by   the   working 
classes  in  connection  with  our  system  of 
Elementary  Education.     But  when  we 
look  to  the  financial  considerations  that 
enter  into  this  question,   I  think,  too, 
that  my  hon.  Friend  has  stated  fact* 
which  are  very  well  deserving  of  con- 
sideration.     The    statistics    which   he 
quoted  with  regard  to  some  Highland 
parishes  certainly  seem  to  prove  that,  as 
far  as  they  are  concerned,  tne  imposition 
of  school  fees  is  practically  of  very  little 
use  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  the 
schools,  and  that  they  might  just  as  well 
be  abolished  in  many  of  those  parishes 
for  any  public  benefit  which  that  system 
affords.     I  do  not  say,  however,  that  jou 
should  abolish  them  in  the  Highlands 
and   the  smaller  rural  parishes  while 
maintaining  them  in  our  large  towns. 
This,  I  confess,  is  the  chief  objection  to 
my  hon.  Friend's  measure,  I  mean  its 
permissive  character.     I  think  it  is  im- 
possible to   deal  with  this  question  of 
Free  Education  in  the  manner  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  proposes,  by  learing 
it  to  the  ratepayers  in  each  place  to  say 
whether  they  will  adopt  the  system  of 
Free  Education  or  continue   the  pre* 
sent  system.     The  result  would  be  that 
wherever  the  class  whose  children  are 
instructed  in  these  schools  formed  ^V^' 
ponderating  majority  in  favour  of  Fre« 
Education  it  would  be  established ;  while 
in  many  rural  districts,  where  Free  Edu- 
cation is  quite  as  much  needed,  hot 
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where  that  class  hare  not  the  same  de- 
termiDing  influence  in  the  constitution 
or  manajz^ement  of  the  school  boards, 
you  would  find  that  the  present  system 
would  be  continued.     This,  I  venture 
to  think,  would  not   be  a  satisfactory 
way  of  solving  the  question.     I  think 
it  must  be  left  to  the  more  matured 
opinion  of  the  country  to  say  whether 
they  would  abolish  school  fees  all  over 
the  country,   taking  financial   and   all 
other  considerations  into  account.    Now, 
there  is  one  modification  of  the  present 
system  which  I  venture  to  think  might 
be  considered  by  Parliament,   even  in 
the   present  Session,  or  after  a   short 
interval,  and  which  would  tend  to  re- 
move one  of  the  chief  objections  urged 
by  my  hon.  Friend  to  the  present  system. 
I   think  it  might  become  the  House  to 
consider  whether  the  mode  of  exacting 
the  fees  of  children  whose  parents  are 
unable  to  pay  them  might  not  be  altered. 
The  Ilouse  is  aware  that  under  the  Eng- 
lish Elementary  Education  Acts  power 
is  given  to  the  school  board  to  grant 
the  remission  of  foes  to  children  whose 
parents  are  unable  to  pay  for  their  edu- 
cation.    I  am  not  aware  that  any  incon- 
venience has  resulted  from  the  existence 
of  that  power,  or  that  schools  are  more 
facile  in   granting  indulgence  to  poor 
parents  in  England  than  in  my  country, 
where  a  different  system  prevails.     But 
under  the  Scotch  Education  Act  there  is 
no  power  of  remission  ;  but,  instead  of 
remitting  the  fees,  the  school  board  is  em- 
powered to  call  upon  the  Parochial  Board, 
which  administers  the  Poor  Laws,  topay 
the  fees  for  children  whose  parents  are 
disabled  by  poverty  from  paying.  Now, 
I  know  that  in  large  towns  this  is  felt  as 
a  great  hardship  by  parents  of  the  work- 
ing classes — those,  I  mean,  who  obtain 
the  benefit  of  the  clause.     The  people 
complain  that  their  children  are  looked 
down  upon  by  the  children  of  paying 
parents,  that  they  are  said  to  be  on  **  the 
rates,"   and   that  they  feel,    in  conse- 
quence, a  sort  of  social  degradation.     So 
much  is  this  the  case,  that  I  believe 
many  parents  who  have  seen  better  days, 
but  have  fallen  into  poverty,  have  been 
induced   to  keep    their    children  from 
school    from   unwillingness    to   receive 
Free    Education,    in    the    form    of    a 
payment  out  of  the  poor  rates.     What 
object  there  is  in  making  this  payment 
in  this  way  I  am  at  a  loss  to  conceive. 
Under  the  Education  Act  the  school  rate 


and  the  poor  raie  are  identical.  The 
school  board  makes  a  requisition  on  the 
Parochial  Board  to  make  a  certain  addi- 
tion to  the  poor  rate.  The  ratepayers 
are  the  same.  The  two  rates  are  col- 
lected together,  and  one  and  the  same 
receipt  is  g^ven  for  both ;  and  what  is 
done  under  the  power  of  paying  fees 
is  nothing  more  than  taking  money 
out  of  one  hand  and  putting  it  into 
the  other.  The  advantage  of  this  mode 
of  keeping  accounts  I  cannot  conceive, 
and  the  only  object  gained  is  that 
which  is  not,  in  my  opinion,  a  legiti- 
mate one,  of  endeavouring  to  prevent 
parents  from  taking  advantage  of  the 

Eower  granted  them  by  the  Act  by 
randing  them  as  paupers  and  exposing 
their  children  to  obloquy.  I  think  the 
objection  to  pauperizing  the  poor  and 
working  classes  might  with  more  force 
be  applied  to  that  system  than  to  the 
system  under  which  education  is  given 
without  payment  to  all  classes  of  the 
community ;  and  I  trust — and  I  know 
that  on  this  subject  I  have  the  sym- 
pathy of  my  right  hon.  Friend  beside  me 
(Mr.  Mundella) — we  may  be  able  to  re- 
medy that  blot,  for  so  I  venture  to  call 
it,  and  to  enable  the  school  boards  to 
give  Free  Education  without  calling  in  the 
aid  of  the  Parochial  Board  to  legalize  it. 
That  would  be  Free  Education  to  those 
who  cannot  obtain  education  in  any  other 
way,  and  I  trust  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  will  turn  his  attention  to  that 
part  of  the  case,  and  that  he  may  be 
able  to  support  us  in  carrying  through 
a  reform  which,  though  one  of  less 
magnitude,  would,  I  believe,  be  very 
much  appreciated  by  the  working  classes. 
I  hope  he  will  be  content  with  having 
made  a  valuable  contribution  to  the 
information  of  the  House  on  educational 
matters,  and  wait  until  public  opinion 
has  been  matured  on  this  question,  which 
must  be  ultimately  decided  in  accord- 
ance with  the  general  views  of  rate- 
payers and  the  feelings  and  customs  of 
the  country. 

Mr.  COCHEAN-PATRICK  said,  that 
if  he  was  not  disposed  to  regard  as  valid 
some  of  the  arguments  used  bv  his  hon. 
Friend  (Dr.  Cameron),  he  hoped  he 
would  not  be  accused  of  want  of  appre- 
ciation of  the  clearness  with  which  he 
had  brought  the  subject  under  considera- 
tion. He  quite  admitted  that  it  was  a 
subject  eminently  fitted  for  calm  and 
carefol  consideration     He  also  thought 
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it  was  a  subject  that  involved  changes 
of  very  great  importauce  and  involved  a' 
large  pecuniary  burden  on  the  ratepayers 
of  Scotland ;  and,  therefore,  he  thought  he 
expressed  the  feeling  of  a  considerable 
majority  of  Scotch  Members  when  he  said 
that  it  would  require  very  forcible  and 
practical  arguments  before  a  change  of 
such  importance  could  be  brought  about. 
He  regretted  that  he  could  not  vote  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  although 
he  was  quite  willing  to  admit  that,  un- 
der certain  circumstances  and  certain 
conditions,  a  mode  of  education  sup- 
ported solely  by  the  rate,  not  by  pay- 
ments made  by  the  parents  or  the  reci- 
pients of  the  education,  might  be  suc- 
cessful; but  he  differed  from  his  hon. 
Friend  in  this — that  he  did  not  think 
that  in  Scotland  the  circumstances  and 
conditions  were  such  as  would  warrant 
the  change  proposed.  There  were  one 
or  two  arguments  of  his  hon.  Friend 
which  had  not  yet  been  answered.  The 
hon.  Member  based  his  first  argument 
in  favour  of  his  proposed  change  on  the 
fact  that  education  to  a  certain  extent, 
that  was,  so  far  as  Elementary  Education 
was  concerned,  was  made  compulsory  by 
law.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Cochran- Patrick)  en- 
tirely admitted  that  fact,  and  that  it  was 
a  valid  argument  so  far  as  it  applied  to 
those  unable  to  pay;  but  the  moment 
they  passed  the  disability  to  pay  he 
failed  to  see  the  application  of  the  argu- 
ment. In  certain  parts  of  his  argument 
his  hon.  Friend  put  himself  in  conflict 
with  the  most  advanced  educationists  on 
that  point.  He  (Mr.  Cochran-Patrick) 
would  not  quote  the  opinions  of  the  g^eat 
educational  authorities  in  Germany  and 
France,  but  would  mention  one  whose 
opinion  was  entitled  to  great  weight  in 
that  House.  In  an  article  contributed 
to  The  Fortnightly  Heview,  in  1869,  Mr. 
John  Stuart  Mill  used  these  words — 

"  The  State  does  not  owe  gratuitous  educa- 
tion to  those  who  can  pay  for  it;  the  State 
only  owes  gratuitous  elementary  education  to 
those  who  cannot  pay  for  it." 

Therefore,  his  hon.  Friend  went  beyond 
the  limit  laid  down  by  that  great  autho- 
rity. Then  his  hon.  Friend  found  an- 
other argument  in  favour  of  his  pro- 
posal, in  the  fact  that  the  State  already 
paid  for  a  considerable  proportion  of  the 
cost  of  education.  He  (Mr.  Cochran- 
Patrick)  would  admit  that  that  had  a 
certain  bearing;  but  it  did  not  go  the 
length  that  his  hon.  Friend  put  it.    He 
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agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow University  (Mr.  J.   A.  Campbell) 
that  education  was  made  compulsory  be- 
cause it  was  a  benefit  to  the  State ;  and 
when  it  was  advantageous  to  the  State 
it  was  fair  and  reasonable  that  the  State 
should  pay  a  considerable  proportion  of 
its  expense.     But  education  had  also  a 
very  important  bearing  on  individuals. 
Take  two  individuals  of  the  same  abihty; 
the   man  with  education  bad   superior 
advantage  to  the  other,  and  it  was  un- 
fair and  unjust  that  the  State  should 
pay  the  whole  cost  of  it,   but  perfectlj 
fair    that   the  individual    in    question 
should  pay  his  share  of  it.     His  hon. 
Friend  (Dr.  Cameron)  had  urged  a  strong 
reason  in  the  fact  that  the  matter  of  fees 
was  one  that  involved    a    very  large 
expense  in  collection.     It  did  involve  a 
certain  amount  of  expense ;  but  his  hon. 
Friend  did  not  propose  to  make  educa- 
tion free  in  the  sense  that  nothing  was 
to  be  paid  for  it.     The  argument  waj 
only  valid  if  his  hon.  Friend  could  show 
that  rates   were   more   easily   collected 
than   school  fees.     The   hon.    Member 
took  a  large  number  of  instances  from 
Glasgow ;  but  he  (Mr.  Cochran-Patrick) 
found  it   stated  in   the  daily  Press  of 
Glasgow,  on  the  24th  of  February,  that 
in   that  city  there  were    130,000   ratt>- 
payers,  and  out  of  that  number  there 
were   55,000    against    whom    warrants 
were  issued  for  arrears  of  taxes  during 
the  year.     He  thought  that   made  it  a 
question  whether  the  collecting  of  these 
rates  would  be  less  expensive  than  that 
of  fees.    As  to  the  eflfect  of  the  payment 
of  fees  for  school  attendance,  he  ad- 
mitted that  in  some  small  percentage  of 
cases,  more  especially  in  large   towns, 
there  might  be  some  persons  who  with- 
drew their  children  from  school  for  the 
sake  of  the  payment  of  the  fees;   but 
that  was  obviated  not  by  doing  away  with 
fees,  but  by  making  fees  payable  in  ad- 
vance, because  then   they  would  have 
the  same  reason  operating  in  favour  of 
the  fees  as  that  which  was  urged  against 
them,  for  it  was  within  his  experience, 
as  chairman  of  a  school  board,  that  when 
parents  paid  fees  in  advance  they  kept 
their  children  at  school  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  the   advantage  of  the  fu^ 
amount  of  money  paid.     That  was  en- 
tirely borne  out  by  the  experience  of 
those  who  were    intimately  connected 
with  education  in  Scotland,  as  well  as 
by  the  general  experience  of  other  ooun- 
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tries  in  Europe.  In  the  Report  laid 
before  the  Frenoh  Government  on  the 
question  of  Free  Education,  he  found 
that  the  Professor  of  one  of  the  Commu- 
nal schools  in  Paris  said  if  the  pupil 
paid  a  very  small  sum  there  would  be 
more  regularity  in  attendance  than  if 
he  paid  none,  and  this  was  a  fact  at- 
tested by  experience.  Other  witnesses 
before  the  Commission  in  France  bore 
corresponding  testimony.  His  hon. 
Friend,  he  would  admit,  had  reason  for 
his  complaints  about  the  unsatisfactory 
attendance  in  Glasgow;  but  he  (Mr. 
Cochran -Patrick)  was  not  sure  that  he 
had  selected  the  right  cause  for  that 
irregularity.  He  found  in  the  report  of 
the  school  board  of  Glasgow  in  reference 
to  this  matter  the  statement  that  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  poverty  and  distress 
among  many  families,  seriously  injuring 
the  education  of  the  children.  It  was  not 
only  fees,  which  in  many  cases  formed 
a  small  part  of  the  difficulty,  but  want  of 
sufficient  food  and  suitable  clothing.  He 
thought  the  fees,  therefore,  had  not  the 
exclusive  bearing  that  the  hon.  Member 
was  inclined  to  put  upon  them.  A  great 
deal  was  said  of  the  example  of  America 
and  other  places  where  Free  Education 
existed ;  but  he  was  not  altogether  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  statement  that  edu- 
cation in  America  was  so  superior  to  that 
of  this  country.  Of  course,  the  circum- 
stances of  America  were  different  from 
our  own.  There  were  large  endowments 
of  land  in  America  that  were  not  here. 
Judging  the  education  of  America  on 
three  points,  its  quality,  the  number  re- 
oeiving  it,  and  the  means  by  which  it 
was  given,  authoritative  reports  on  each 
of  those  points  went  to  show  that  in  re- 
spect of  each  the  educational  status  of 
America  was  not  better  than  that  of  this 
country.  He  would  only  allude  to  one 
other  point  in  the  Bill — its  permissive 
character.  He  thought  that  was  one 
chief  objection  to  it,  for  this  reason. 
Under  the  existing  law  in  Scotland  there 
was  no  power  in  a  school  board  to  order 
a  child  to  go  to  any  particular  school. 
There  was  absolute  freedom  to  the 
parent  to  send  his  child  to  whatever 
school  he  liked ;  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
whenever  the  number  at  a  given  school 
in  re^lar  attendance  exceeded  the  num- 
ber for  which  the  school  was  built 
originally,  the  Education  Department 
would  come  down  upon  the  local  school 
board  and  insist  on  an  addition  to  the 
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school  building.  Now,  supposing  a 
single  school  board,  in  a  particular 
district,  were  to  take  advantage  of  this 
Act  and  give  Free  Education,  they  would 
at  once  have  children  from  the  surround- 
ing neighbourhood  coming  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  boon,  and  an  immediate 
call  from  the  Department  to  provide  ac- 
commodation for  the  parish,  although 
the  school  was  overcrowded  by  children 
who  did  not  belong  to  the  parish ;  and 
that  was  a  serious  objection  to  the  Bill. 
He  did  not  believe  that,  at  the  present 
moment,  the  people  of  Scotland  wished 
the  adoption  of  such  a  measure.  If, 
therefore,  it  went  to  a  division  he  would 
vote  against  it. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  he  had  lis- 
tened with  much  attention  to  all  the 
arguments  stated  against  the  Bill.  The 
most  cogent  of  these  was  the  one  that 
the  people  of  Scotland  were  not  yet  en- 
tirely in  unison  on  the  subject;  that 
public  opinion  in  Scotland  had  not  gone 
the  length  of  supporting  the  measure. 
He  thought  it  was  a  strong  argument, 
but  all  the  more  he  thanked  the  hon. 
Member  for  bringing  up  this  subject, 
because  he  felt  satisfied  that  every 
debate  like  this  would  have  a  ten- 
dency to  stir  up  public  opinion,  and 
bring  about  the  change  which  he  looked 
upon  as  necessary,  as  inevitable,  if  they 
were  ever  to  make  their  education  what 
it  ought  to  be.  The  argument  about 
demoralizing  the  people  by  a  free  sys- 
tem of  education  could  not  be  sustained, 
because  this  was  the  principle  of  edu- 
cation in  America,  in  Germany,  in 
Switzerland,  and  France;  and  could 
they  demoralize  the  people  here  by  the 
same  gift  of  Free  Education  ?  That  fact 
might  be  taken  as  disposing  of  that 
argument.  The  reason  why  Free  Edu- 
cation was  complementary  to  what  they 
had  already  done  was  because  they  had 
done  so  much.  They  had  established 
an  expensive  plant  in  the  country  for 
education ;  and,  having  done  so,  it  was 
their  duty  as  intelligent  beings  to  make 
the  most  they  could  of  that  plant  by 
educating  their  people  to  the  utmost 
they  could  with  it.  It  was  well  known 
that  the  plant  already  existing  in  the 
country  was  equal  to  accommodating 
50,000  more  pupils  in  our  schools,  and 
why  should  we  not  have .  them  in  the 
schools?  They  were  kf^pt  back,  to  a 
great  extent,  for  want  of  means  to  pay 
for  their  education.    The  right  hon.  and 
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learned  Lord  Advocate  had  said — Giye 
the  school  boards  power  to  free  from 
fees  those  who  were  not  able  to  pay; 
and  he  had  pointed  out  what  was  a  well 
known  fact,  that  their  distinction  in 
Scotland  of  requiring  the  parent  to  go 
to  the  Parochial  Board  and  get  the  fees 
for  the  child's  education  was  a  very  bad 
system  indeed.  It  did  tend  to  demoralize 
and  pauperize  the  people ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Anderson)  did  not  know  that  the  Eng- 
lish system  was  altogether  good.  It 
allowed  school  boards  to  remit  the  fees ; 
but  it  did  not  provide  for  the  case  of 
Homan  Catholics.  But  the  Scotch  sys- 
tem of  Parochial  Board  relief  gave 
allowances  to  Catholic  children,  even 
though  they  were  not  attending  board 
schools.  Therefore,  if  there  was  any 
power  given  to  Scotch  school  boards  to 
remit  the  fees  of  the  children,  it  should 
go  a  little  further,  and  give  some  g^ant 
to  those  who  declined  to  go  to  board 
schools.  That,  he  thought,  was  the 
necessary  consequence  of  their  having 
given  so  much  power  to  voluntary  schools 
as  the  established  system  did.  It  was 
objected  that  the  supporters  of  the  Bill 
did  not  go  in  for  an  entirely  compul- 
sory system  of  Free  Education ;  but 
if  they  did  not  leave  it  permissive, 
how  were  they  to  get  the  experience 
which  was  to  prove  to  the  people  the 
advantage  of  this  system  ?  Hon.  Mem- 
bers declined  to  take  it  from  America. 
They  -declined  to  take  it  from  Germany 
and  other  countries.  They  said  that  in 
these  countries  the  conditions  were  dif- 
ferent. If  they  did  not  adopt  it  first  in 
a  permissive  way  here,  they  would  not 

f^et  experience  from  which  they  would 
earn  its  advantages  in  this  country. 
Even  if  the  argument  against  its  being 
permissive  was  good  as  regards  himself 
and  others  who  approved  of  going 
further,  it  was  not  a  good  argument  for 
Parliament,  which  had  already  in  its 
treatment  of  English  education  made 
that  entirely  permissive.  Parliament, 
therefore,  acknowledged  that  the  per- 
missive system  was  the  right  thing  as 
regards  England.  They  had  no  com- 
pulsory school  boards  in  England.  The 
English  Act  did  not  make  boards  com- 

Sulsory  in  every  parish  in  England,  as 
id  the  Scotch  Act  in  Scotland.  [Mr. 
MuNDELLA :  Compulsion  is  absolute  now 
throughout  England.]  Yes,  where  there 
was  a  school  board ;  but  there  was 
no  compulsory  school  board  in  every 
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parish.  If  the  right  hon.  Chntlemaa 
would  introduce  a  Bill  to  make  boardi 
compulsory  in  England,  he,  at  least, 
should  be  most  happy  to  support  him  in 
carrying  it  out.  One  hon.  Member 
spoke  of  Elementary  Elducation  being  a 
public  benefit ;  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  State  to  maintain  it;  but  that,  as 
regarded  all  education  above  that,  it 
was  an  individual  benefit.  He  (Mr. 
Anderson)  took  exception  entirely  to 
that  remark.  He  maintained  that  higher 
education  than  Elementary  Edacation 
was  not  a  mere  individual  advantage, 
but  was  an  immense  advantage  to  the 
State.  It  was  an  advantage  to  e?^ 
country  to  have  the  whole  people  brooght 
up  to  the  highest  level  of  education  that 
they  could  possibly  reach.  For  that 
reason,  he  objected  to  the  argument  that 
they  could  not  go  beyond  the  merest 
rudiments  of  education  as  an  advantage 
to  the  State.  It  was  because  they  irere 
behind  in  that  Higher  Education  that  ha 
desired  to  see  Free  Education  given.  It 
was  because  he  saw  other  countries  going 
before  us  that  he  wanted  them  to  adopt 
the  same  principle  from  which  they  had 
made  their  start.  He  considered  that 
the  system  of  school  fees  tended  to 
dwarf  the  system  of  education  under 
every  department.  It  made  it  the  in- 
terest of  the  schoolmaster  to  get  as 
many  scholars  as  he  could,  irrespectiTe 
of  his  ability  to  teach  them.  The  De- 
partment compelled  him  to  get  lai^ 
buildings,  but  did  not  compel  a  larger 
number  of  teachers.  [Mr.  Mukdella: 
Yes,  we  do.]  He  doubted  whether  they 
did  that  to  anything  like  a  sufficient  ex- 
tent. There  had  been  an  attempt  made 
in  Glasgow  to  adopt  Technical  Education 
in  an  endowed  school,  which  had  been 
changed  into  a  technical  school.  What 
had  been  their  experience  ?  They  could 
not  get  pupils  from  board  schools  in 
Glasgow  sufficiently  well  taught  to  re- 
ceive even  the  elements  of  a  Technical 
Education.  They  were,  therefore,  at 
that  moment  —  notwithstanding  their 
having  got  an  Act  of  Parliament  some 
years  ago  to  make  it  entirely  a  technical 
school — obliged  to  keep  it  still  at  least 
one-half  elementary,  simply  for  want  of 
a  sufficient  number  of  pupils  who  had 
received  a  sufficiently  good  teaching  it 
the  board  schools  to  enable  them  to 
receive  the  rudiments  that  that  school 
was  prepared  to  give  them.  He  did  not 
think,  when  they  were  bo  £ar  behind  iu 
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Scotland,  that  thej  were  likely  to  be 
much  farther  ahead  in  England.  Scot- 
land used  to  be  a  Tery  well  educated 
country ;  but  the  education  they  received 
long  ago  was  only  a  g^d  education 
comparatiyely  with  other  countriea  at 
that  time.  That  education  was  not 
the  same  education  now.  Supposing 
they  had  universally  in  the  country  the 
same  Parochial  Education  they  used 
to  get,  it  would  not  be  a  good  edu- 
cation compared  with  the  education  in 
other  countries  of  this  day.  He  did  not 
want  to  see  Scotland  stand  still ;  he 
wanted  to  see  her  advancing.  In  the 
stage  of  education  they  must,  at  least, 
keep  on  a  level  with  what  other  countries 
were  doing.  They  were  not  doing  it, 
and  he  did  not  beUeve  they  would  do  it 
until  they  adopted  that  system  of  Free 
Education.  They  had  still  to  hear  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Education  Department  had  to  say 
on  the  subject ;  and,  as  he  used  to  be  a 
good  reformer,  he  (Mr.  Anderson)  hoped 
he  would  still  show  himself  in  favour  of 
reform.  However  that  might  be,  he  be- 
lieved, as  he  had  said,  that  every  debate 
of  the  nature  of  the  present  would  ma- 
terially improve  the  views  of  the  country 
upon  the  subject.  He  would  conclude 
by  cordially  supporting  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

M&.  MACDONALD  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down  (Mr.  Anderson),  and  regarded 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  as  one  of  a  most  hopeful 
character.  The  hon.  Member  who  intro- 
duced the  Bill  (Dr.  Cameron)  had  urged 
that  the  present  system  had  the  effect  of 
making  the  people  that  required  to  get 
education,  and  who  had  to  apply  to  the 
Parochial  Boards  for  payment  of  the 
fees,  feel  that  they  were  being pauperi/od. 
As  one  who  took  a  deep  interest  m  these 
matters,  he  (Mr.  Macdonald)  could 
corroborate  that,  for,  as  a  member  of  a 
school  board,  his  experience  was  that 
parents  who  were  unable  to  pay  the 
children's  fees  themselves  did  not  care 
to  go  and  sue  or  petition  the  Parochial 
Board  to  do  so,  because  their  children 
were  stamped  with  the  mark  of  pauper 
children  on  account  of  their  asking  re- 
lief. That  was  a  thing,  in  his  opinion, 
which  shotdd  be  g^t  rid  of  as  soon 
as  powible,  for  he  knew  of  nothing 
more  degrading  than  the  manner  in 
which  the  privuege  of  Free  Education 


was  at  present  extended  to  poor  people. 
There  was  another  point  in  regard  to  the 
school  board  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  very  properly 
noticed,  and  that  was  the  cumoersome 
mode  that  existed  at  the  present  moment 
with  regard  to  the  way  in  which  the 
boards  investigated  the  cases  submitted 
to  them.  The  persons  summoned  by  the 
school  board  had  to  go  before  a  meeting 
of  the  board,  and  had  sometimes,  it  might 
be,  to  wait  a  whole  day  to  make  the  state- 
ment that  they  were  not  able  to  educate 
their  children.  They  were  ordered  to  go 
to  the  Believing  Board  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  an  order  there  to  educate  the 
children.  The  school  boards  had  no 
power,  as  they  ought  to  have,  to  order 
the  payment  of  fees  without  having  re- 
course to  Parochial  Boards.  The  way 
in  which  the  Parochial  Boards  dealt 
with  these  matters  was  an  outrage  on 
the  feelings  of  the  people,  and  com- 
plaints were  frequent  on  the  part  of 
Homan  Catholics  that  they  had  to  apply 
over  and  over  again,  simply  because  the 
children  who  were  to  receive  Free  Educa- 
tion were  Roman  Catholics.  He  thought, 
therefore,  they  ought  to  have  the  power 
required  to  deal  with  these  cases.  As 
the  subject  had  been  so  well  ventilated, 
he  trusted  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
not  press  for  a  division.  He  believed  in 
Free  Education  ;  but  he  was  also  in 
favour  of  compulsory  education  all  over 
the  country.  In  the  parish  where  he 
was  a  member  of  the  school  board  there 
was  a  great  lack  of  attendance  before 
compulsion  was  introduced ;  but  since 
then  the  increase  in  attendance  of  Koman 
Catholic  children  had  been  enormous, 
lie  was  glad  the  hon.  Member  had  in- 
troduced the  subject,  and  he  hoped  they 
would  yet  see  Free  Education  all  over 
Scotland. 

Mr.  HAMSAY  thought  the  House 
must  be  satisfied  that  the  question 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Dr.  Cameron)  was  well  worthy  of  con- 
sideration. Regarding  the  state  of  edu- 
cation  in  Scotland,  he  conceived  the 
House  was  indebted  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  having  introduced  this  measure.  In 
his  (Mr.  Ramsay's)  opinion,  the  hon. 
Member  attached  more  importance  to 
the  state  of  matters  in  various  parts  of 
the  Continent  than  he  was  entitled  to 
do.  He  spoke  of  the  state  of  education 
in  Switzerland  and  the  Tyrol  as  being 
satisfactory,  and  that  without  oompul* 
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sioB.  But  that  satisfactory  attendance 
was  not  owing  to  Free  Education,  but 
to  the  sentiment  of  the  people,  which 
demanded  the  education  of  the  young. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the 
state  of  matters  in  Germany,  where 
there  was  a  very  stringent  compulsory 
law,  it  would  be  found  that  even  there 
regularity  of  attendance  was  only  se- 
cured where  the  sentiment  of  the  people 
was  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  law.  The  hon.  Gentleman  also 
referred  to  America ;  but  there,  according 
to  the  Report  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Fraser  to 
the  **  Schools  Inquiry  Commission,"  the 
compulsory  law  was  wholly  inoperative, 
and  irregular  attendance  was  one  of  the 
greatest  drawbacks  to  the  progress  of 
education.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman (Colonel  Bame),  who  moved  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill,  said  that  if  the  Bill 
were  passed  the  whole  of  the  artizan 
and  labouring  classes  would  be  educated 
at  the  expense  of  others.  If  he  (Mr. 
Ramsay)  could  suppose  that  that  mea- 
sure would  secure  the  education  of  the 
whole  mass  of  the  population,  he  should 
be  very  glad  to  give  it,  or  any  measure 
which  would  bring  that  about,  his  cor- 
dial support.  But  he  did  not  think  it 
was  necessary  to  take  such  a  step  as 
was  proposed,  so  as  thereby  to  inter- 
fere with  the  existing  system  of  board 
schools,  and  it  was  on  that  account  that 
he  would  deprecate  the  passing  of  any 
such  measure  at  the  present  time.  He 
therefore  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  (Dr. 
Cameron)  would  be  satisfied  with  the 
discussion  which  had  taken  place,  and 
withdraw  his  Motion.  In  the  county  of 
Inverness,  to  which  reference  had  been 
made,  there  was  a  large  Catholic  popu- 
lation, and  it  was  said  the  teachers  there 
favoured  Free  Education  in  the  hope 
that  it  would  induce  Catholics  to  send 
their  children  to  the  board  schools.  Re- 
ference had  also  been  made  to  the  parish 
of  Kin  tail.  Now,  some  years  ago  a  com- 
plaint was  made  to  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion that  the  school  board  of  that  parish 
had  ceased  to  levy  fees,  for  the  purpose 
of  emptying  the  denominational  school 
which  existed  there.  The  Board  of 
Education  advised  the  school  board  that 
it  was  not  competent  for  them  to  charge 
no  fees  or  merely  illusory  fees.  A  pro- 
posal was  made  by  the  school  board  that 
a  fee  of  \d,  a-month  should  be  charged, 
but  that  was  held  by  the  Board  of  Edu- 
cation to  be  contrary  to  the  law ;  and, 


notwithstanding  that  they  had  received 
that  opinion,  it  seemed,  from  the  figure* 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow,  that  they  still  persisted  in 
collecting  a  very  snaall  amount  of  fees 
indeed.  Where  fees  were  not  collected 
from  such  a  cause  as  that,  he  tboaght 
the  House  would  feel  that  the  circum- 
stances would  neither  justify  the  pro- 
posed change  of  the  law  nor  the 
practice.  Public  opinion  on  this  sub- 
ject might  arrive  at  the  point  when  it 
would  be  desirable  to  have  Free  Educa- 
tion throughout  the  United  Kingdom; 
but  the  people  of  ^Scotland  were  not  pre- 
pared for  such  a  measure  at  present, 
and,  therefore,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  withdraw  his  Bill. 

Me.  WARTON  said,    that,   although 
many  Scotch  Members  had  spoken  upon 
the  subject,  the  only  hon.  Member  who 
had   supported   the   hon.    Member  for 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  was  his  hon. 
Colleague  (Mr.  Anderson  ),  who  was  famed 
for  his  courage,  and   who  was  always 
ready  to  rush  into  the  breach.     He  (Mr. 
Warton)   considered  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the    Universities  of 
Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  (Mr.  J.  A.  Camp- 
bell) had    effectually   disposed   of  the 
arguments  advanced  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow.     The  Bill,  in  its  most  im- 
portant aspects,  seemed  to  him  a  piece 
of   Presbyterian  bigotry.      It  was  de- 
sired by  it  that  the  parents  of  children 
of  Roman  Catholics  and   EpiscopalisM 
in    Scotland  should  be  penalized,  and 
made  to  pay  rates  practically  twice  over. 
He  could  not  join  in  the  praise  which 
had  been  bestowed  upon  the  hon.  Geo* 
tleman  the  Mover  of  the  Bill,  wio^ 
speech  he  had  found  exhausting  as  well 
as  exhaustive.      It  had    certainly  ©*• 
hausted  the  patience  of  all  who  heard 
it,   and  it  did  not  contain  one  singl® 
gleam  of  light  to  light  up  the  dulness  ot 
that   Wednesday  afternoon.     He  had 
also  been  struck  by  the  curious  fact  that 
all  the  later  speakers  in  the  debate,  aft^ 
having  their  own  say,  had  deprecated 
further  discussion.     He  himself  would 
80  far  follow  their  advice  as  not  to  dis- 
cuss at  length  the  principle  of  the  BilL 
He  would  only  say  that  that  princiy^ 
appeared  to  him  to  be  radically  wrongf 
and  that  he  felt  bound  to  oppose  the 
second  reading. 

Mr.  LYDLPH  STANLEY  said,  he 
wished  to  show  why,  in  the  interests  o' 
Elementary  Education,  it  was  deairabM 
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that  a  oonmderable  step  forward  slioald 
be  taken  in  the  direction  of  free  schools. 
They  were  all  agreed  in  wishing  to  get 
the  children  to  school,  and  in  promoting 
education  as  much  as  possible ;  and  he 
thought  that  they  must  feel  that  the  at- 
tractive method  was  better  than  the  co- 
ercive and  unattractive — that  they  would 
do  more  by  setting  the  door  wide  open 
and  encouraging  the  children  to  come 
in,  than  by  setting  the  door  ajar  and 
then  inflicting  fines  and  penalties  if  they 
did  not  come  in.  There  was  at  present 
not  only  the  existence  of  the  fee,  but 
the  collection  of  the  fee  was  a  very  seri- 
ous trouble  and  inconvenience ;  and  his 
experience  of  the  matter  was  that  the 
existence  of  fees  in  the  poorer  neigh- 
bourhoods, and  not  only  among  the  re- 
spectable poor,  but  among  the  dissolute 
poor,  whom  we  had  to  consider  quite  as 
much,  led  to  great  irregularity  of  attend- 
ance. There  was  nothing  that  a  reluc- 
tant parent  would  take  advantage  of 
more  readily  for  keeping  a  child  from 
school  than  the  excuse  that  it  was  sent 
home  for  the  school  fee.  Besides,  the 
Education  Department  had  been  en- 
couragine  school  managers  to  refuse  to 
allow  chudren  to  enter  the  schools  tm- 
less  they  came  with  the  fee  in  their 
hands.  All  these  matters  made  it  very 
desirable  to  facilitate  the  admission  of 
free  scholars  to  our  schools.  But,  unfor- 
tunately, the  policy  of  the  Education 
Department  for  some  time  past  had 
been  adverse,  not  merely  to  free,  but  to 
cheaper  schools,  and  it  all  tended  to  the 
interests  of  denominational  schools.  He 
contended  that  the  schools  did  not  exist 
for  the  benefit  of  certain  sects,  but  for 
the  benefit  of  the  children,  and  that  was 
the  only  matter  which  the  Department 
or  Parliament  ought  to  consider  in  legis- 
lation on  this  question.  It  was  well 
known  to  all  who  were  practically  ac- 
quainted with  the  working  of  schools 
tnat  there  was  a  great  deal  of  rejecting 
and  shouldering  out  of  the  school  of  un- 
satisfactory children  who  did  not  earn 
grants,  and  a  great  deal  of  picking  and 
choosing  of  the  best  scholars  for  presen- 
tation at  examinations.  [''No,  pol"] 
Hon.  Members  knew  very  little  about 
schools  who  said  ''No,  no!"  for  that 
was  a  matter  of  constant  occurrence. 
They  heard  a  great  deal  about  pauperiz- 
ing children  by  giving  them  Free  Edu- 
cation ;  but  he  asked  from  what  source 
was  the  education  of  the  upper  classes 
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derived?  Was  it  not  notorious  that  the 
great  mass  of  the  educational  endow- 
ments of  the  country  were  left  to  fur- 
nish hiffher  education  for  poor  and  neg- 
lected ^Idren  ?  And  was  it  not  noto- 
rious that  those  endowments  had  been 
diverted  for  the  education  of  the  chil- 
dren of  parents  who  could  well  afford 
to  pay  the  full  price  for  it?  He  was 
not  ashamed  to  say  that  he  was  one  of 
those  who  bad  enjoyed  the  advantage 
of  the  educational  endowments  of  Eton 
and  Oxford ;  but  he  did  not  feel  that  he 
had  been  pauperized  by  it.  Then  he 
wished  to  point  out  to  those  who  said 
that  working  men  would  not  contribute 
for  education,  that  when  Parliament  de- 
clared that  the  working  man  should  not 
have  the  benefit  of  his  child's  services 
until  he  was  12  or  13  or  14  years  old,  it 
deprived  him  of  an  income  of  from  2s. 
to  5#.  a-week,  and  the  working  classes 
had  generously  accepted  that  sacrifice 
for  the  benefit  of  the  rising  generation. 
There  was  nothing  more  surprising  than 
the  readiness  with  which  compulsion 
had  been  accepted  by  the  working 
classes ;  and  he  thought  that  when  they 
already  paid  from  three- fourths  to  four- 
fifths  of  the  cost  of  education,  it  was 
drawing  a  very  fine  line  to  say  that  to 
pay  the  remaining  fifth  was  to  pauper- 
ize the  people.  He  did  not  agree  with 
all  the  details  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  agreed 
with  its  principle,  as  he  desired  to  a 
great  extent  either  to  open  the  doors 
of  the  schools  without  fees,  or  by  lower- 
ing them  whenever  it  was  thought  de- 
sirable. But  what  had  been  the  policy 
of  the  Education  Department?  There 
was  a  clause  in  the  Act  of  1870  which 
contemplated  the  establishment  of  free 
schools  in  exceptional  instances ;  but 
not  a  single  free  school  had  been  estab- 
lished throughout  England  under  tbat 
clause.  He  should  be  told,  no  doubt, 
that  no  application  had  been  made  for 
the  establishment  of  a  free  school ;  and 
the  reason  was,  tbat  when  proposals  had 
been  made  of  establishing  penny  fee 
schools,  or,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Norwich 
farthing  fee  schools,  they  had  met  with 
the  determined  refusal  and  resistance 
of  the  Education  Department.  As  that 
clause  had  been  put  in  the  Act  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  it  must  have  been 
meant  to  work,  and  he  thought  it  ought 
to  be  put  in  force.  There  might  be  15 
or  20  such  schools  in  the  poorer  parts  of 
London;   and  he  asked,  if  the  school 
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boards  were  not  prepared  to  aek  for  it, 
and  thus  to  giye  a  sensible  interpreta- 
tion to  the  Act  of  Parliament,  why  had 
not  the  Education  Department,  which 
had  shown  itself  so  keen  in  raising  fees, 
called  upon  the  School  Board  to  open 
free  schools  in  the  neglected  and  poverty- 
stricken  parts  of  London?  We  stood 
almost  alone  among  progressive  nations 
in  respect  to  this  question  of  free  schools. 
He  did  not  see  that  the  cost  for  estab- 
lishiug  free  elementary  schools  need  ne- 
cessarily fall  upon  the  rates.  The  coun- 
try out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  might 
give  large  grants  for  them.  In  Scotland 
the  proposal  would  cost  £250,000,  and 
in  England  £1,400,000,  or,  together, 
less  than  Id.  on  the  Income  Tax.  When 
the  country  was  willing  to  pay  that  for 
wars,  he  thought  it  would  not  be  a  bad 
expenditure  of  public  money  if  we  were 
to  throw  open  the  doors  of  our  elemen- 
tary schools  by  the  establishment  of  a 
free  school  system. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  before  re- 
ferrinfi^  to  the  able  speech  of  my  bon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron),  I  would  like  to  say  a  word 
upon  some  remarks  which  fell  from  the 
last  speaker,  and  which  had  no  reference 
whatever  to  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House.  My  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Lyulph 
Stanley)  maae  an  attack  upon  the  Depart- 
ment which  I  have  the  houour  to  repre- 
sent. He  stated  that  in  England  school 
boards  were  hampered  by  the  action  of 
the  Department  as  to  fees ;  that  it  has 
too  much  consideration  for  the  voluntary 
principle ;  and  that  it  has  not  yet  sanc- 
tioned a  single  free  school.  Now,  since 
I  have  been  in  the  Department,  I  have 
not  had  a  single  application  for  free 
schools,  nor  have  I  heard  of  one,  and 
there  has  never  been  fees  proposed  by 
the  London  School  Board  that  I  have 
not  sanctioned.  There  has  only  been 
one  application  about  fees  that  still 
stands  over,  and  has  not  been  sanctioned, 
and  I  have  not  sanctioned  it  because  my 
hon.  Friend  requested  me  not  to  do  so. 

Mb.  lyulph  STANLEY :  I  think 
it  is  undesirable  to  refer  to  a  private  con- 
versation— which  is  capable  of  explana- 
tion— when  I  have  no  right  of  reply. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  At  least  my  hon. 
Friend  will  bear  out  this — that  the  Lon- 
don School  Board  has  never  made  a 
request  to  the  Department  to  reduce  fees 
that  the  Department  has  not  granted. 
With  respect  to  denominational  schools, 
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my  hon.  Friend  seems  to  forget  tktt 
three-fourths  of  the  children  are  educated 
in  these  schools,  and  only  25  per  cent  m 
board  schools.  Whatever  he  or  anyone 
else  may  desire  that  the  Educational 
Department  may  do,  the  Department 
can  only  do  what  the  law  lays  down. 
The  Department  did  not  make  the  Edu- 
cation Acts.  We  simply  administer  them; 
and  I  have  endeavoured  so  to  administer 
these  Acts  as  to  encourage  education  to 
the  very  utmost  of  my  power.  With 
respect  to  the  general  discussion  which 
has  taken  place  this  afternoon,  I  think 
it  has  been  admirable  and  instructive. 
The  Motion  introduced  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Dr.  Oameron)  was  introduced  in  • 
speech  of  very  great  ability,  and  every- 
thing that  can  possibly  be  said  for  Free 
Education  was  said  by  him ;  but  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  do  not  think  he  hii 
altogether  made  out  his  case  so  strongly 
as  to  show  the  necessity,  both  for  the 
canying  out  of  compulsion  and  for  the 
cause  of  education,  that  schools  should 
be  absolutely  free.  I  approach  this 
question  without  any  prejuaice  whatever 
for  or  against  free  schools,  and  I  tho- 
roughly agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Lyulph  Stanley)  that  they  would  not 
have  a  pauperising  effect.  I  have  seen 
too  much  of  the  various  school  systems 
of  the  world  to  believe  that  free  schooli 
pauperize  anybody  who  enjoys  them. 
There  is  nobody  who  has  ever  visited 
the  schools  of  America  who  can  suppoM 
that  the  free  citizens  of  America  are 
pauperized  or  demoralized  by  their  free 
schools.  It  would  be  laughable  to  say 
so.  You  can  say  the  same  of  Switzer- 
land and  various  other  countries ;  but  I 
want  to  point  out  to  my  hon.  Friend 
(Dr.  Cameron)  that  his  Bill  does  not  go 
on  the  principle  of  the  American  schoolf 
at  all.  The  American  school  system 
does  not  introduce  a  one-class  system, 
but  his  Bill  does  introduce  a  one-class 
system.  Let  him  point  out  what  he  pro- 
poses to  enact.  He  proposes  to  enact 
that  school  boards  in  Scotland  may  pro- 
vide by  means  of  rates,  instead  of  by 
rates  and  fees,  for  the  education  in  board 
schools  of  children  resident  in  their  dis- 
tricts so  far  as  education  is  oompulaoiy- 
Now,  let  me  point  out  what  the  law  re- 
quires in  Scotland — 

*'  It  shall  be  the  dut^r  of  every  penon  to  pio- 
vide  elementary  education  in  reading,  writtn& 
and  arithmetic  for  hia  children  between  fire  Aod 
thirteen  years  of  ago." 
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Bo  that  really  my  hon.  Friend  proposes 
that  the  fees  shall  not  be  paid  for  chil- 
dren to  be  taught  reading,  writing,  and 
arithmetic  within  the  limit  of  1 3  years  of 
age.  But  is  that  the  limit  of  Free  Edu- 
cation in  America?  No;  the  whole  of  the 
education  of  America  applies  to  the  whole 
community,  and  every  class  participates. 
[The right  hon.  Gentleman  illustrated  the 
American  system  by  a  quotation  from 
the  Boston  Public  Schools'  Beport  for 
1874,  and  proceeded.]  When  I  was  in 
Boston  some  years  ago,  I  saw  sitting 
together  in  one  school  the  son  of  a  Go- 
vernor of  Massachusetts,  the  son  of  an 
Irish  emigrant,  and  the  child  of  a  free 
Negro.  All  classes  alike  avail  them- 
selves of  the  froe  schools  of  America, 
and  all  schools  are  alike  free.  The  sys- 
tem does  not  apply  merely  to  the  ele- 
mentary schools,  as  my  hon.  Friend  pro- 
poses. It  applies  also  to  the  middle  and 
higher  class  schools,  and  that  accounts 
for  the  hon.  Member  being  wrong  in  his 
statistics.  In  many  schools  of  Boston 
the  average  age  of  many  scholars  is  over 
15,  and  yet  their  education  is  paid  for 
by  the  State.  The  grammar  schools  of 
Boston  have  more  than  20,000  children. 
They  are  all  free.  The  high  schools 
have  a  very  large  number  also.  My 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley)  said 
the  Education  Department  ought  to 
allow  of  the  establishment  of  free  schools ; 
but  I  am  bound  to  say  there  is  a  good 
deal  directly  against  it,  and  we  cannot 
ffo  contrary  to  the  Act  of  Parliament. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Oameron)  complained  aboi^  the  high 
fees,  especially  in  Glasgow ;  but  the  Edu- 
cation Department  exercised  no  control, 
•specially  over  fees  in  Scotch  schools. 
The  fees  are  fixed  by  the  sc^hool  boards ; 
and  who  are  the  school  boards  ?  They 
are  elected  by  the  ratepayers,  and  it  is 
for  the  ratepayers  themselves  to  demand 
a  reduction  of  fees.  The  hon.  Member 
has  said  that  the  payment  of  fees  en- 
forced in  Scotland  under  the  operation 
of  compulsion  had  increased  very  largely 
the  cost  of  the  working  of  the  compul- 
sory clauses,  and  he  quoted  America,  to 
show  that  America  obtained  a  larger 
percentage  of  children  in  attendance, 
without  compulsion,  than  England  had 
■uooeeded  in  doing  with  compulsion. 
Now,  is  that  so?  My  experience  of 
America  is  entirely  the  reverse.  The 
constant  complaint  of  America  is  the 
abaenteeism  and  the  irregolaritj  of  at- 


tendance. Boston  is  where  you  find  the 
best  schools  in  America,  and  there  the 
schools  have  been  provided  by  the  State, 
and  are  free  schools.  They  have  been 
free  from  the  time  of  the  English  Colony 
going  there.  Now,  what  does  it  cost  to 
work  compulsion  in  the  City  of  Boston 
compared  with  Glasgow  ?  Will  my  hon. 
Friend  believe  me  that  it  costs  as  much 
to  work  compulsory  powers  in  Boston  as 
it  does  in  the  City  of  Glasgow,  which  is 
the  largest  city  in  Scotland  r  The  Eeport 
from  which  I  have  already  quoted  shows 
that,  previous  to  the  passing  of  the  first 
Act  in  1850,  truantism  and  absenteeism 
have  been  the  most  serious  evils  the 
schools  had  to  contend  with,  and  that 
they  had  gradually  recognized  the  system 
of  compulsion.  In  ltt63  an  Act  was 
passed  to  remedy  the  evils  of  truancy, 
and  in  1874  the  number  of  their  truancy 
officers  had  increased  to  14.  Now,  I 
ask  my  hon.  Friend  whether  14  truancy 
officers  in  Boston,  which  is  half  the  size 
of  Glasgow,  would  not  make  the  expense 
of  working  the  compulsory  powers  in 
Boston  quite  as  much  proportionally  as 
in  Glasgow  ?  If  it  costs  £4,000  a-year  in 
Glasgow,  14  officers  in  Boston,  at  £150 
each,  would  cost  £2,000  ;  so  that  really 
it  is  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  by  the 
abolition  of  fees  you  diminish  the  ex- 
pense under  a  compulsory  system,  be- 
cause the  whole  of  America  now  is  agi- 
tated on  this  system  of  compulsion.  But 
let  me  point  out  the  other  side  of  the 
question.  As  I  wish  to  hold  the  balance 
perfectly  equal  on  this  matter,  because  I 
have  no  prejudice  one  way  or  another, 
I  ask  where  is  it  that  compulsion  is 
achieved  with  the  greatest  results? 
Where  is  it  that  compulsion  has  pro- 
duced the  most  regular  attendance  at 
school  ?  What  part  of  the  world  would 
you  fix  upon  ?  I  will  tell  my  hon. 
Friend.  North  Germany,  Saxony,  and 
Wurtemberg,  where  fees  are  paid  regu- 
larly, and  have  been  paid  from  time  im- 
memorial, are  the  countries  where  there 
is  the  best  and  most  regular  attendance 
at  school  to  be  found  in  the  world. 
What  is  the  answer  to  that?  I  say, 
there  is  no  answer  to  that  fact.  It 
shows  that  the  attendance  does  not  de- 
pend upon  the  fees,  but  on  the  way  in 
which  the  compulsion  is  worked.  The 
senior  Member  lor  Glasgow  (Mr.  Ander^ 
son)  said  the  Technical  Education  given 
under  the  school  board  was  not  suffi- 
ciently good,  and  that,  owing  to  the  pre<> 
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sent  system,  you  cannot  get  a  class  suffi- 
ciently large  for  Technio^  Education.  If 
the  hon.  Member  had  said  there  were 
no  good  technical  institutions  in  Glasgow, 
I  should  not  have  been  surprised,  be- 
cause Technical  Education  is  of  the  highest 
in  those  countries  where,  in  the  elemen- 
tary schools,  the  fees  are  high.  I  should 
be  able  to  give  the  hon.  Member  the 
most  convincing  proof  of  that  statement, 
if  he  desired  it,  in  Papers  relating  to 
Technical  Education  in  Saxony.  My  hon. 
Friend  who  introduced  this  Bill  com- 
plained very  much  of  the  absenteeism  of 
Scotland.  Well,  since  I  have  been  at 
the  Education  Department,  nothing  has 
struck  me  more  or  gratified  me  more 
than  the  zeal  of  Scotchmen  for  educa- 
tion. I  have  received  from  that  country 
encouragements  from  day  to  day  whicn 
have  been  in  striking  contrast  to  those  I 
have  often  encountered  from  some  dis- 
tricts of  England  and  Wales.  A  Scotch 
country  gentleman  never  comes  to  me, 
and  complains  that  Scotch  education 
should  be  **  cribbed,  cabined,  and  con- 
fined," or  that  the  expense  of  it  is  too 
great.  Nothing  can  be  more  liberal 
than  the  management  of  Scotch  schools, 
and  the  progress  they  have  made  is 
something  marvellous.  My  hon.  Friend 
says  there  are  758,000  children  in  Scot- 
land, between  5  and  14  years  of  age,  and 
that  onlv  590,000  of  these  are  at  sdiool. 
But  in  that  statement  my  hon.  Friend  is 
quite  mistaken.  I  take  the  last  Beport 
of  the  Education  Department,  and  I 
think  I  will  be  able  to  show  him  that  he 
has  seriously  miscalculated  his  figures. 
In  1871  the  number  of  scholars  on  the 
school  registers  of  Scotland  in  public 
schools  was  252,802.  In  1880,  when  the 
last  Betums  were  made  up,  there  were 
on  the  register  of  public  schools  alone 
534,423,  mere  having  been  an  increase 
of  nearly  50,000  in  t^e  last  year.  My 
hon.Friendhimself  admitted  that  108,000 
were  in  other  schools,  and  there  are 
55,000  in  schools  which  are  recognized 
and  inspected  by  the  Department  and  re- 
ceiving an  annual  grant.  From  those 
fiffores,  I  think  he  will  find  that  650,000 
of  the  758,000  of  the  children  of  Scot- 
land are  thus  accounted  for;  and  if 
there  is  a  balance  not  accounted  for,  it 
is  not  difficult  to  show  where  they  may 
be  found,  because  the  compulsory  i^e 
in  Scotland  ranges  from  5  to  13,  and  the 
hon.  Member  reckoned  all  the  children 
of  school  age  between  5  and  14.    I  be- 


lieve  I  should  be  right  in  saying  that  the 
great  majority  of  the  children  between 
5  and  6  years  of  age  do  not  attend  school. 
Owing  to  the  climate  of  the  countiy,  it 
is  difficult  to  enforce  the  attendance  of 
those  so  young.     Besides  that,  a  large 
number  are  passed  out  for  labour  be- 
tween 13  and  14  ;  and  I  ask  the  House 
whether  there  is  any  real  discrepancy 
between  the  Scotch  population  and  the 
number  of  children  who  attend  school? 
I  ought  to  say  that  the  average  attend- 
ance   last  year    in  these  schools  was 
404,608.    The  senior  Member  for  Glas- 
gow (Mr.  Anderson)  says   we  get  the 
children  to  school,  and  we  do  not  teach 
them  anything ;  that  our  object  is  to  get 
the  numbers,  and  that  we  do  not  teach 
them  anything.     But  in  that  opinion  he 
is  qmte  wrong.    It  is  only  by  results 
that  the  Education  Department  pay,  and 
unless  certain  percentages  are  passed  they 
do  not  get  their  grant.     My  hon.  Friend 
(Dr.  Cameron)  says  we  do  not  insist  upona 
sufficient  number  of  teachers ;  but  he  ifl 
also  qmte  mistaken  there ;  because  un- 
less the  proportion  is  kept  up  to  a  cer- 
tain number  of  scholars,  the  gprant  is  dis- 
allowed,  and  every  school  is  only  too 
anxious  to  keep  up  the  staff  of  teachers. 
My  hon.  Friend  told  us  about  the  work 
of  Free  Education  in  the  Heriot  schoob 
in  Edinburgh.  Well,  that  was  answered 
at  once  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Glasgow  University  (Mr.  A.  J.  Camp- 
bell).   The  Heriot  schools  are  schools 
not  for  the  very  poorest  classes.    They 
are  rather  for  the  better  working  dass, 
and  yet   there    are   5,000  scholars   in 
the  Heriot  schools  receiving  a  free  edu- 
cation.    Upon  what  condition  ?    Upon 
the  condition  that  they  make  a  re^iur 
attendance.    Any  child  irregular  m  at- 
tendance is  immediately  expelled.    Bat 
if  you  had  tmder  this-  Bill  Free  Educa- 
tion throughout  Scotland,  how  could  you 
expel  children  from  board  schools  for 
irregularitv  of  attendance  ?    The  fact  is, 
you  give  tne  Heriot  scholars  educatioD 
as  a  bribe  for  regular  attendance,  and 
put  a  penalty  upon  children  who  do  not 
attena  regularly.    It  is  not  a  case  to  be 
quoted  for  the  advantage  of  free  schools. 
Now,  I  will  just  ask  the  House  to  con- 
sider for  a  few  moments  why  my  hon. 
Friend  ought  not  to  press  his  Motion.  I 
believe  that  so  far  from  being  a  measure 
in  favour  of  education,  it  would  be  a 
very  serious  obstacle  to  the  progress  of 
education  in  Scotland.    I  do  not  0^7 
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that  the  time  may  not  come  when  Scot- 
land may  have  a  free-school  system ; 
but  I  think  we  shall  all  agree  that  it 
cannot  be  adopted  without  the  general 
assent  of  the  Scotch  Hepresentatives  in 
this  House  and  the  Scotch  people.  There 
haye  been  9  or  10  hon.  Menibers  £rom 
Scotland  who  have  spoken  on  this  ques- 
tion ;  but  only  one,  besides  the  non. 
Member  who  introduced  it,  has  spoken 
in  its  favour.  What  is  the  feeling  of 
the  country  ?  I  have  here  a  list  of  Peti- 
tions presented.  There  have  been  40 
Petitions  presented,  many  of  them  from 
most  important  localities  and  represen- 
tative bodies  against  the  measure.  One 
comes  from  the  Convention  of  Boyal  and 
Parliamentary  Burghs,  representing  the 
Town  CJouncils  practically  of  100  dif- 
ferent parts  of  Scotland.  Well,  only  two 
Members  when  it  came  to  a  division 
voted  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  all  the 
rest  voted  against  it.  Well,  then,  a  very 
important  school  board  Petition  against 
it — the  school  board  of  Dundee — and 
eight  or  nine  other  school  boards,  and 
many  other  important  representative 
bodies  petitioned.  On  the  other  hand, 
there  are  just  five  Petitions  in  its  favour, 
and  I  do  not  think  my  hon.  Friend  will 
claim  that  Scotland  cares  anything  about 
the  Bill,  but  is  rather  opposed  to  it  than 
otherwise.  Well,  what  would  be  the 
financial  effect  of  the  measure  ?  It  was 
said  it  was  only  a  permissive  measure, 
and  will  only  be  adopted  by  those  school 
boards  where  the  population  are  ge- 
nerally favourable  to  it.  Let  me  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  how  it  will 
operate.  There  are  220  school  boards, 
and  two  or  three  of  the  boards  have 
only  one  school.  Suppose  one  board 
passes  a  resolution,  what  are  the  others 
to  do  ?  How  can  you  enforce  the  system 
in  the  schools  where  there  is  competi- 
tion ?  It  would  require  all  the  school 
boards  to  agree.  You  would  have  a  con- 
flict in  the  parishes.  Then  what  would 
be  the  cost  of  this?  My  hon.  Friend  has 
stated  that  the  rate  would  be  voiy  small. 
Taken  from  one  end  of  Scotland  to 
another,  the  rates  would  be  increased  by 
an  average  of  ^d,  in  the  £t.  In  some 
cases  it  would  be  increased  as  much  as 
20rf.  in  the  £  1 .  WeU,  with  the  feeHng 
against  rates  in  Scotland,  what  would 
be  the  result?  Would  not  this  be  to 
hinder  the  work  of  the  school  board? 
liow  would  the  higher  education  fare 
under  these  droomstanoes  ?    Would  it 


not  tend  to  cut  the  work  down  to  the 
very  lower  Elementary  Education,  in- 
stead of  widening  and  raising  it  so  that 
all  classes  may  enjoy  the  benefits  of  a 
higher  education  ?  I  have  made  out  a 
list  of  the  rates  required  to  meet  the 
existing  fees  of  the  school  board,  and  I 
find  in  117  parishes  they  would  require 
d(/.  in  the  £1,  in  44  it  would  be  4^.,  in 
36  it  would  be  bd.^  in  26  it  would  be 
6(/.,  in  10  parishes,  7</.,  and  so  dn  it  goes 
until  it  comes  to  20(/.  in  the  £l.  But 
that  does  not  wholly  express  the  financial 
cost.  It  will  be  very  much  larger  than 
I  stated.  I  want  to  point  out  to  my  hon. 
Friend  how  it  would  affect  Glasgow  it- 
self. He  admitted  there  were  35,000 
children  attending  board  schools  in 
Glasgow,  and  that  there  were  28,000  at- 
tending voluntary  schools.  Well,  sup- 
pose you  make  the  school  board  schools 
— the  schools  with  an  attendance  of 
35,000 — free,  what  will  happen  to  those 
schools  where  the  other  23,000  children 
are  educated,  and  how  are  you  goine 
to  deal  with  the  12,000  Roman  Catholics  ? 
Are  you  going  to  make  the  12,000  Oa- 
tholics  in  Glasgow  pay  their  share  for 
the  free  teaching  of  those  35,000  chil- 
dren in  the  board  schools,  and  for  the 
teaching,  mind  you,  of  what  is  practi- 
cally a  Presbyterian  faith  and  the  Bible 
and  the  Shorter  Catechism?  ["No, 
no  !  "]  Why,  do  you  suppose  that 
is  not  the  case  in  the  Scotch  schools? 
Are  you  going  to  make  the  Catholics 
pay  for  the  teaching  of  the  Presbyterian 
faith,  and  require  them  also  to  main- 
tain their  own  children  entirely  at 
their  own  cost  ?  Considering  how  diffi- 
cult it  is  to  meet  this  religious  ques- 
tion, considering  how  necessary  it  is 
that  you  should  have  freedom  of  choice 
for  the  parents,  because  without  free- 
dom of  choice  for  the  parents  you 
cannot  enforce  compulsion,  the  pro- 
posal is  surrounded  with  objections. 
Look  how  you  increase  your  educational 
difficulties.  It  is  quite  true  that,  if  we 
had  to  be  begin  d«  novOf  we  should  have 
a  different  educational  system  than  we 
have  at  the  present  time.  We  have 
arrived  at  a  modus  vivmdi ;  the  Educa- 
tion Act  is  a  compromise,  and  a  com- 
promise that  is  working  well,  and  under 
it  we  may  have  the  best  education  with 
the  least  possible  friction.  If  you  in- 
troduce this  free  system,  it  seems  to  me 
that  you  will  have  the  very  greatest 
difficulty.    You  will  bring  about  diffi- 
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culties  that  you  do  not  anticipate,  and  I 
think  it  would  be  far  better  that  Scot- 
land should  go  on  improving,  strength- 
ening, and  widening  the  quality  of  her 
education,  rather  than  involve  herself 
in  new  difficulties  by  this  mode  of  ex- 
penditure. I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
80  good  for  the  working  men  all  round 
as  the  hon.  Member  thinks.  I  know  he 
has  pleaded  it  would  relieve  the  working 
men  a  good  deal.  I  am  not  so  sure  of 
that.  For  one  of  two  things  would  hap- 
pen— either  you  must  continue  to  make 
It  a  narrow  class  question,  or  allow  the 
higher  education  to  be  taught  as  well 
as  the  elementary.  Well,  if  you  are  to 
do  that  you  will  increase  the  cost  to  the 
working  men,  because  you  will  increase 
the  rates  so  largely  that  he  will  better 
pay  the  present  school  fees.  At  present 
a  working  man  has  to  pay  fees  only  so 
long  as  his  children  are  at  school ;  and 
you  say  he  had  better  pay  5*.  a-year 
constantly  than  pay  12#.  a-year  for  the 
time  his  children  are  at  school.  But  if 
you  increase  the  cost  of  education  so 
much  that  the  rates  are  very  largely  en- 
hanced, it  will  beaburdentothe  working- 
man,  because  the  rates  have  to  be  paid 
by  him  before  his  own  children  can  go 
to  school,  and  he  must  pay  them  after 
they  leave  school,  or  if  he  has  no  chil- 
dren at  all,  and  the  rates  would  remain 
a  burden  to  him  as  long  as  he  is  a 
householder.  If  the  hon.  Member  de- 
sires to  go  to  a  division  I  will  not,  for  a 
moment,  stand  in  his  way ;  but  I  appeal 
to  him  to  withdraw  the  Bill.  He  sees 
that  the  Scotch  Members  are  against  it ; 
the  Scotch  people  are  not  on  his  side.  If 
he  wishes  an  Act  of  this  kind  to  pass 
the  House,  I  think  he  must  amend  his 
Bill,  and  come  with  public  opinion  more 
strongly  behind  him  than  he  has  got  it. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  senior  Member  for 
Glasgow  hoped  I  had  not  lost  my  zeal 
for  education.  I  hope  so  too,  and  that 
I  may  be  useful  to  Scotland  in  my  office. 
I  am  encouraged  by  what  I  do  for  Scot- 
land and  by  what  Scotland  does  for  edu- 
cation. I  hope  we  shall  pass  this  year 
that  Scotch  Endowments  Bill  which  will 
decidedly  build  up  and  improve  the  cha- 
racter of  Scotch  education.  I  often  say 
that  if  I  could  be  bom  again  I  would 
be  bom  a  Scotchman,  for  the  benefits 
Scotland  confers  upon  her  children  in 
the  way  of  education.  I  hope,  therefore, 
that  the  reasons  I  have  urged,  and 
many  more  that  might  be  urged,  will 

Mr,  Mundella 


suffice  to  induce  the  hon.  Member  to 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Mr.  DONALDSON-HUDSON  said, 
that  although  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  had  been  twitted  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Lyulph 
Stanley)  with  ignorance  upon  educational 
questions,  they  knew  enough  to  be  able 
to  see  that  the  Bill  was  conceived  im 
a  spirit  of  hostility  to  de«ominational 
schools.  During  the  time  in  which  he 
had  sat  upon  the  London  School  Board 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  the 
efifect  of  the  policy  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, who  was  supporting  the  Bill,  had 
persistently  advocated  was  one  of  injury 
to  voluntary  schools.  All  that  the  op- 
ponents of  the  Bill  asked  for  the  deno- 
minational schools  was  fair  play.  Thej 
did  not  oppose  the  Bill  solely  in  the  in- 
terests of  denominational  schools;  but 
they  protested  against  the  denomina- 
tional schools  being  handicapped  in  the 
unfair  way  in  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  sought  to 
do  it. 

Dr.  CAMEBON  said,  that  although, 
at  that  hour,  he  could  not  attempt  to 
reply  to  the  arguments  put  forward  by 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr. 
Mundella)  against  his  proposal,  he  must 
not  be  considered  as  admitting  them. 
He  should  not,  however,  aek  the  House 
to  divide  on  the  Bill,  for  he  did  not  really 
care  about  a  division.  As  to  the  objec- 
tion that  the  Bill  did  not  provide  for 
higher  education  being  free,  if  that  was 
all,  he  was  willing  to  amend  it  in  that 
respect. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  'Rea.dmgput  off  tor  six  months. 
MOTIOIfS. 

LOCAL  OOVBBNMEirT  (XBELAKD)  PBOTX- 
SIONAL    ORDERS    (BALLTMENA,    &0.)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Solicitor  GEXsaAL  for 
Ireland,  Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Olden  of  the  Local  Qoremroent  Board  for  Ire- 
land relating  to  the  towns  of  BaUjmena,  B«l« 
mallet,  and  Enniskerry,  ortUrtd  to  be  bixwight 
in  by  Mr.  Solicitor  Genbrax  for  Ireland  and 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 

Bill/^MM^etf,  and  read  the  first  time.  [301179.] 
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IHFRISONHENT  FOB  DEBT  ABOLITION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Basb,  Bill  to  abolish  the 
power  of  Imprisonment  for  Debt  by  Inferior 
Courts,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Bass, 
Mr.  Anderson,  Sir  Henry  Wolff,  and  Mr. 
Broadhubst. 

BUlprisentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 70.] 

IKDUSTRIAL    AND     BEFOBMATORY   SCHOOLS 
(IRELAIO))    (loans)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Colthurst,  Bill  to 
afford  facilities  for  the  erection,  enlargement, 
improvement,  and  purchase  of  buildings  for 
Industrial  and  Reformatory  Schools  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Colonel  Colt  hurst, 
Mr.  Martin,  Mr.  O'Suauohnessy,  and  Mr. 
Sha-w. 

BUlpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  172.] 

ERNE  LOUGH  AND  RIVER  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  John  Holms,  Bill  to 
explain  and  amend  the  Erne  Lough  and  River 
Acts,  1876  and  1879,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  John  Holvs  and  Lord  Frrderick 
Cavendish. 

BUlpresenied,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 71.] 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Thursday,  19M  May,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— FiV^^  Reading-- 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Ber- 
wick-upon-Tweed, &c.)»  (85);  Veterinary 
Surgeons*  (87). 

CiM»imi«^— Tramways  (Ireland)  Acts  Amend- 
ment (74) ;  Inclosure  Provisional  Orders 
(Scotton  and  Ferry  Common)*  (64) ;  Regula- 
tion Provisional  Order  (Langbar  Moor)  •  (63) ; 
Regulation  Provisional  Order  (Beamsley 
Moor)*  (62);  Metropolitan  Commons  Sup- 
plemental ♦  (66) ;  Inclosure  Provisional  Order 
(Wibsey  Slack  and  Low  Moor  Commons)  ♦ 

(71). 
Committee—Report— ^iolen  Goods*  (60-86). 
Third  Reading ^IjocsX  Government  Provisional 

Orders  (Bath,  &c.)*  (77l ;  Local  Government 

(Highways)  Provisional  Order  (York)*  (78), 

and  patted, 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL— 
THE  COAIMISSION.— QUESTION. 

Thb  Eakl  OP  CARNARVON :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  a  Qnes- 
tioa  of  wbiMi  I  have  given  him  private 


Notice.  I  have  seen  in  a  London  news- 
paper a  telegram,  dated  Newcastle, 
Tuesday,  in  which  it  is  stated  that — 

'*  The  Commission  has  arrived  at  a  very  im- 

Sortant  decision  with  reference  to  the  non- 
elivery  of  the  Potchefstroom  grms.  They  have 
determined  that  until  the  guns  are  surrendered 
they  will  not  enter  the  Truisvaal.'* 

I  should  like  to  know.  Whether  that 
statement  is  correct ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
it  will  involve  any  suspension  in  the 
business  which  the  Commission  has  to 
transact  ?    It  is  also  reported  that — 

*'  There  is  news  from  Pretoria  that  com- 
mandeering on  an  extensive  scale  is  going  on 
there  for  war  against  the  Native  chief  Mont- 
suine,  who  remained  loyal  to  us.  The  natives 
near  Pretoria  are  coming  in  there  in  numbers 
to  escape  being  commandeered  by  the  Boers." 

If  this  be  true,  the  fact  is  incompatible 
with  the  supposition  that  the  Boer 
Leaders  are  enforcing  their  decisions 
upon  their  followers  ;  and  if  such  a  state 
of  things  were  allowed  to  continue,  it 
may  result  in  fatal  consequences.  I  will 
not  trouble  the  House  at  present  with 
any  further  comments  on  these  two 
statements,  except  to  observe  that  they 
are  statements  of  extreme  gravity. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY:  My 
Lords,  it  was  decided  a  month  aeo  that 
for  various  reasons,  and  especially  the 
absence  of  telegraphic  communication 
with  the  Transvaal,  the  Commission 
should  sit  at  Newcastle,  in  Natal,  and 
we  have  not  heard  of  any  proposal  to 
change  the  place  of  meeting.  The  most 
recent  intelligence  of  any  disputes  be- 
tween the  Boers  and  Native  tribes  was 
received  on  the  12th  instant,  when  Sir 
Evelyn  Wood  reported  that  Major  Buller 
and  Mr.  Joubert  were  going  to  the 
Keete  Award  territory  to  part  the  Boers 
and  the  tribe  of  Montsia,  a  Bechuana 
Chief.  It  is  not  stated  that  the  Boers 
were  commandeering  Natives. 

AFFAIRS  OF  TUNIS. 
POSTPONEMENT   OF  MOTION. 

Earl  DE  LA  WARR  gave  Notice 
that  he  would  postpone  his  Motion  rela- 
tive to  the  affairs  of  Tunis  till  an  early 
day,  when  he  hoped  that  the  Papers  pro- 
mised by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  be  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE :  I  beg  to  pre- 
sent  to  the  House  Papers  with  respect 
to  the  affairs  of  Tunis.  I  hope  that  a 
large  portion  of  them  will  be  in  the 
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hands  of  your  Lordships  to-morrow ; 
but  I  can  scarcely  hope  that  they  will 
all  be  delivered  by  that  time. 

TRAMWAYS  (IRELAND)  ACTS  AMEND- 

MENT  BILL.— (No.  74.) 

{The  Lord  MonteagU.) 

COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Glauses  1  to  4,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Begulations  as  to  speed  of 
locomotives  on  tramways). 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  and 
GKDRDON  wished  to  draw  attention  to 
the  fact  that,  while  the  width  of  road 
on  which  tramways  might  be  constructed 
was  reduced  from  25  feet  to  1 8  feet,  the 
cars  were  authorized  to  run  at  a  speed 
of  10  miles  per  hour.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  there  was  no  necessity  for  such  a 
speed,  and  that  it  could  not  be  unat- 
tended with  danfs^er  to  the  public. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  observed,  that 
in  regard  to  tramways  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  London,  similar  to  those  sought 
to  be  authorized  by  the  Bill,  a  speed  of 
10  miles  an  hour  had  been  agreed  to  by 
Parliament.  The  tramways  were  to  be 
constructed  in  country  districts ;  but 
even  in  the  case  of  cities,  such  as  Bristol, 
a  speed  of  eight  miles  through  busy 
streets  had  been  sanctioned. 

The  Earl  of  CARNAEVON  thought 
that  even  in  country  districts  10  miles 
an  hour  was  too  high  a  rate  of  speed. 

The  Earl  of  LONGFOBD  said,  he 
could  not  concur  in  that  opinion,  and 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  not  adopt 
the  over-cautious  view  of  the  noble 
Duke. 

The  Earl  op  COURTOWN,  in  sup- 
porting the  clause,  said,  that  the  consent 
of  the  Grand  Juries  of  the  counties  in 
which  the  tramways  were  to  be  con- 
structed was  required ;  and  they  were 
well  acquainted  with  the  roads  and  with 
the  nature  of  the  traffic  which  might  be 
expected  to  be  carried  over  them. 

Clause  agreed  to, 

Bemaining  Clauses  agreed  to,  with 
Amendments:  The  Beport  thereof  to 
be  received  on  Tuesday  next. 

PAELLAMENTARY  PRINTINO. 
QUESTION. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  ''First  Beport  of  the 

£arl  OranviUe 


Controller  of  Her  Majesty^s  Stationerj 
Office,"  lately  presented  to  Parliament 
by  command  of  Her  Majesty,  said,  thst 
the  Beport  showed  a  very  gr«at  increase 
in  the  cost  of  stationery  and  printing 
during  the  last  few  years,  but  that  a 
saving,  estimated  at  £55,000,  had  been 
effected  by  making  certain  changes  in 
the  contracts  for  printing.  It  was  a 
remarkable  fact,  thiat  whereas  in  182S 
the  cost  of  the  Stationery  Department 
had  been  only  £68,000,  it  amounted 
last  year  to  £460,000.  It  appeared  that 
each  House  had  a  separate  printer,  and 
this  involved  in  some  cases  duplicate 
printing,  the  cost  of  which  could  be 
saved  if  both  Houses  had  the  same 
printer.  Their  Lordships'  printing  wai 
done  at  a  much  more  moderate  rate  than 
that  of  the  other  House ;  and  the  figorei 
seemed  to  show  that  a  considerable  ear* 
ing  might  be  effected  if  the  printing  con- 
tracts of  the  Houses  were  subject  to 
competition,  as  were  the  printing  con- 
tracts for  the  Government  Departments. 
He,  therefore,  begged  to  ask,  in  the 
terms  of  his  Notice,  Whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  proposed  to  institute 
inquiries  as  to  the  possibility  of  effect- 
ing improvements  in  the  printing  and 
puolishing  of  Acts  of  Parliament,  and 
other  Officialpapers  ? 

Lord  THUBLOW  said,  the  Bwwrt 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  had  callea  at- 
tention was  one  of  considerable  interest, 
being  the  first  of  its  kind  presented  to 
Parliament  by  a  Department  which  had 
been  steadily  growing  in  importance 
ever  since  its  creation,  just  100  yean 
ago,  and  which  now  exercised  annual 
control  over  upwards  of  £500,000— its 
gross  expenditure  in  1879-80  being 
£568,377.  In  reply  to  the  Question  of 
the  noble  Lord,  he  had  to  state  that  the 
Beport  of  the  Controller  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Stationery  Office  had  received 
the  careful  consideration  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  who  proposed  to 
institute  inquiries  as  to  the  possibility 
of  effecting  improvements  in  the  print- 
ing and  publishing  of  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment and  other  Official  papers.  In  the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty^s  Government, 
this  Inquiry  should  take  the  shape  of  a 
joint  Committee  of  both  Houses;  and 
the  exact  scope  of  the  Beferenoe  to  that 
Committee  would  remain  to  be  hereafter 
determined,  but  would  certainly  indade 
a  revision  of  what  was  known  as  tho 
''promulgation  list,"  a  somewhat  anti- 
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quated  and  obsolete  document,  more 
partioolarly  described  at  page  12  of  the 
ileport.  It  would  also  include  all  points 
connected  with  the  printing,  storage,  and 
publication  of  Acts  of  Parliament,  Orders 
in  Council,  and  Parliamentary  Papers 
which  reqmred  consideration.  The  Cf^m- 
mittee  would  further  inquire  in  what 
manner  the  many  reforms  and  econo- 
mies recently  introduced  and  proposed 
in  Her  Majesty's  Stationery  Office  might 
best  be  supplemented  and  carried  out. 
The  Report  was  a  singularly  concise  and 
satisfactory  document,  and  would  well 
repay  the  perusal  of  all  interested  in 
the  subject.  He  begged  to  give  Notice 
that  on  that  day  week  he  would  move 
on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
for  the  appointment  of  the  Committee 
in  question. 

INTERNATIONAL  LAW— RIGHT  OF 
ASYLUM  FOR  POLITICAL  OFFENDERS. 

QUESTION.        0BSEKVATI0X8. 

Lord  LAMINGTON  asked  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Government,  Whether  the  report 
is  true  that  certain  Foreign  Powers  had 
made  representations  to  them  respecting 
the  rignt  of  asylum  for  political  of- 
fenders in  this  country  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  correspondence  will  be  laid 
on  the  Table?  He  attached  consider- 
able importance  to  the  report,  because 
early  in  April  the  German  Parliament 
all  but  unanimously  passed  a  Besolution 
advocating  International  Treaties  for  the 
prosecution  and  extradition  of  persons 

fuilty  of  attacks  against  the  Chiefs  of 
tates.  It  was  pointed  out  that  the 
attempts  of  the  Nihilists  and  other  poli- 
tical refugees  were  often  directed  not 
only  against  one,  but  against  all  Govern- 
ments, and  therefore  the  action  taken 
should  be  of  an  international  character.' 
Instigation  to  these  crimes  was  to  be  re- 
garded as  conspiring,  and  the  nationality 
of  the  offender  was  to  make  no  differ- 
ence in  the  application  of  the  law.  Tu 
provoke  to  murder  was  more  wicked 
than  to  murder,  and  to  tempt  more 
devilish  than  to  fall.  Their  Lordships 
would  agree  with  him  that  the  feeling 
abroad  was  almost  universal  that  there 
■hould  not  be  any  right  of  asylum  in  the 
case  of  political  murderers,  or  would-be 
murderers.  In  Austria  it  was  proposed 
recently  in  the  Beichstag  that  a  Treaty 
■hould  be  negotiated  with  other  Govern- 
jnenta  to  extradite  foreigners  guilty  of 


the  offence  of  conspiracy  to  assassinate 
Sovereigns.  In  1876,  even  Belgium, 
which  was  one  of  the  freest  countries  in 
the  world,  declared  that  an  attack  on  or 
murder  of  any  Sovereign  or  of  any 
member  of  bis  family  was  without  the 
pale  of  the  right  of  asylum.  His  atten- 
tion was  drawn  to  a  meeting  held  in  this 
City,  on  the  16th  of  April,  at  the  rooms 
of  the  Slavonic  Club,  Hampstead  Street, 
Fitzroy  Square,  which  was  attended  by 
persons  of  all  nationalities,  when  it  was 
proposed  and  carried — **  That  this  meet- 
ing expresses  its  profound  sympathy 
with  the  martyrs  of  liberty  hanged  at 
St.  Petersburg ;  "  and  it  was  added — 
*'  The  present  Czar  must  not  think  that 
he  would  reign  long  if  he  did  as  his 
father  had  done."  He  was  perfectly 
aware  of  the  difficulty  the  Government 
had  to  deal  with  in  this  matter;  but 
though  Englishmen  had  a  right  to  pride 
themselves  on  the  fact  that  England 
afforded  a  safe  asylum  for  political  re- 
fugees from  all  nations,  still,  when  such 
a  Chamber  as  that  of  Belgium  had  taken 
measures  to  provide  against  the  abuse  of 
the  right  of  asylum,  we  ought  not  to 
neglect  co-operating  with  other  coun- 
tries in  the  endeavour  to  exclude  con- 
spirators from  our  midst,  and  those  who 
did  not  hesitate  to  instigate  to  murder. 
He  trusted,  therefore,  that  Government 
would  not  hesitate  to  g^ve  a  favourable 
reply  to  any  representation  which  might 
be  made  to  them  on  the  subject  by 
foreign  Powers. 

Earl  GBANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  the  noble 
Lord  has  spoken  under  some  misappre- 
hension of  the  facts  of  the  case.  No 
representation  has  been  made  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  regard  to  the 
right  of  asylum  for  politiced  offenders. 
This  question  has  been  repeatedly  raised, 
and  the  decision  of  this  country  is  now 
so  well  known  abroad  that  it  is  not  likely 
that  any  representations  will  be  made 
again.  In  1852  I  held  the  Seals  of  the 
Foreign  Office  only  for  two  months  ; 
but  during  that  short  time  it  was  my 
duty  to  issue  a  Circular  in  answer  to 
strong  representations  from  all  the  Great 
Powers  on  this  subject.  In  that  Circular 
principles  were  laid  down  on  which  the 
right  of  asylum  to  political  offenders  was 
granted.  First,  it  was  laid  down  that 
foreigners  had  a  right  to  be  admitted 
and  to  reside  in  this  country ;  secondly, 
being  here,  that  they  had  a  right  to 
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the  protection  of  our  laws,  but  at  the 
same  time  they  were  amenable  to  them  ; 
and,  thirdly,  that  the  Government  had 
no   power  to    send    them    away   from 
the   country   except    under   the   condi- 
tions of  Extradition  Treaties.     That  Cir- 
*cular  went  on,  on  the  other  hand,  to  de- 
nounce in  very  strong  terms  the  flagrant 
abuse  of  the  hospitality  given   to  fo- 
reigners in  attempting  to  incite  insur- 
rection in  the  countries  they  belonged 
to.     It  was  formally   stated  that  Her 
Majesty's   Government   would   exercise 
all  legal  powers  at  their  command  to 
prevent    such    attempts    being    made. 
That  Circular  was  very  much  criticized 
in  many  parts  of  the  Continent ;  but, 
I  believe,  it  was  universally   acknow- 
ledged in  this  country  to  be  a  sound  ex- 
position of  the  national  doctrine  on  the 
subject.     Ten  years  ago,  when  it  hap- 
pened that  I  was  again  at  the  Foreign 
Office,  I  had   a  similar  representation 
from  the  Spanish  Government.     I  made 
an  answer,  and  in  so  doing  put  into  a 
more  condensed  form  the  same  state- 
ment and  phrases.      My  despatch  was 
Presented  to  Parliament  as  the  Circular 
ad  been,  and  I  think,  if  I  am  not  mis- 
taken, there  was  no  one  person,  either 
in  this  House  or  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  to  call  it  in  question,  ex- 
cepting my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Laming- 
ton).     I  might  further  allude  to  another 
circumstance  that  no  doubt  all  remember 
— namely,  what  occurred  at  the  time  of 
the  Orsini  attempt  on  the  life  of  the  late 
Emperor  of  the  French.  Count  Wale  wski 
wrote  a  strong  letter  at  that  time,  not 
discreetly  worded,  reflecting  on  the  state 
of  our  law  in  relation  to  the  conduct  of 
refugees  in  this  country.     Lord  Palmer- 
ston's   Government,    having  considered 
the  subject,  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
there  was  something  in  our  laws  which 
required   amendment,    and  prepared  a 
Bill  by  which  the  crime  of  conspiring  to 
murder  or  inciting  to  murder,  whether 
the  murder  was  to  be  in  this  or  in  any 
foreign  country,  should  be  a  felony,  and 
not  a  misdemeanour,  as   it  then  was. 
Upon  that  occasion  the  matter  was  very 
carefully  considered  in  the  Cabinet.     As 
it  is  so  long  ago,  I  may  mention  that 
I  remember  hours  being  spent  in  dis- 
cussing the  Bill  and  the  prudence  of 
presenting    it    to   Parliament  at    that 
time    As  we  were  about  to  separate, 
the  despatch  of  Count  Walewski  was 
referred  to,  and  Lord  Clarendon  said — 
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''  How  am  I  to  act  with  regard  to  the 
despatch  ?     I  think  I  had  better  not 
answer  it  at  all."      Lord  Palmerston 
said— '*I  think  that  will  be  the  b<Mt 
way."   And  in   that  the  whole  of  the 
Cabinet  acquiesced  without    saying    a 
word.      The  Bill  was  introduced  and 
read  a  firstjtime  without  oommeat ;  bnt 
on  the  second  reading  was  opposed  not 
only  by  Mr.  Milner  Gibson,  Mr.  Cobden, 
and  Mr.  Bright,  but  by  Mr.  Disraeli,  Mr. 
Gladstone,  and  Lord  John  Hussell,  and 
the  result  was  that  they  obtained  a  ma- 
jority,  and  the  Government    of    Lord 
Palmerston  was  destroyed  and  a  Con- 
servative Government  was  formed.     The 
ground  the  majority  took  in  oppostog 
the  Bill  was  not  objection  to  the  im- 
provement of  the  law,  but  to  do  answer 
having  been  sent  to  Count  Walewski 
to  vindicate  the  state  of  our  laws.     A 
year  or  two  later  that  improvement  in 
the  law  was  agreed  to  without  a  single 
dissentient  voice  in  a  clause  of  another 
Bill.     I  only  mention  this  to  point  out 
how  exceedingly  jealous  the  feeling  of 
this  country  has  been,  and  how  strong 
I  believe  it  will  continue  to  be,  in  case 
of  any  notion  of  foreign  interference 
with  regard  to  our  own  domestic  legis- 
lation.    I  have  said  that  no  representa- 
tion has  been  made  this  year  with  re- 
gard to  the  right  of  asylum.     I  am  glad 
to  repeat  that  that  is  the  case.     What 
has  happened  is  this.     The  Kussian  Go- 
vernment applied  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment,   with    the  approval  of   the 
Government  of  Germany,  to  join  a  Con- 
ference to  consider  what  practical  mea- 
sures should  be  adopted  in  order  to  pre- 
vent criminal   efforts  on    the  part   of 
certain  associations,   but  guarded  her- 
self against  any  interference  with  our 
internal   laws.      I   do    not    think,    my 
Lords,  it  is  surprising,  after  the  fright- 
ful catastrophe  of  the  murder  of  the 
late  Emperor,  that  Russia  should  have 
desired,  among  other  means  of  dealing 
with  Nihilism,  to  seek  the  co-operation 
of  other   Powers.     It  is  certainly   no 
feeling  of  sympathy  with  Nihilism  that 
has  induced  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  think  it  would  not  be  advantageous 
to  join  such  a  Conference.     If  Nihilism 
means,   as  it   seems  to   do,  a  general 
war  against  the  laws  and  institutions 
of  organized  societies,  not  by  appeal 
to  opinion,  but  by  murder  and  other 
crimes,  it  is  the  duty  and  the  interest  of 
this  country  to  oppose  and  to  punish  it 
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by  all  the  legal  means  in  our  power. 
To  g^  beyond  those  legal  means  is  im- 
possible ;  but  we  believe  those  means 
are  sufficient  for  the  purpose.  It  seemed 
to  us  that  to  join  the  Conference  would 
not  have  led  io  any  practical  results, 
but  would  have  had  a  contrary  effect  as 
to  the  objects  proposed.  In  no  country 
has  the  national  indignation  against 
such  crimes  been  more  strongly  shown 
both  in  and  out  of  Parliament  than  in 
England ;  but  I  am  convinced  that  to 
accept  the  Conference  would  not  have 
been  approved  by  Parliament  or  by  the 
nation.  But  this  refusal  only  makes  it 
more  incumbent  upon  us  to  exert  all 
legal  powers  to  prevent  acts  prejudicial 
to  foreign  and  friendly  Governments, 
more  especially  with  regard  to  murders, 
whether  such  murders  or  attempts  to 
murder  are  directed  against  private  in- 
dividuals, or  against  Sovereigns  and 
Chiefs  of  States. 

VETERDfABT  SUBOEONS  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  ameDd  the  Law  relating  to  Veteri- 
nary Surgeons— Was  presented  by  The  Lord 
Abbeda&b  ;  read  1*.     (No.  87.) 

Home  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock,  till 

To-morrow,  half  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
ThuTiday,  19M  May,  1881. 


MIKT7TES.]  —  Selict  Comihttee  —  Report^ 

Kitchen  and  Refroshment  Rooms  (House  of 

Commons)  [No.  234]. 
Pritatb  Bill  (*y  Order)^  Considered  as  amended 

— Kingston*upon-Uull  Corporation    (Loans, 

&c.)  •. 
Pen  Lie  Bills — Ordered — First  Beading — Church 

Patronaj^(No.2)»[17o]. 
Second  Beading— Ijond  Law  ^Iroland)    [133] — 

IKightk  Ntgki] ;    Solicitors    Kemuneration  * 
100]. 
Committee  —  Report  —  Bankruptcy  and  CoAsio 

(Scotland)  •[81-174]. 
Third  Reading — Local  O ovemment  Provisional 
Orders  (Poor  Law)(No.2) «  [139],  khA passed. 


QUESTIONS. 

AFFAIRS  OF  TUNIS— THE  PAPERS. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  I 
would  Epk  leave  to  explain  that  in  order 
to  EToid  delay,  the  Oorre<vpondence  re- 
lating to  the  afiEairs  of  TuniB  has  been 


divided  into  five  parts,  of  which  the  first 
(Tunis  No.  1)  contains  the  Correspon- 
dence previous  to  this  year.  Tunis 
No.  2  will  contain  the  more  reoent  Cor- 
respondence up  to  May  7.  No.  3  will 
contain  some  important  Despatches 
written  within  the  last  few  days,  which 
will  be  given  separately.  No.  4  will 
contain  complete  Correspondence  up  to 
date ;  and  No.  5,  that  relating  to  the 
Enfida  case. 

ISLANDS  OF  THE  WESTERN  PACIFIC- 
MURDERS  OF  BRITISH  SUBJECTS. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If 
he  can  state  the  number  of  British  sub- 
jects murdered  since  the  Ist  of  January 
18hO,  including  the  officers  and  crews  of 
the  **  Ripple,"  **  Esperanza,"  **Lolia," 
**  Mystery,"  ^'Borealis,"  "Dauntless," 
**  Annie  Brooks,"  and  H.M.S.  *' Sand- 
fly," in  the  Pacific,  and  how  many  of 
the  murderers  have  been  tried  at  Levuka 
or  elsewhere  ? 

Mr.  GRANT  DUFF :  Sir,  at  least  40 
British  subjects  have  been  murdered,  to 
say  nothing  of  Chinese  and  others  not 
British  subjects,  though  sailing  under 
the  British  flag,  and  very  probably 
more,  for  I  fear  that  even  the  long  list 
of  ships  g^ven  by  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  is  not  exhaustive. 
Not  one  of  the  murderers  concerned  in 
these  outrages  either  was  or  could  have 
been  tried  at  Levuka  or  anywhere  else 
by  any  British  authority,  even  if  he 
could  have  been  found.  The  High  Com- 
missioner of  the  Western  Pacific  has 
merely  jurisdiction  over  British  subjects. 
The  only  punishment  that  could  be  in- 
flicted in  these  seas  on  savages  who  ar 
not  British  subjects  is  by  acts  of  war, 
and  with  acts  of  war  the  Department 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  represent 
has  nothing  directly  to  do.  The  repres- 
sion of  such  acts  as  those  to  which  the 
Question  refers  belongs  to  the  Admiralty. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT, 
1881— GUN  LICENCES. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  haa 
been  called  to  the  alleged  refusal  by 
a  magistrate  (Mr.  R.  Pratt)  attending 
Ballincollig,  county  Cork,  Petty  Ses- 
sions, to  grant  certificates  for  licences  to 
keep  a  gtin  to  several  respectable  far* 
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mers  of  the  locality,  stating  that  he 
would  not  give  certificates  to  any  Land 
Leaguers  or  persons  who  attended  Land 
League  meetings;  whether  the  said 
magistrate  did  not  refuse  a  certificate  to 
the  parish  priest ;  and,  what  steps  will 
the  Government  take  so  as  to  enable  the 
persons  thus  unjustly  treated  to  obtain  a 
re- consideration  of  their  case  by  some 
other  magistrate  than  Mr.  Pratt  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  received  a  letter  from  the  magis- 
trate referred  to,  in  which  he  stated  that 
he  did  not  refuse  a  certificate  to  the 
parish  priest,  nor  did  he  refuse  certifi- 
cates to  respectable  farmers.  As  to  the 
last  paragraph  of  the  Question,  the  Go- 
vernment could  not  interfere  with  the 
magistrates  in  the  exercise  of  their  dis- 
cretion as  to  the  granting  of  certificates. 

TURKEY— REPORTED  RISING  IN 
MACEDONIA. 

Mr.  summers  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  can  give  the  House  any  in- 
formation with  regard  to  the  reported 
rising  of  the  Christian  population  of 
Macedonia  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  I 
regret  to  say  I  can  give  no  information 
on  this  subject.  We  have  no  informa- 
tion whatever  at  the  Foreign  Office. 

VACCINATION  ACT— VACCINE  LYMPH. 

Dr.  CAMERON  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  What 
has  been  done  since  Dr.  Cory's  appoint- 
ment to  provide  for  the  public  supply 
of  vaccine  lymph  direct  from  the  calf; 
whether  the  Vaccination  Department 
has  been,  or  will  be,  instructed  to  issue 
lymph  free  for  purpose  of  revaccination 
to  all  medical  men  who  may  ask  for  it ; 
and,  what  steps  have  been  taken  to 
supply  adequate  hospital  accommoda- 
tion for  smallpox  cases,  and  so  put  an 
end  to  the  puolic  danger  which  arises 
from  the  treatment  of  so  many  cases  of 
that  -  disease  in  their  own  homes,  and 
the  consequent  mciintenance  of  so  many 
separate  foci  of  disease  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
If  he  will  state  what  is  the  result  of 
his  communications  with  the  Metropoli- 
tan District  Asylums  Board  with  refer- 
ence to  the  insufficiency  of  the  exist- 
ing hospital  accommodation  for  smaUpoz 
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patients  within  the  Metropolitan  di§- 
trict ;  and,  if  he  will  state  wnether  steps 
will  be  taken  forthwith  to  provide  the 
necessary  increase  of  hospital  acoommo- 
dation  to  meet  the  growth  of  the  epi- 
demic ? 

Mr.  DODSON,  in  reply,  said,  that 
great  and  unexpected  difficulty  had 
been  found  in  obtaining  the  neoeesary 
premises  for  the  public  supply  of  vaodne 
lymph  direct  from  the  calf.  He  waB 
glad,  however,  to  inform  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  premises  had  now  been  secured, 
and  the  necessary  preparations  would 
be  completed  without  delay.  Prelimi- 
nary arrangements  had  been  made  imder 
which  the  requisite  means  would  be 
supplied  as  soon  as  the  buildings  were 
ready.  He  feared  it  would  not  be  prac- 
ticable for  the  Department  to  undertake 
the  supply  of  calf  lymph  for  re- vaccina- 
tion to  any  medical  man  who  might 
apply.  In  reply  to  the  Question  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  he 
had  to  say  that  hospital  accommodation 
had  been  provided  for  a  limited  number 
of  convalescent  small-pox  patients  on 
the  property  of  the  Metropolitan  Asy- 
lums Board  at  Daren th,  and  that,  owing 
to  the  unremitting  efforts  of  the  mana- 
gers, 251  convalescents  had  been  re- 
moved there  in  the  short  space  of 
one  week,  to  the  great  relief  of  the 
Metropolitan  hospitals.  Negotiations 
were  in  progress  with  the  view  of  ob- 
taining additional  accommodation  for 
patients;  but  the  matter  was  one  of 
difficulty,  owing  to  the  proceedings  taken 
in  some  cases  and  threatened  in  others, 
for  closing  some  hospitals,  and  prevent- 
ing the  opening  of  new  ones. 

Mr.  SCLATER  BOOTH  asked  whe- 
ther the  Government  would  undertake 
to  propose  legislation  with  a  view  of 
clothing  the  Local  Government  Board 
with  power  to  carry  out  the  objects  of 
the  Act  of  1856? 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  he  would  like 
very  much  to  hear  from  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  or  some  other  person,  advice  bs 
to  what  were  the  requisite  powers. 

STATE  OF  lEELAND-SKULL  BOARD 
OF  GUARDIANS. 
Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  following  Resolution  adopted  by 
the  Skull  (county  Cork)  Board  of  Oua^ 
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dians  on  May  lOth : — ^That  we  strongly 
protest  against  the  conduct  of  Mr.  E. 
H.  Notter,  J.P.  on  the  26th  of  April, 
in  using  threats  of  arrest  under  the 
Coercion  Act  calculated  to  intimidate  and 
prerent  us  from  discharging  our  duties 
as  representatiTes  of  the  people  of  the 
Skull  Union,  inasmuch  that  when  we 
alluded  to  the  arrest  of  our  Chairman 
Mr.  Kichard  Hodnett,  now  in  prison 
under  the  Coercion  Act,  Mr.  K.  H. 
Notter  quickly  replied  by  saying  "  more 
will  soon  follow !  "  and  we  request  the 
derk  of  the  union  to  forward  a  copy  of 
this  Hesolution  to  the  Lord  Chancellor ; 
whether  the  Mr.  E.  H.  Notter,  J.P. 
complained  of  is  the  same  Mr.  B.  H. 
Notter,  J.P.  who  recently  expressed  a 
hope  from  the  bench  that  **  the  people 
would  soon  get  powder  and  ball ;  "  whe- 
ther, in  consequence  of  a  question  put 
in  this  House  thereupon,  Mr.  Notter 
was  cautioned  against  the  use  of  inflam- 
matory language ;  and,  whether,  as  the 
Lord  Chancellor's  attention  has  a  second 
time  within  a  few  months  been  called  to 
the  conduct  of  Mr.  Notter,  the  Govern- 
ment can  now  hold  out  any  hope,  whe- 
ther by  removal  from  the  bench  or  other- 
wise, that  some  restraint  will  be  put 
upon  the  language  of  this  magistrate  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  did  not  think  the  matter  alluded  to 
in  the  Question  was  worthy  of  the  at- 
tention of  the  Government  or  of  the 
House. 

POST  OFFICE— SERVICE  OF  WRITS- 
LETTER  CARRIERS. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether,  as  the  Irish  Courts 
now  frequently  allows  writs  to  be  served 
by  postmen  instead  of  by  bailiffs  as 
formerlv,  any  complaints  have  been 
received  from  rural  postmen  in  Ireland 
at  having  to  deliver  registered  letters 
known  to  contain  writs;  and,  whether,  in 
view  of  the  known  disfavour  with  which 
persons  threatened  under  those  writs 
with  eviction  regard  their  service,  the 
Cbvemment  thioS:  it  necessary  to  send  a 
sufficient  force  of  police  to  accompany 
the  writ-serving  postmen  in  future  ? 

Mb.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  no 
complaints  on  the  subject  had  been  re- 
ceived. As  to  the  latter  part  of  the 
Question,  he  had  to  remark  that  there 
was  nothing  in  a  letter  containing  a 
writ  to  show  that  it  did  contain  a  writ. 


STATE  OF  IRELAND— "  SLAVE 
DRIVING"  IN  GALWAY. 

Mb.  BUET  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther, with  reference  to  the  alleged  slave 
driving  and  cruelty  practised  on  the 
labourers  of  Galway,  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  letter  in  the  *'  Newcastle 
Chronicle"  of  the  12th  instant,  written 
by  Mr.  Patterson,  one  of  the  miners' 
agents  who  recently  visited  that  part  of 
Ireland  ;  whether  he  has  seen  that  Mr. 
Patterson  reiterates  his  previous  state- 
ments, and  says  he  is  prepared  to  prove 
them  ;  and,  whether  he  will  order  a  tho- 
rough investigation  to  be  made  into  this 
subject  to  ascertain  what  are  the  facts? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Question  of  his  hon.  Friend  related 
to  a  Question  which  was  asked  him  a  few 
days  ago.  He  replied  to  that  Question 
without  inquiry,  to  the  effect  that  he  did 
not  believe  there  could  be  any  truth  in 
the  statement.  The  inquiry  he  had  made 
proved  that  he  was  correct  in  that  view. 
The  statement  in  the  paper  referred  to 
considerably  exaggerated  the  miserable 
condition  of  the  labourers.  There  was 
no  so-called  slave^driving. 

THE  GENERAL  REGISTER  HOUSE, 
SCOTLAND— RE.ORGANIZATION. 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  0E088  asked 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
When  he  will  be  able  to  announce  the 
decision  of  the  Government  with  refer- 
ence to  the  several  questions  now  pend- 
ing as  to  the  Eegister  House,  Scotland  ? 

LoBD  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  the  re-organization  of  the  Eegister 
House  Departments,  and  the  future  po- 
sition and  emoluments  of  the  existing 
staff,  has  been  now  settled  by  a  Treasury 
Minute,  which  received  the  consent  of 
the  Home  Secretary,  as  required  by  the 
Lord  Clerk  Eegister  Act  of  1879,  on  the 
13th  instant.  Directions  have  been  issued 
for  giving  immediate  effect  to  the  scheme 
as  from  April  1  last.  The  Minutes  will 
forthwith  be  laid  before  Parliament 
under  the  1 1th  section  of  the  Act. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— THE  ENDOWED 
SCHOOLS  COMMISSIONERS— NOTICES 
OF  EJECTMENT. 

Mr.  LITTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 


795 


Telegraph 


(OOMMONSl 


Aci^  1868. 


796 


to  the  fact  that  about  240  ejectments  for 
non-payment  of  rent  have  been  served  at 
the  instance  of  the  Commissioners  oi 
Endowed  ^^chools  against  their  tenants 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Coalisland,  in 
the  county  of  Tyrone;  and,  whether, 
considering  that  the  Commissioners  hold 
the  lands  for  public  purposes,  he  will 
use  his  influence  to  induce  them  to  give 
further  time  to  the  tenants,  so  as  not  to 
impose  upon  them  the  enormous  amount 
of  cost  so  many  actions  will  entail  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  himself  an  ex  officio  Commissioner 
of  Endowed  Schools ;  but  he  had  never, 
nor,  he  believed,  had  any  of  his  Prede- 
cessors, taken  any  active  part  in  the 
business  of  the  Commission.  He  had, 
however,  received  from  the  secretary  a 
statement  of  the  facts  of  that  matter. 
Seventy-eight  ejectments  had  been  given 
out  for  service.  The  rental  of  the  land 
was  £1,765  ;  the  Government  valuation, 
including  buildings,  was  £1,777;  the 
rents  being  much  below  those  of  the  ad- 
joining estates,  the  Commissioners  de- 
clined to  make  any  abatement  this  year, 
first,  because  the  sum  of  £200  had  been 
advanced  to  the  tenants  in  the  shape  of 
seed,  only  a  small  portion  of  which  had 
been  repaid,  and  next,  because  crops 
•were  above  the  average.  In  February 
last  the  agent  reported  that  only  £700 
had  been  paid  by  the  tenants.  With  a 
few  exceptions  the  tenants  were  able  to 
pay,  but  refused  to  do  so,  though  the 
agent  had  attended  on  several  occa- 
sions. Proceedings  had,  therefore,  been 
directed  to  be  taken  against  those  who 
were  able  to  pay ;  and  it  was  only  against 
those  tenants  that  ejectments  had  been 
been  obtained.  Furthermore,  the  agent 
had  been  authorized  to  offer  time  to  those 
-who  might  promise  to  pay ;  but  no  appli- 
cations for  time  had  yet  been  made. 
The  particulars  as  to  that  estate  would 
be  found  in  the  Eeport  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commission. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  whether  the  Commissioners  had 
not  remitted  15  per  cent  of  their  rents 
last  year  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  be- 
lieved that  they  had. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND) 

ACT.  1881— PROCLAMATION  OF 

BELFAST. 

Mk.  EWART  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland, 


What  are  the  reasons  which  have  in- 
duced Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  to 
proclaim  the  Borough  of  Belfast  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Peace  Preeerratioii 
Act,  seeing  that  there  have  been  no 
agrarian  outrages,  and  that  crime  it 
generally  on  the  decrease  in  the  dis- 
trict ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  Peace  Preservation  Act  had 
been  applied  to  Belfast  only  as  far  at 
the  sale  and  the  carrying  of  arms  and 
ammunition  went,  and  not  as  to  tha 
possession  of  them.  That  had  been 
done  after  consultation  with  the  autho- 
rities in  consequence  of  the  fact  that 
party  feeling  prevailed  in  the  town  aoma 
times  in  the  year.  One  of  the  atrongeat 
arguments  in  favour  of  the  renewal  of 
the  Peace  Preservation  Act  waa  that 
danger  would  arise  in  places  whert 
party  spirit  ran  high  at  the  time  wh^i 
processions  took  place,  and  where  on- 
licensed  fire-arms  were  carried.  The 
Government  had  no  reason  to  doubt  the 
general  loyal  and  peaceable  demeanour 
of  the  inhabitants  of  Belfast,  but  thej 
felt  that  they  would  not  be  justified  in 
neglecting  to  take  proper  precautions 
against  armed  men  taking  part  in  those 
processions. 

TELEGRAPH  ACT.  1868— POSITION  OP 
TELEGRAPH  CLERKS. 

Mr.  MAOLIVER  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  If  Clause  7  in  •*  The  Telegraph 
Act,  1868,"  by  which  the  clerks  trans- 
ferred from  the  Companies  to  the  Qo- 
vemment  are  admitted  to  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  clerks  in  the  ''  permanent 
Civil  Service  of  the  Crown,"  is  still  in 
force ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  clerks  can 
be  legally  deprived  of  the  position  con- 
ferred upon  them  by  the  said  Act ;  and^ 
whether  those  clerks  who  joined  subse- 
quently are  not  entitled  to  the  same  ad- 
vantages by  the  Superannuation  Post 
Office  and  War  Office  Act  of  1 876,  which 
was  supposed  to  place  the  pre-transfer 
and  post-transfer  clerks  on  an  equal 
footing  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  :  Sir,  I  have  had  some 
difficulty  in  following  the  Question  of 
my  hon.  Friend.  In  the  first  place, 
Clause  7  of  the  Telegraph  Act  of  1 868 
has  no  bearing  upon  the  subject  of  the 
Question.  I  presume  that  the  hon. 
Member  intends  to  refer  to  one  of  the 
sub-sections  of  Clause  8.  If  my  surmits 
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be  correct,  I  answer  the  first  part  of  his 
Question  by  sapng  that  I  believe  that 
enactment  is  still  in  force,  and  whatever 
may  be  the  legal  rights  of  clerks  under 
that  enactment  they  are  entitled  to  eujoy 
them.  As  to  the  second  part  of  the 
Question,  I  say  I  cannot  admit  that  my 
hon.  Friend  is  right  in  saying  that  the 
Superannuation  Act  of  1876  ''is  sup- 
posed to  place  the  pre- transfer  and  post- 
transfer  clerks  on  an  equal  footing." 
Certainly  that  is  not  the  correct  inter- 
pretation of  the  Act  of  1876,  which 
places  certain  post-transfer  clerks,  irre- 
gularly appointed,  on  the  same  footing 
as  other  clerks  in  the  Civil  Service  regu- 
larly appointed,  but  not  on  the  same 
footing  as  pre-transfer  telegraphic  clerks. 

TURKEY  AND  GREECE— THE  GREEK 

FRONTIER. 

Mr.  summers  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  telegram  published  in  the  **  Daily 
News"  of  the  14th  instant,  in  which  it 
is  asserted  that  Turkish  troops  are  con- 
tinually arriving  in  Thessaly ;  that  the 
Turks  are  throwing  up  fortifications  near 
Volo  Domoko  and  the  entire  length  of 
the  frontier  ;  that  Dervish  Pacha  is  re- 

rorted  to  be  offering  terms  to  the  Al- 
anians  on  condition  that  they  prepare 
to  descend  to  Thessaly  and  oppose  the 
Hellenic  occupation ;  and  that  Austrian 
agents  in  Thessaly,  Epirus,  and  Mace- 
donia are  strenuouslv  engaged  in  repre- 
senting the  yiach  inhabitants  as  pro- 
testing against  the  annexation  to  Greece 
of  the  districts  belonging  to  them  ;  and, 
whether  he  is  able  to  confirm  or  to  con- 
tradict any  of  these  statements? 

SiH  CUARLE3  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the 
latest  report  we  have  received  of  the 
strength  of  the  Turkish  Army  in  Thessaly 
wasdated  April  12.  Itwas  then  estimated 
at  42,600  men  ;  but  there  had  been  a  cos- 
tation  of  reinforcements  since  the  end 
of  March.  The  fortifications  along  the 
frontier  and  the  port  defences  at  Vola 
were  stated  to  be  complete  at  the  same 
date.  Thelastaccountsof  Dervish  Pasha's 
proceedings  show  that  he  had  nearly  suc- 
ceeded in  reducing  the  Albanians  to  sub- 
mission ;  but  we  have  no  reason  to  think 
that  he  had  proposed  to  them  to  opposo 
the  occupation  by  Greece  of  the  terri- 
tories to  be  ceded.  With  regard  to  the 
yiaoha,  we  have  received  a  copy  of  a 


Petition  against  annexation  to  Greece, 
which  was  to  be  presented  to  the  Porte 
by  six  Ylach  delegates;  but  no  great  im- 
portance was  attributed  to  this  proceed- 
ing, and  we  have  heard  nothing  that 
would  connect  Austrian  agents  with  it. 

FRANCE  AND  TUNIS— THE  FRENCH 
PROTECTORATE. 

Mb.  mac  IYER  asked  the  Under  Se- 
ere tary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther the  recent  proceedings  of  France  in 
Tunis  are  in  accordance  with  European 
concert ;  or  if  it  is  true  that  France  has, 
by  force  of  arms,  possessed  herself  of 
Biserta  without  regard  to  the  views  of 
any  other  Power ;  and,  whether  it  is  the 
case  that  France  has  practically  assumed 
the  protectorate  of  Tunis  without  friendly 
consultation  with  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, notwithstanding  that  there  are 
upwards  of  ten  thousand  Maltese  resi- 
dents there  who,  as  British  subjects, 
have  hitherto  enjoyed  rights  and  privi- 
leges which  may  or  may  not  be  secured 
to  them  under  the  new  arrangements  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the 
Papers  which  will  very  shortly  be  pub- 
lished will  contain  all  the  facts  known 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  relating 
to  the  French  Expedition  to  Tunis,  and 
I  must  repeat  the  opinion  which  I  have 
already  expressed,  that  it  will  be  the 
more  convenient  course  to  defer  any 
statement  on  these  points  until  the 
House  has  had  the  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering the  Papers.  I  must  request 
the  hon.  Member  fur  Portsmouth  (Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff)  to  take  the  same 
answer  in  reference  to  the  Question 
he  has  placed  upon  the  Paper. 

Sib  H.  drummond  WOLFF  said, 
he  was  sorry  that  he  could  not  accept 
that  view. 

ENGLAND  AND  WALES-INCLUSION  OP 
MONMOUTHSUIRE. 

Me.  HU8SEY  VIVIAN  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  Whether  the  definition 
**  Wales*'  in  an  Actof  Parliament  would 
be  legally  held  to  include  Monmouth- 
shire 'i 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  had  no  dilKculty  in 
answerinjz^  the  Question  in  the  noj^ative. 
The  Acts  of  llnnry  VIII.  created  a  por- 
tion of  the  Welhh  Marches  into  an  Eng- 
lish county — that  of  Monmouthshire. 
Many  statutes,  such   as  the  Boundary 


799        India  {Army)— Case  f  COMMONS!        of  Captain  ChaUertcm.        800 


Acts  following  theBeform  Act  of  1832 
and  the  Representation  of  the  People 
Act,  1867,  had  recognized  Monmouth- 
shire and  the  Monmouth  Boroughs  as 
being  in  England.  He  was  afraid  that 
the  hon.  Member  must  give  up  all  hope 
of  claiming  Monmouthshire  as  a  Welsh 
county. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION  —  THE  NEW 
REGULATIONS— COMPULSORY  RE- 
TIREMENT. 

Sir  ALEXANDEE  GOEDON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he 
will  state,  sis  nearly  as  he  can,  the  total 
number  of  Officers  of  the  Army  who  will 
be  retired,  under  the  proposed  new  regu- 
lations, for  compulsory  retirement,  on 
the  Ist  July,  or  on  whatever  date  the 
new  rules  may  come  into  operation  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  it  is  abnost 
impossible  to  say  how  many  officers  will 
be  retired  on  the  1st  of  July  until  the 
Warrant  has  appeared  and  officers  have 
elected  between  the  different  courses 
open  to  them.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  number  of  retirements  under  the 
new  system  will  be  in  the  aggregate 
much  less  than  those  impending  under 
the  system  now  in  force. 

Major  NOLAN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Wfior,  If,  under  the  new 
Warrant  to  be  issued  on  the  1st  July, 
Colonels  of  fifty-eight  years  of  age  will 
be  allowed  to  complete  their  service  in 
those  situations  to  which  they  have  been 
appointed  for  five  years,  or  if  they 
will  be  compulsorily  retired  on  pensions 
before  the  completion  of  the  five  years' 
term  from  the  command  of  Depot  Centres 
and  other  equivalent  positions;  if  the 
latter  is  the  case  would  he  inform  the 
House  what  is  approximately  the  ad- 
ditional expense  which  will  be  entailed 
on  the  Exchequer  by  such  compulsory 
retirements,  and  if  any  compensating 
saving  will  be  effected ;  and,  what  will 
be  approximately  the  gross  loss  incurred 
by  the  officers  who  would  be  thus  com- 
pulsorily retired  before  the  completion 
of  their  five  years'  term  ? 

Me.  CHILDERS :  Sir,  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  is 
word  for  word  the  same  as  that  he  asked 
me  three  days  ago,  with  the  addition  of 
the  word  approximately.  My  answer 
on  Monday  precisely  answers  his  present 
Question.  1  told  him  that  the  estimate 
showed  the  aggregate  change ;  but  that 
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it  was  almost  impossible,  and  it  would 
be  until  the  Warrant  issues  oseleoB,  to 
break  it  up  into  detail. 

ARMY— MANUFACTURE  OF  GUNS  AND 
PROJECTHiES. 

Majob  NOLAN  asked  the  Secretuy 
of  State  for  War,  If  he  can  state  whit 
is  the  value  of  guns,  carriage,  and  pro- 
jectiles now  ordered  from  or  being  mann- 
factured  by  private  firms  on  behalf  of 
the  War  Department ;  and.  if  this  in- 
cludes all  guns,  &c.  being  manufactured 
by  private  firms  for  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS :  Sir,  the  value  of 
the  guns,  carriages,  and  projectiles  now 
being  mcmufactured  by  private  firms  on 
behalf  of  the  War  Department  is  a  little 
over  £46,000.  I  know  nothing  of  any 
orders  for  other  Departments  of  the 
Government ;  but  if  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  refers  to  the  Admiralty,  their 
requirements  are  met  by  the  War  Office, 
and  the  material  at  this  moment  in 
course  of  manufacture  for  them  is  in- 
cluded in  the  £46,000. 

INDIA— GOLD  MININO  C03«£PANIB8. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  number  of  Indian 
Gold  Mining  Companies  whose  prospec- 
tuses have  oeen  issued  during  the  past 
two  years ;  and,  whether  the  Noble  Lord 
or  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  could 
not  issue  some  warning  note  to  the 
public  to  g^ard  them  against  investing 
their  money  in  these  highly  speculative 
concerns,  at  the  same  time  without  inter- 
fering with  the  legitimate  operation  of 
capital? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  I  can  only  say  that  the  Eeport 
to  the  Government  of  India  by  Mr.  B. 
Smith  on  the  gold  yielding  capabilities 
of  Wynaad  has  been  made  public.  That 
contains  all  the  information  in  my  pos- 
session on  the  subject,  and  having  made 
it  public  I  think  I  have  done  all  in  my 
power  to  enable  the  public  to  form  their 
own  opinion  as  to  the  various  schemes 
which  have  lately  been  presented  to 
them. 

INDIA  (ARMY)-CASE  OF  CAPTAIN 
CHATTEUTON. 

Mr.  GEANTHAM  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  India,  as  he  has  now 
received    the    promised    reports    from 
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India  on  the  case  of  Captain  Ohatterton,  ( 
If  he  can  tell  the  House  whether  by  the  | 
report  of  the  Medical  Board,  dated  Sep- 
tember 5th,  1868,  signed  by  Snrg^n 
Major  Peskett,  Surgeons  Lowdell  and 
Condon,  and  Assistant  Surgeon  Walsh 
at  Myne  Tal,  Captain  Chatterton  was 
not  recommended  to  take  twelve  months 
leaye  of  absence  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
turning to  England  to  undergo  an  opera- 
tion, viz.,  the  division  of  the  left  tendon 
achilles,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  not 
safe  to  perform  the  operation  in  India  ; 
whether  Surgeon  Major  Powell,  acting 
as  garrison  surgeon  in  Fort  William, 
Calcutta,  did  not  afterwards  in  April 
1869  confirm  the  above  recommendation 
on  the  same  ground  ;  and,  whether  the 
only  report  on  which  the  Despatch  of 
June5tn,  1869,  ordering  the  compulsory 
retirement  of  Captain  Chatterton  was 
founded,  and  which  practically  alleged 
that  he  was  shamming,  was  not  that 
made  in  November  or  December  1868 
by  Assistant  Surgeon  Macdermott,  who 
was  shortly  afterwards  removed  from 
the  medicid  charge  of  that  and  other 
cases  previously  under  his  care;  and 
how  it  was  that  Captain  Chatterton  was 
dismissed  the  Army  in  1869  on  the  re- 
port of  an  assistant  surgeon,  when  Cap- 
tain Chatterton  was  acting  on  the  re- 
ports of  very  eminent  surgeons  made 
Doth  before  and  after  the  report  of  the 
assistant  surgeon  ? 

The  Marquess  op  HAETINGTON, 
in  replv,  said,  it  was  a  fact  that  the 
Medical  Board,  by  a  Eeport  dated  Sep- 
tember 5,  1868,  did  recommend  that 
Caplain  Chatterton  should  be  sent  to 
£ngland  to  undergo  an  operation.  Their 
Report  required  to  be  confirmed  by 
superior  authorities,  and  they  decided 
that  there  was  no  occasion  to  send  Cap- 
tain Chatterton  home,  as  the  operation, 
being  a  very  simple  one,  could  be  per- 
formed in  India.  The  whole  matter 
was  carefully  considered  by  a  Court  of 
Inquiry  consisting  of  three  combatant 
officers  of  superior  rank.  They  took 
the  evidence  of  several  medical  officers, 
and  their  lioport  was  considered  by  the 
Commander-in-Chief  in  India  and  by 
the  Government  of  India ;  and  on  this 
Beport  Captain  Chatterton  was  placed 
on  half- pay.  Captain  Chatterton  had 
not  been  dismissed  from  the  Army.  lie 
had  15  years  of  service,  six  and  a- half  of 
which  were  spent  on  medical  leave.  On 
theM  groands  alone  there  would  have 
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been  ample  justification  for  placing  Cap- 
tain Chatterton  on  half-pay. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION— TERRITORIAL 
TITLES  OF  REGIMENTS. 

Mr.  ERRINGTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  he 
thinks  it  necessary  to  insist  on  calling 
the  territorial  Eegiment  formed  from 
the  67th  Brigade  Depot  the  Prince  of 
Wales*  Royal  Canadian  Regiment,  con- 
sisting as  it  does  of  five  Regiments  of 
Irish  Militia,  and  of  the  100th  and 
109th  Regiments,  in  not  one  of  which 
is  there  now  a  single  Canadian ;  and, 
whether  he  will  consider  the  recommen- 
dation of  Colonel  Stanley's  Committee, 
that  the  Regiment  should  be  called  the 
Prince  of  Wales'  Royal  Leinster  Regi- 
ment, and  be  made  Fusiliers,  if  the 
Militia  Regiments  are  no  longer  to  re- 
main Rifles  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  may  say  that  in  settling 
the  titles  of  the  new  territorial  regi- 
ments we  are  most  anxious  to  minimize 
changes,  but  at  the  same  time  to  meet 
local  objections;  and  it  is  impossible  to 
deny  that  the  title  ** Royal  Canadian" 
of  a  purely  Irish  regiment  refers  rather 
to  the  past  than  to  the  present  state  of 
things.  We  are  at  this  moment  in  com- 
munication with  those  interested. 

THE   MAURITIUS— A   HINDOO 
"  CHURCH  RATE." 

Mr.  CAINE  asked  the  Undersecretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If  it  is  true,  as 
stated  in  an  advertisement  in  the  **  Mer- 
cantile Record  and  Commercial  Gazette" 
of  March  2 1  st,  published  at  Port  Louis, 
Mauritius,  that  the  Colonial  Secretary 
had  in  a  letter  dated  February  6th 
last,  authorised  the  charge  of  a  fee 
of  two  cents  of  a  rupee  on  all  bags  of 
grain,  cases,  casks  and  bales  of  goods 
sold  by  all  Hindoo  Merchants  for  the 
maintenance  of  their  church  situated  at 
the  place  called  Pont  Nicolay,  Port 
Louis ;  whether  he  will  lay  a  Copy  of 
that  letter  upon  the  Table;  and,  whe- 
ther this  step  has  been  taken  with  his 
approval ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will 
cancel  the  authorisation. 

Mb.  GRANT  DUFF :  Sir,  some  time 
ago  the  Hindoos,  who  are  numerous  in 
Mauritius,  petitioned  the  Lieutenant 
Goyemor  of  the  Island  for  aid  from  the 
public  funds    for  tho    mniut«>uance  of 
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their  religion,  or  if  that  were  out  of  the 
question,  for  power  to  do  as  the  Maho- 
medans  did — that  is,  to  levy  a  small  per- 
centage on  their  trading  transactions  for 
its  metintenance.  As  the  petitioners  had, 
of  course,  the  most  absolute  right  to  tax 
themselves  for  the  maintenance  of  their 
religion  without  asking  his  or  anybody's 
leaye,  the  Lieutencmt  Governor  airected 
them  to  be  informed  that  he  could  not 
promise  them  any  aid  from  the  public 
funds;  but  that  they  were  perfectly  free 
to  follow  the  example  of  the  Mahome- 
dans,  and  to  devote  to  the  purposes  of 
their  religion  any  voluntary  tax  or  per- 
centage upon  their  trading  transactions 
which  they  mi^ht  think  proper  to  levy 
among  themselves.  Now  that  the  cir- 
cumstances are  explained,  I  need  hardly 
add  that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  sees  no  reason  to  interfere  with 
the  voluntary  arrangement  made  by  the 
Hindoos  for  the  maintenance  of  their 
religion. 

Mr.  OAINE  :  Then  I  am  to  under- 
stand that  it  is  a  purely  voluntary  church- 
rate?  

Mr,  GEANT  DUFF:  Undoubtedly. 

ISLAND  OF  REUNION— COOLIES. 

Mr.  EBBINGTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  French  Government  has  as 
yet  communicated  to  the  Foreign  Office 
the  long  promised  **  decret "  r^^ulating 
the  treatment  of  the  oppressea  Indian 
Coolies  in  the  Islcmd  of  La  E^union  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the 
decree  referred  to  has  not  yet  been  com- 
municated to  Her  Majesty's  Government; 
but  Her  Majesty's  Ainbassador  at  Paris 
is  in  communication  with  the  French  GK>- 
vemment  respecting  it. 

FOREIGN  JEWS  IN  RUSSIA— EXPUL- 
SION OF  A  NATURALIZED  BRITISH 
SUBJECT. 

Baron  HENBT  D£  WOBMS  asked 
the  Under  Seoretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afifiairs,  Whether,  with  reference  to  a 
statement  that  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vem- 
ment  had  received  no  invitation  from 
Foreign  Governments  to  interfere  in  the 

auestion  of  the  outrages  committed  on 
ie  Jews  in  Russia,  it  is  the  present 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  not 
to  remonstrate  in  cases  of  oppression  of 
Jews  in  Foreign  Countries,  except  on 
receiving  an  invitation    from   another 
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power  to  do  so ;  and,  whether  it  is  not 
the  fact  that  since  the  year  1869  repre- 
sentations have  been  repeatedly  made 
by  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment,  without 
waiting  for  such  invitation,  on  behalf  of 
oppressed  Jews  in  Eoumania,  Servia, 
Morocco,  Tunis,  Tripoli,  and  Persia  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the 
principal  consideration  which  would  re- 
gulate the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  be  that  of  whether 
interference  on  their  part  would  be  likely 
to  be  efficacious ;  and,  in  answer  to  the 
next  Question,  I  fear  that  I  may  have  to 
show  that  it  is  not  probable  that  that 
would  be  the  case  in  the  present  in- 
stance. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  Under  Secretcuy  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  What  is  the  Russian  Law  whidi, 
as  stated  by  him  in  the  House  on  Mon- 
day last,  forbids  Foreign  Jews  to  remain 
in  St.  Petersburg ;  whether  he  will  ob- 
tain a  copy  of  such  Law  through  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador  in  the  Russian 
capital,  and  lay  it  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House ;  if  such  Law  is  enforced  by  the 
Russian  Gt)vemment,  whether  he  can 
explain  why  the  Russian  Consul  General 
in  London  vis6d  the  passport  of  Mr. 
Lewisohn,  a  British  subject  of  the  Jewish 
faith;  and,  whether  nublic  notice  will 
be  given  in  the  ''Lonaon  GFazette"  that 
Jews  who  are  British  subjects  of  Her 
Maiesty  are  not  allowed  to  visit  or  re- 
main in  the  Russian  Empire,  but  are 
liable  to  be  expelled  at  a  day's  notice, 
bv  the  Russian  Police,  even  when  pro- 
vided with  a  duly  vis^d  British  passport? 

8m  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the 
laws  referred  to  are  couched  in  the  fol- 
lowing terms:— 

*'  Jews  who  come  to  Russia  on  business  oui 
remain  for  one  year  in  those  places  where  Jews 
are  allowed  to  settle." 

Then  here  follows  a  long  list  of  the  go- 
vernments in  which  they  may  settle,  one 
of  which  is  St.  Petersburg : — 

^  Jews  who  are  foreign  subjects  aniTing  in 
Russia  from  abroad,  who  have  come  on  bnaineM 
or  for  the  purpose  of  extending  their  busineM 
transactions,  are  allowed  to  carry  on  busineai 
and  to  open  banks  in  Russia,  provided  they  obtain 
a  special  permission  to  trade  as  members  of  the 
first  guild,  issued  by  the  Ministers  of  Finance, 
of  the  Interior,  and  of  Foreign  Affairs,  to  be 
specially  applied  for  in  each  case.'* 

Combined  complaints  have  been  ad- 
dressed by  the  Governments  of  Germany, 
Austria,  and  the  United  States,  as  well 
as  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  Ur« 
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Lewisohn's  case,  against  the  harsh  treat- 
ment  of  their  Bubjects  under  the  pro- 
visions of  these  laws,  and  the  United 
States  Congress  requested  the  Executive 
**  to  take  immediate  action  to  have  the 
Treaties  so  amended  as  to  remedy  the 
Jewish  grievance  in  Bussia.'*  The  Go- 
vernment of  the  United  States,  which 
had  always  been  on  peculiarly  friendly 
terms  with  that  of  Bussia,  protested,  in 
1880,  against  the  expulsion  from  St. 
Petersburg,  under  circumstances  of  pe- 
culiar hardship,  of  an  American  citizen 
of  Jewish  faith  ;  but  neither  in  this  case 
nor  in  that  of  another  American  expelled 
under  circumstances  exactly  similar  to 
those  in  Mr.  Lewisohn's  case,  were  they 
able  to  obtain  redress.  I  may  add  that 
more  than  a  year  ago  all  foreign  Jews 
were  ordered  at  once  to  leave  St.  Peters- 
burg and  certain  other  large  towns  by 
order  of  General  Loris  Mehkoff.  With 
regard  to  the  visa  given  by  the  Bussian 
Consulate- General  in  London,  it  may 
have  been  given  in  ignorance  of  Mr. 
Lewisohn's  faith,  or  under  the  impres- 
sion that  he  was  proceeding  to  Bussia, 
and  not  specially  to  the  Government  of 
St.  Petersburg.  With  regard  to  the 
public  notice  which  the  hon.  Member 
suggests,  perhaps  the  publicity  given  by 
this  reply  will  meet  the  requirements  of 
the  case. 

Babon  HENBY  DE  WOBMS  :  Is  it 
to  be  understood  that,  in  the  case  of  Go- 
vernments of  importance  like  Bussia, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  do  not  intend 
to  protest  in  cases  of  oppression,  but 
that  their  protests  are  only  to  be  directed 
against  weak  Governments  ? 

Sib  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  the 
Government  has  not  come  to  any  con- 
clusion as  to  addressing  any  protest  to 
Bussia  in  this  matter.  The  essential 
consideration  in  these  matters  is  whether 
any  protest  is  likely  to  be  of  use,  and  I 
have  shown  that  in  the  cases  of  the  pro- 
tests of  the  United  States,  Germany,  and 
Austria  no  good  has  come.  But  I  may 
say  that  we  have  protested  strongly  with 
regard  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Lewisohn. 

Sib H.DBUMMOND WOLFF:  The 
Question  .of  my  hon.  Friend  refers  to 
the  persecution  generally,  and  not  to  the 
second  question.  Will  the  Government 
protest  on  this  question  ? 

Sib  CHABLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  I 
have  said  that  the  Government  have  not 
oome  to  any  final  determination,  but 
that  the  essential  consideration  is  whe- 


ther representations  will  be  efficacious ; 
and ,  frequent  representations  having  been 
made  in  veiin,  I  fear  a  protest  would  not 
be  efficacious^ 

Mb.  J.  CO  WEN  wanted  to  know  how 
the  Government  could  tell  whether  their 
representations  would  be  efficacious  or 
not?  The  present  Government  was  a 
special  friend  of  Bussia. 

AFFAIRS   OF  TUNIS— THE  CAPITULA. 

TIONS. 

Sib  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  any  communication  has 
been  received  from  the  French  Govern- 
ment as  to  the  validity  of  the  capitula- 
tions in  Tunis ;  and,  if  he  can  state  what 
will  be  the  position  of  British  subjects 
in  Tunis  as  to  the  administration  of 
civil  and  criminal  justice  ? 

Sib  CHABLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  I 
fear  I  cannot  give  any  further  reply  to 
this  Question. 

Sib  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  recognised  or  acquiesced  in 
the  state  of  things  established  at  Tunis 
by  the  recent  action  of  the  French  Go- 
vernment ;  and,  whether  they  will  defer 
any  decision  on  their  policy  in  this 
respect  until  Parliament  has  been  enabled 
to  consider  the  Papers  about  to  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  on  the  subject  ? 

Sir  CHABLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  I 
make  the  same  reply  to  this  Question. 

ABYSSINIA— A  RED  SEA  PORT. 

Sib  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  any  steps  have  been  taken  in 
consequence  of  the  correspondence  re- 
garding the  concession  to  Abyssinia  of 
a  free  port  in  the  Bed  Sea ;  and,  if  he 
will  lay  that  correspondence,  which  took 
place  in  the  year  1877,  between  the  Earl 
of  Derby  and  Hor  Majesty's  Consul 
General  in  Egypt,  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  ? 

SiB  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  no 
steps  have  been  taken  to  obtain  for 
Abyssinia  a  port  in  the  Bed  Sea,  and 
Her  Majesty's  Agent  in  Egypt  reported 
that  there  was  no  evidence  to  show  that 
the  Abyssinians,  who  did  not  claim  a 
port,  and  could  not  manage  it  if  pos- 
sessed by  them,  were  desirous  of  obtain- 
ing one. 
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WESTMINSTER   SCHOOL  AND  CHRIST 
CHURCH  COLLEGE,  OXFORD. 

Mr.  J,  G.  TALBOT  asked  the  honour- 
able Member  for  Southwark,  Whether 
he  intends  to  put  to  the  Government 
the  question  of  which  he  has  g^ven 
Notice,  and  which  has  been  long  upon 
the  Paper,  such  Notice  reflecting  on  the 
character  of  a  disting^shed  college  at 
Oxford,  and  on  the  conduct  of  important 
public  bodies  ? 

Me.  THOROLD  ROGERS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  should  certainly  put  the  Question 
of  which  he  had  g^ven  Notice ;  and  he 
hoped  he  might  be  allowed  to  explain 
why  he  had  placed  it  upon  the  Paper. 
He  saw  it  stated  in  one  of  the  news- 
papers that  an  appeal  was  about  to  be 
made  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
to  allow  the  Dean  and  Chapter  of  West- 
minster to  take  away  from  the  West- 
minster Schools  the  property  they  were 
leg^y  entitled  to  on  the  death  of  one 
of  the  canons,  and  the  acquisition  of 
which  by  the  schools  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  carry  out  their  require- 
ments. There  were  other  statements. 
[CHei  of  *' Order!"]  Unfortunately, 
there  was  no  Department  of  the  GoTem- 
ment  entitled  to  give  an  answer  to  a  Ques- 
tion upon  higher  education.  [**  Order ! "] 
He  might  take  some  little  exception  to 
the  terms  of  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member.     ["Order!"] 

Mr.  speaker  said,  it  would  not 
be  regular  to  debate  the  form  of  the 
Question. 

Mb.  J.  Q.  TALBOT  wanted  to  know 
when  the  hon.  Member  would  put  the 
Question,  and  whether  he  thought  it 
proper  to  make  an  attack  upon  a  oistin- 
ffuished  body  without  notice,  that  body 
haying  no  opportunity  of  replying  ? 

Mb.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  that 
he  had  no  intention  of  making  an  attack 
upon  a  distinguished  body. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  wished  to  know 
when  the  hon.  Member  would  put  his 
Question  ? 

Mb.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  that 
he  should  put  his  Question  on  Friday. 

EVICnONS  (IRELAND)— EVICTION  AT 
BALLTBUNYON,  IN  THE  COUNTY  OP 
KERRY. 

Mb.  DALY  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  at  Ballybunyon, 
in  the  county  of  Kerry,  on  the  estate  of 
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Mr.  Ghmn  Mahony,  an  absentee  land- 
lord, a  man  named  Broder  was  with  his 
large  family  evicted  from  his  house,  and, 
though  apparently  dying,  was  thrown 
upon  the  road  without  any  shelter  what- 
soever;  and,  whether  it  is  true  thai 
Broder  had  received  the  last  sacramenta 
of  the  Catholic  Church  adminiatared 
only  to  dying  persons  ? 

Mb.  BRODRICK  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether,  in  the  case  referred 
to,  the  tenant  was  not  still  alive  and 
well ;  and  whether  he  was  not  at  the 
time  of  the  eviction  three  years  in  arrear 
of  a  rent  fixed  in  1862  by  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  and  not  since  raised ;  and 
whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that  the 
state  of  his  health  was  now  such  as  to 
have  permitted  him  on  the  9th  inst 
to  join  a  mob  of  about  1,000  persons  in 
cutting  turf  on  the  property  of  his  land- 
lord in  open  defiance  of  the  law  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  would  give  the  House  what 
information  he  could.  The  name  of  the 
evicted  tenant  was  Brodrick,  not  Broder, 
as  stated  in  the  Question.  He  was  ten- 
ant of  an  80-acre  farm,  of  which  the 
rent  was  only  £65.  He  had  become  a 
tenant  of  the  farm  under  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  at  a  rent  of  £75,  in  the  year 
1855.  In  1862  the  rent  became  £65. 
There  had  been  a  decree  in  June,  1 880, 
for  non-payment  of  rent,  which  was  not 
executed  until  the  time  had  almost 
expired;  not,  he  believed,  because  the 
man  was  in  a  dying  state,  but  because 
the  landlord  had  been  informed  that  the 
tenant  was  in  a  delicate  state  of  health. 
The  eviction  took  place  on  April  22. 
On  the  9th  instant,  he  was  present  as  a 
spectator  when  a  large  crowd  of  persons 
assembled,  but  took  no  active  part  in 
the  gathering. 

Mb.  DALx  said,  that  he  was  not 
responsible  for  the  error  in  the  name, 
as  he  received  his  information  in  a  tele- 
gram from  the  pansh  priest. 


POST  OFFICE  —  SAVINGS  BA^^t 
ACT,   1880. 

Mb.  BUXTON  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  with  reference  to  the  working 
of  the  Savings  Bank  Act  of  1880, 
What  sum  of  money  has  been  in- 
vested through  the  Trustee  and  Post 
Office  Savings  Banks  in  Gbvemment 
Stock ;  in  what  proportion  has  the  sum 
been  supplied  —  (a.)  by    withdrawals 
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from  current  deposits;  (b.)  by  moneys 
specially  deposited  for  the  purpose  of 
investment ;  whether  the  amount  thus 
withdrawn  for  investment  has  caused 
any  diminution  in  the  number  of  deposits 
in  the  Trustee  and  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks  respectively,  or  in  the  amount  of 
the  deposits ;  how  much  of  the  amount 
invested  has  been  taken  in  the  form  of 
Btock  certificates  to  bearer,  and  whether 
there  have  been  many  applications  for 
stock  certificates  for  smaller  amounts 
than  £50,  the  minimum  amount  now 
granted  ;  and,  whether  any  of  the  figures 
as  to  the  above  mentioned  details  could 
be  given  separately  for  Great  Britian 
and  Ireland? 

Mr.  FAWCETT :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
Questions  of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to 
state  that  the  Act  for  allowing  small  in- 
vestments in  Government  Stocks  through 
the  savings  banks  came  into  operation 
on  the  22nd  of  November  last,  and  in 
less  than  six  months  between  that  date 
and  the  14th  of  May,  the  amount  so 
invested  through  the  Trustee  Savings 
Banks  was  £68,400,  and  through  the 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks,  £455,800. 
Of  this  latter  amount  £177,600  was 
withdrawn  from  existing  deposits  for 
investment,  and  £278,300  was  specially 
deposited  in  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks  for  immediate  investment.  In 
spite  of  this  withdrawal,  the  amount  of 
Post  Office  Savings  Bank  deposits  has 
increased  since  the  22nd  of  November 
by  no  less  than  £1,010,360,  and  the 
number  of  depositors  has  increased  in 
the  same  period  by  331,795.  Of  the 
amount  invested  in  Government  Stocks 
through  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks, 
£5,850  has  been  taken  in  the  form  of 
Stock  Certificates  to  bearer,  and  there 
have  been  only  one  or  two  applications 
for  Certificates  of  smaller  amount  than 
£50.  With  regard  to  the  last  Question 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  it  may  perhaps  be 
sufficient  if  I  state  tliat  of  the  aggregate 
amount  of  £455,800  invested  in  Govern- 
xnent  Stocks  through  the  Post  Office 
Savings  Banks,  £31^4,700  was  invested 
in  Great  Britain  and  £61,100  in  Ire- 
land. Of  the  amount  invested  in  Great 
Britain  only  £17,100  had  been  sold, 
and  of  the  amount  invested  in  Ireland 
only  £2,400  had  been  sold. 

TCXIS— THE  PORT  OF   BISERTA. 
Ma.  BOURKE  asked  the  Under  Se* 
onUuy  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 


Whether  the  Paper  drawn  up  by  Mr. 
Wood,  Her  Majesty's  late  Consul  Ge- 
neral, containing  a  reference  to  Biserta 
Bay,  is  within  the  control  of  the  Foreign 
Office ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  lay 
it  before  Parliament  with  the  other 
Papers  on  the  subject  of  Tunis  ? 

8m  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
the  Report  referred  to  is  one  of  a  con- 
fidential scheme,  and,  as  my  right  hon. 
Friend  is  aware,  it  is  contrary  to  the 
custom  of  the  Foreign  Office  to  publish 
documents  of  this  kind.  I  may,  how- 
ever, add  that,  although  allusion  is 
made  in  it  to  Biserta,  it  gives  no 
details  as  to  the  character  of  the  har- 
bour, or  the  expenditure  necessary  to 
convert  it  into  a  harbour  of  value. 

Mb.  BOURKE  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  can,  with- 
out detriment  to  the  public  service,  lay 
upon  the  Table  any  Reports  which  are 
in  possession  of  the  Admiralty  from  naval 
officers,  upon  the  importance,  strategical 
or  political,  of  Biserta  Bay  ? 

Me.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  there  is  no 
Report  in  the  Hydrographical  Depart- 
ment of  the  Admiralty  bearing  on  Biserta 
Bay.  There  is  a  short  letter  in  the 
General  Record  Office  from  Admiral 
Spratt  to  Lord  Clarence  Paget,  written 
in  1864  ;  but  it  contains  nothing  that  is 
not  still  more  emphatically  and  fully 
said  by  the  gallant  Admiral  in  his  letter 
published  in  The  Times  of  last  Monday, 
and  there  are  expressions  in  it  which 
justly  impelled  the  writer  to  mark  it 
confidential. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS  ARRANGEMENTS 
—REPORT  OF  COMMITTEE  OF  1868. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER  asked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether  there 
are  any  Copies  of  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  1868  on  House  of  Commons 
arrangements  which  are  available  for 
distribution  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  a  certain  number  of  copies 
had  been  ordered  to  be  printed,  and 
that  any  Member  wishing  to  have  a 
copy  might  have  one  on  application  to 
the  Speaker's  secretary. 

ARMY— MOUNTED  INFANTRY. 

Sib  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  any  steps  this  year  towards 
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the  forination  of  a  permanent  corps  of 
mounted  infantry  ? 

Mb.  CHTTiDERS :  No,  Sir,  no  pro- 
vision is  made  for  such  a  force  in  the 
Estimates  for  1881-2. 

WAR  OFFICE— MILITARY  EDUCATION 
AT  SANDHURST— STUDY  OF  FRENCH 
AND  GERMAN. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  with 
reference  to  his  correspondence  with  the 
public  schools  regarding  education  in 
French  and  German,  Whether  it  is  not 
the  case  that  hitherto  there  has  been 
absolutely  no  instruction  in  those  lan- 
guages at  Sandhurst,  so  that  young 
men  qualified  up  to  a  certain  point  be- 
fore entrance  have  every  encouragement 
to  forget  what  they  know  of  modern 
languages  from  the  moment  they  enter 
as  cadets  into  Her  Majesty's  Service; 
whether  he  will  introduce  tne  study  of 
modem  languages  at  Sandhurst;  and, 
whether  he  will  consider  the  possibility  of 
doing  anything  to  assist  and  encourage 
junior  officers,  after  joining  their  regi- 
ments, to  continue  and  improve  their 
knowledge  of  these  languages  where 
circumstances  permit  ? 

Mr.  OHILDEES:  Sir,  I  have  not 
overlooked  the  point  suggested  in  the 
Question  of  my  hon.  Friend;  but  he, 
perhaps,  is  not  aware  that  cadets  only 
pass  something  over  eight  months  at 
Sandhurst,  and  that  the  course  is  one  of 
purely  military  subjects,  which  neces- 
sarily take  up  their  whole  time.  When 
I  was  at  Sandhurst  lately,  I  especially 
looked  into  this  question ;  but  the  real 
fact  is^  that  unless  French  becomes  part 
of  the  education  of  an  English  gentle- 
man at  school,  a  very  smidl  proportion 
will  acquire  facility  in  it  afterwards.  It 
is  with  this  object  that  I  hope  the  autho- 
rities of  our  public  schools  may  be  in- 
duced to  do  something  more  for  living 
languages  even  at  a  moderate  sacrifice 
of  Greek,  and  that  we  have  appealed  to 
them  to  assist  us  if  they  wish  to  increase 
or  even  to  maintain  the  present  propor- 
tion of  entries  into  the  Army  from  these 
essentially  national  institutions. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— INLAND  REVENUE 

—BEER  AND  SPIRIT  LICENCES  ON 

RAILWAYS. 

Mr.  Aldermak  LAWEENOE  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  To 
whom  it  is  intended  that  the  Oommis- 
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doners  of  Inland  Eevenue  shall  grant 
licences  at  £5  per  annum  to  sell  wine, 
beer,  spirits,  and  tobacco  in  travelling 
public  house  Bailway  cars;  whetheir 
such  travelling  public  house  RaOwaj 
cars  will  be  authorised  to  supply  fini 
class,  second  class,  and  third  class  Hail- 
way  passengers  with  any  liquor  thej 
may  require ;  and,  whether  all  Hailwaj 
Companies  will  be  permitted  to  attach 
such  travelling  taverns  to  any  train  they 
may  think  advisable,  whether  express, 
excursionist,  or  Parliamentary,  and  with- 
out limit  as  to  distance  travelled  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  will  give 
the  particulars  of  the  Question  to  my 
hon.  Friend  if  he  desires  to  have  them ; 
but  I  doubt  if  this  is  a  convenient 
moment  to  explain  them  to  the  House. 
If  it  is  agreeable  to  the  hon.  Member,  I 
would  rather  suggest  that  we  should 
W6Lit  until  I  make  the  proposal,  of  which 
I  will  undertake  to  give  him  due  notice. 

Mr.  Aldermaw  LA  WHENCE :  This 
is  a  question  which  is  of  great  interest 
in  the  country,     r^i''*^  ^/ **  Order!  "] 

Mr.  speaker  :  After  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  not  think 
it  would  be  regular  to  press  the  Question. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE— HAWICK 
AND  GALASHIELS. 

Lord  HENRY  SCOTT  asked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Xtancaater, 
Whether  he  has  any  objection  to  men- 
tion the  name  of  the  gentleman  con- 
nected with  the  manufactures  of  Hawick 
who  informed  him  that  the  trade  of  that 
town  and  Galashiels  and  other  manofko- 
turing  towns  of  the  district  was  good 
and  satisfactory;  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  since  1875,  eleven  woollen  mana*' 
facturing  firms  had  faUed  in  Hawick 
alone,  and  their  liabilities,  varying  re- 
spectively from  £4,500  to  £400,000,  had 
reached  a  total  sum  of  over  £830,000 ; 
whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  ex- 
port of  tweeds  is  greatly  hampered  bj 
foreign  tariffs  in  America  and  other 
countries,  while  at  the  same  time  the 
price  of  home-grown  wool  had  so  de- 
clined as  to  be  actually  unremuneratiTe 
to  the  grower ;  and,  whether  any  steps 
will  be  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  any  treaty  of  oommeroe  now 
negotiating  or  to  be  negotiated  to  secure 
that  so  important  a  home  manu£actimnff 
interest  is  relieved  horn  the  unfair  ana 
unequal  duties  now  imposed  on  it  by 
foreign  tarifb  ? 
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Mb.  JOHN  BRIGHT:  Sir,  I  am 
bound  to  rise  to  the  Question  of  the 
noble  Lord.  To  the  two  or  three  para- 
graps  of  that  Question  I  will  g^ve  such 
an  answer  as  it  will  admit  of.  The 
House  will  see  that  the  first  portion  of 
the  Question  merely  asks  the  name  of 
the  gentleman  who  stated  to  me  some 
facts  concerning  trade  on  the  banks  of 
the  Tweed  to  which  I  referred  in  a  recent 
speech.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to 
g^ive  the  name  of  that  gentleman  ;  but  I 
will  mention  that  he  has  occupied  a  high 
position  in  the  municipality  of  Hawids, 
and  is  one  of  a  family  who  are  largely  in- 
terested and  connected  with  the  trade 
in  the  district.  The  next  Question  re- 
lates to  the  bankruptcies  in  Hawick 
since  1875.  Now,  I  did  not  know  of 
this  Question  till  I  came  down  to  the 
House.  But  I  have  just  received  a 
teleg^m  from  Hawick,  which,  by  the 
statement  of  two  or  three  facts,  furnishes 
a  sufficient  answer  to  the  Question.  The 
telegram  comes  from  the  secretary  of 
the  South  of  Scotland  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce, and  is  to  the  effect  that  some 
serious  failures  of  manufacturing  firms 
took  place  in  1875  owiug  to  circum- 
stances altogether  outside  the  manufac- 
turing industry  of  the  place  ;  that  trade 
was  healthy;  that  the  heaviest  failure 
took  place  in  consequence  of  the  wild 
and  foolish  speculation  of  one  of  the 
partners  resident  in  London,  and  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  trade  at  Hawick, 
which  was  profitable  at  the  time,  and 
has  been  since  in  a  very  satisfactory 
state,  especially  when  the  condition  of 
trade  in  many  parts  of  the  country  is 
taken  into  consideration.  Then  he  says 
that  the  other  manufacturing  firms  have 
failed  for  trifling  amounts;  that  the 
trade  has  been  steadily  increasing  ;  that 
last  year  higher  wages  wore  paid  than 
in  any  preceding  year,  in  spite  of  the 
depression  of  trade,  and  that  the  Census 
shows  an  increase  of  population  of  42 
per  cent  in  the  decennial  period.  Ho 
also  says  that  wool — there  was  no  refer- 
ence in  my  speech  to  the  price  of  wool 
— is  certainly  low  in  price ;  that  farmers 
took  land  anticipating  that  prices  would 
be  hiffher  by  50  per  cent ;  that  rents  are 
too  high ;  and  that  the  Border  pastoral 
farmers  are  paying  rent  wholly  or  par- 
tially out  of  capital.  He  says,  in  con- 
tinuation, that  if  I  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Border  Burghs  (Mr.  Tre- 
yelyan),  I  shall  probably  get  further 


material  with  which  to  answer  satisfac- 
torily the  noble  Lord  opposite.  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  asks  whether  it  is 
x^ot  the  fact  that  the  export  of  tweeds  is 
g*eatly  hampered  by  foreign  tariffs? 
Well,  no  doubt,  if  all  foreign  tariffs 
were  as  free  as  our  own  there  would  be 
a  larger  trade  in  this  country.  The  night 
before  last  I  was  speaking  on  this  very 
practice  to  a  gentleman  eminent  in  the 
political  life  of  Canada,  cmd  he  told  me 
how  in  that  very  article  of  tweeds  there 
was  an  interference  with  the  trade  of 
this  country  by  the  imposition  of  tariffs 
in  the  Colony.  He  added  that  the  time 
was  not  far  distant  when  the  policy  at 

S resent  pursued  would  be  reversed.  The 
tuestion  asks — 

**  Whether  any  steps  will  be  taken  bv  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  any  treaty  of  com- 
merce now  negotiating  or  to  be  negotiated  to 
secure  that  so  important  a  home  manufacturing 
interest  is  relieved  from  the  unfair  and  unequiu 
duties  now  imposed  on  it  by  foreign  tariffs  ?  ' 

Unfortunately,  this  Parliament  can  only 
deal  with  the  tariffs  of  this  country; 
but,  of  course,  any  Government  in  Office 
would  do  its  utmost  in  case  of  any  nego- 
tiations to  obtain  as  favourable  terms  as 
possible  for  the  trade  of  this  country. 
This  is  what  the  Government  has  tried 
to  do  with  France,  and  what  it  will  do 
as  occasion  offers  in  the  case  of  negotia- 
tions with  any  other  country. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL— 
THE  COMMISSION. 

Sir  henry  HOLLAND  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State|for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  the  Oommis- 
sioners  have  refused  to  enter  the  Trans- 
vaal  territory  until  the  guns  taken  at 
Potchefstroom  have  been  restored  ;  and 
whether  they  have  taken  this  step 
under  instructions  from  the  Secretary  of 
State? 

Mr.  grant  duff  :  Sir,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  want  of  telegraphic  com- 
munication and  for  other  reasons,  it  was 
decided  more  than  a  month  ago  that  the 
Commission  should  for  the  present  sit 
at  Newcastle,  in  Natal,  and  we  have 
heard  nothing  whatever  about  any  pro- 
posal to  change  the  place  of  meeting. 

NAVY-ROYAL  NAVAL  ENGINEERS. 

Mr.  MACLIVER  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  he  has  given  the 
attention  which  he  promised  to  the  posi- 
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tion  of  the  Royal  Naval  Engineers,  and 
whether  he  can  state  how  far  he  is  pre- 
pared to  revise  their  pay  and  status  ? 

Mr.  TREYELYAN:  Sir,  the  En- 
gineering Department  of  the  Navy  is 
the  only  Naval  Service  of  importance 
which  has  recently  sprung  into  exist- 
ence, and  its  organization  has  not  yet 
been  arlranged  on  a  final  and  satis- 
factory basis.  When  the  Estimates  are 
introduced  next  year  I  shall  be  prepared, 
if  I  still  hold  the  Office  which  I  now  have 
the  honour  to  fill,  to  submit  to  the  House 
a  scheme  which  I  hope  will  meet  with 
approval. 

In  answer  to  a  further  Question, 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  said,  that  the 
Navy  Estimates  would  not  be  taken 
until  an  opportunity  should  present 
itself  to  the  Government  of  obtaining 
a  clear  night  for  their  discussion.  As 
to  the  Royal  Naval  Engineers,  the  Lords 
of  the  Admiralty  would  be  very  pleased 
to  hear  the  opinions  of  hon.  Members  ; 
but  he  could  not  promise  that  the  re- 
organization to  which  he  had  referred 
would  be  explained  at.  the  time  which 
might  be  fixed  for  the  discussion  of  the 
Estimates.  The  general  outline  of  the 
scheme  had  already  been  sketched,  but 
no  reason  existed  for  taking  any  pre- 
mature step  in  connection  wi&  this  sub- 
ject. 

PROTECTION    OF    PERSON    AND    PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT.  1881— 
ARREST  OF  MR.  DILLON. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he 
will  not,  after  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Irish  Land  Law  Bill,  endeavour  to 
afiPord  some  facilities  for  the  discussion 
of  the  Notice  which  stands  on  the  books 
of  the  House  with  reference  to  the  arrest 
of  Mr.  Dillon,  M.P.  and  the  general 
conduct  of  the  Irish  Executive  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  in  answering 
this  Question  I  cannot  but  express  my 
great  regret,  inasmuch  as  everyone  must 
desire  that  a  matter  of  this  kind  should 
be  disposed  of  with  as  little  delay  as 
possible,  that  the  hon.  Member  has  not 
availed  himself  of  any  of  the  opportuni- 
ties for  bringing  forward  his  Motion 
which  were  open  to  him  as  an  inde- 
pendent Member.  In  all  likelihood,  if 
the  hon.  Member  had  thought  fit  to  put 
down  this  Motion  for  Tuesday  night 
last,  and  if  some  of  the  hon.  Members 
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interested  in  the  Question  had  attended 
on  that  evening,  the  Notice  would  hav« 
received  the  attention  of  the  Honcie. 
Instead,  however,  of  following  such  a 
course  as  I  have  indicated,  the  hon. 
Member  now  asks  me  to  g^ve  him  facili- 
ties for  the  discussion  of  his  Motion. 
But  he  knows  perfectly  well  what  are 
the  facilities  at  my  disposal,  and  I  can- 
not do  better  than  repeat  what  I  ha?6 
stated  many  times  in  this  House,  and 
what  cannot  be  unknown  to  the  hon. 
Member — namely,  that  with  regard  to 
the  whole  of  the  time  as  to  which  we 
consider  we  have  a  moral  option,  our 
intention  is  to  give  it  to  the  Irish  Land 
Bill.  But  between  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  and  the  Committee  it  may  be 
proper  to  allow  an  interval  of  a  week  to 
elapse.  That  being  so,  there  will  be 
one  evening  at  the  command  of  the  (Go- 
vernment, and  it  is  a  matter  of  neceesitj 
that  that  evening  should  be  g^ven  to  the 
consideration  of  a  financial  measure 
without  the  authority  of  which  the  taxes 
of  the  country  cannot  be  levied.  Thie 
measure  is  absolutely  necessary  for  au- 
thorizing the  levying  of  the  taxes,  and 
with  regard  to  it  some  inconvenience 
has  already  arisen.  I  must  therefore 
treat  this  measure  as  a  question  of  para- 
mount importance.  It  may  also  be  ne- 
cessary to  renew  our  demand  for  a  Vote 
of  Credit.  That  is  a  matter  which  I 
hope  will  not  give  rise  to  any  discussion ; 
but,  in  the  present  day,  it  is  extremely 
difficult  to  anticipate  what  will  and 
what  will  not  give  rise  to  discussion. 
But  I  certainly  shall  not  interpose  any- 
thing, in  regard  to  which  I  consider  we 
have  option,  so  as  to  prevent  the  hon. 
Member  from  bringing  forward  his  Mo- 
tion if  he  is  determined  not  to  avail  him- 
self of  the  opportunities  which  he  has  as 
a  private  Member.  On  Tuesday  next, 
for  instance,  he  might  probably  bring 
the  matter  forward,  there  being  very 
little  indeed  to  be  discussed  on  tbat 
day,  except  certain  Irish  Motions,  with 
regard  to  which  there  would  probabW 
be  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  Irisn 
Members  to  accommodate  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber.  It  appears  to  me  that  the  hon. 
Member  ought  then  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  forward  his  Motion ; 
but  in  the  meantime  he  might  reserro 
the  discretionary  power  of  making  use 
of  any  portion  of  Monday  that  may  be 
free  aner  the  Financial  Bill  is  dis- 
posed of. 
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Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  observed, 
that  he  had  a  Motion  down  for  Tuesday 
relating  to  the  industrial  development 
of  Ireland,  and  added  that  he  certainly 
should  not  give  way  in  the  manner  sug- 
gested by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  suggested  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  propose 
a  Morning  Sitting  on  Tuesday  for  the 
discussion  of  his  hon.  Friend's  Motion. 

Mr.  mac  IVER  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  be  too  sanguine 
about  the  rapid  progress  of  the  Customs 
and  Inland  Revenue  Bill. 

STATE    OF    IRELAND— ILLEGAL    PLA- 
CARD— ARREST  AT  MTTLLINGAR. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  If  it  is  a 
fact  that  a  man  named  Clarke  was,  on 
Thursday  May  12th,  arrested  without 
warrant  at  MuUingar  on  a  charge  of 
carrying  an  alleged  illegal  placard ;  if 
four  magistrates  at  once,  without  having 
given  the  man  any  chance  or  opportu- 
nity of  finding  bail  to  answer  the  charge 
at  petty  sessions,  proceeded  to  pass  sen- 
tence on  him  for  the  alleged  offence, 
such  sentence  being  that  he  should 
undergo  a  month's  imprisonment  unless 
he  found  bail  for  good  behaviour  during 
six  months ;  if  it  was  only  on  the  protest 
of  the  prisoner's  solicitor,  Mr.  Downes, 
that  the  magistrates  ultimately  consented 
to  remand  tne  charge  to  petty  sessions ; 
if  the  magistrates  had  power,  under  the 
circumstances,  to  adjudicate  as  they  pro- 
posed, out  of  sessions;  and,  if  they  had 
not,  will  he  take  steps  to  insure  that  jus- 
tice shall  be  done  in  similar  cases  in 
which  prisoners  may  not  be  able  to 
procure  for  themselves  the  protection  of 
a  legal  defence  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law):  Sir,  I  have 
inquired  into  this  occurrence.  On  a 
market  day  in  Mullingar,  Clarke  was 
carrying  about  and  exhibiting  a  placard 
of  an  inflammatory  character.  The  con- 
stabulary on  duty  requested  him  to  de- 
sist, and  on  his  refusal  took  him  before 
the  resident  magistrate  and  three  other 
magistrates  who  happened  to  be  in  town. 
They  heard  the  charge  at  the  police  bar- 
rack, heard  what  Clarke  had  to  say 
about  it,  and  then  told  him  he  must  find 
sureties  for  good  behaviour,  or  in  default 
be  committed  to  gaol  for  one  month. 
Clarke  said  he  would  provide  the  sure- 
ties required;  but  just  then  a  solicitor, 


Mr.  Downes,  with  another  gentleman, 
came  up,  and  on  being  informed  what 
had  taken  place,  protested  against  the 
case  being  heard  out  of  petty  sessions. 
The  magistrates,  though  not  bound  so 
to  do,  yielded  to  Mr.  Downes's  objection, 
and  accordingly  took  bail  for  Clarke's 
appearance  at  the  next  petty  sessions, 
on  the  21st  instant,  to  answer  the  charge. 
As  to  the  legal  part  of  the  Question,  I 
have  to  state  that  the  magistrates  had 
jurisdiction  to  deal  with  the  case  out  of 
petty  sessions  as  they  proposed  to  do. 

Mr.  PARNELL  asked  if  the  magis- 
trates had  power  to  sentence  a  man  to  a 
month's  imprisonment  in  such  a  case  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Yes,  Sir,  in 
the  default  of  finding  sureties  for  good 
behaviour. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  asked  if  the 
placard  could  be  correctly  described  as 
inflammatory  ?    It  was  as  follows : — 

**  Landlordism  on  its  last  legs.  A  sale  will 
take  place  at  Che  courthouse,  Mullingar,  on  May 
13,  at  12  o'clock.  Men  of  Westmeath,  assemble 
in  your  thousands  at  the  above  sale,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  beholding  the  last  struggle  of  landlordism 
against  democracy.  A  contingency  of  the  Land 
League  branch  of  Westmeath  will  attend.  God 
save  Ireland!" 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked  if  they 
were  to  understand  that  it  was  owing  to 
the  accident  by  which  a  solicitor  was 
present  that  the  man  was  not  sent  to 
gaol? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Sir,  the  man, 
as  I  understand  the  case,  was  not  about 
to  be  sent  to  gaol  at  all,  for  he  was 
ready  to  provide  the  sureties  required. 
The  proceedings  were  had  under  the 
Common  Law  jurisdiction  of  Justices  of 
the  Peace.  In  answer  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westmeath,  I  have  to  say  that 
I  do  consider  the  placard  in  question  an 
inflammatory  one.  It  encouraged,  and 
was  meant  to  encourage,  disorder,  and 
the  interference  of  the  niagistrates  was, 
iu  my  opinion,  quite  justifiable. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  wondered  if 
it  was  within  the  knowledge  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  placards  were  issued 
by  the  Nonconformists  inviting  people 
to  witness  the  seizure  of  ministers'  money 
in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  remarked,  that 
the  Attorney  General  had  forgotten  to 
answer  whether  the  man  was  given  the 
option  of  bail  awaiting  trial,  and  whether 
the  course  was  legal. 
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The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Such  a  course 
was  perfectly  legal. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  asked  if  they 
were  to  understand  that  by  the  law  of 
Ireland  a  man  would  be  sent  to  prison 
for  a  month  for  carrying  a  placard  like 
the  one  in  question  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  For  any  breach 
of  good  behaviour  a  man  may  be  sent  to 
prison  in  England  and  in  Ireland  alike, 
if  he  does  not  give  the  security  required 
for  his  future  good  behaviour. 

Mr. H.  H.  FOWLER:  NotinEngland. 

SOLWAT  FISHERIES-GEO.  IV.  c.  46,  8.  9 
—REPORT  OF  THE  COMMISSIONERS— 
LEGISLATION. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  his  attention  has  been  directed  to 
the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  on 
the  Solway  Fisheries  (1881);  and,  if  he 
proposes  to  introduce  some  legislative 
measure  to  mitigate  the  present  exces- 
sive penalties  to  which  persons  are 
liable  under  the  ninth  clause  c.  45 
Geo.  m.  1804,  as  recommended  at 
page  xiv.  of  the  Report  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  his  attention  had  been  called 
to  the  Report,  and  he  would  be  ex- 
tremely glad  if  he  could  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  give  effect  to  it.  He  would,  how- 
ever, see  whether  a  Bill  of  the  kind 
might  not  be  introduced  in  the  other 
House,  with  the  hope  that  there  might 
be  time  to  get  it  tnrough  both  Houses 
in  the  present  Session. 

INTERNATIONAL  LAW— TORPEDOES. 

Mr.  T.  0.  THOMPSON  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  the  atten- 
tion of  Oovemment  has  been  called  to  a 
notice  from  the  Greek  Consul  that  tor- 
pedoes have  been  laid  down  for  practice 
in  the  Gulf  of  Corinth ;  and,  if  the  Go- 
vernment will  endeavour  to  put  a  stop 
to  the  use  amongst  civilized  nations  of 
these  secret  weapons  in  naval  warfare  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  have  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  statement  re- 
ferred to  bv  the  hon.  Member  is  in- 
correct. With  regard  to  the  latter  part 
of  the  Question,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  certainly  not  formed  any  in- 
tention of  negotiating  with  foreign  Gt>- 
yemments  on  the  BiU)jeot  of  torpedoes 


as  being  secret  instruments  of  warfare, 
for  this  reason  if  for  no  other,  that  Uiere 
are  other  secret  instruments  of  warfare, 
such  as  mines  and  countermines,  and 
that  it  would  be  very  difficult  to  sanction 
the  one  description  and  prohibit  the  other. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)  COUNTY 
MONAGHAN. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Liea> 
tenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  has  yet  received 
further  information  relative  to  an  in- 
quest held  on  the  30th  ult.  on  Lord 
Rossmore's  property,  in  the  townland  of 
Dumbarton,  county  Monaghan ;  if,  in 
addition  to  the  report  of  the  circum- 
stances he  saw  in  the  **  Freeman's  Jour- 
nal," which  created  an  impression  that 
the  case  was  unjustifiable  and  harsh,  he 
also  observed  a  letter  from  Lord  iRoss- 
more*s  agent.  Colonel  Lloyd,  in  that 
paper,  on  the  5th  instant,  explanatoiy 
of  the  transaction ;  and,  if  he  is  aware 
that  Stewart,  the  tenant  sought  to  be 
evicted,  and  on  whose  evidence  the  ori- 
ginal charge  was  made  in  the  newspaper 
referred  to,  has  been  returned  for  trial 
on  a  charge  of  wilful  and  corrupt  per- 
jury said  to  have  been  committed  at  the 
inquest  already  alluded  to  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  when  he  had  before  answered  a 
Question  on  the  subject  he  had  not 
seen  the  letter  from  Lord  Rossmore's 
agent,  which  gave  a  different  aspect  to 
the  transaction.  He  saw,  he  might  add« 
a  paragraph  in  the  newspapers  to  the 
effect  that  Stewart  had  been  brought 
before  the  magistrates  on  a  charge  of 
perjury,  and  that  he  would  be  tried  at 
the  next  Assizes.  Pending  the  trial  he 
could  give  no  opinion  in  the  matter. 

PARLIAMENTARY  OATH— MR.  BRAD- 

LAUGH. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  two  Acts  of 
Parliament  passed  in  the  last  Session 
for  the  relief  of  Lord  Byron  and  Lord 
Plunket  &om  the  liabilities  incurred 
by  them  by  reason  of  their  having  voted 
as  Members  of  Parliament  without  hav- 
ing taken  the  oaths  prescribed  by  Law, 
the  Government  are  prepared  to  pro- 
mote a  similar  measure  in  relief  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh ;  and,  if  not,  why  not  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  it  is  cer- 
tainly  true  that  this  House  was  pleased 
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to  pass  Bills  of  Indemnity  on  behalf  of 
Loril  Byron  and  Lord  Plunket,  and  it  is 
likewise  true  that  those  Bills  were  taken 
in  charge  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
But  they  were  taken  in  charge  by  the 
Government,  first  of  all  because  we  were 
given  to  understand  that  the  votes  of 
the  two  noble  Lords  in  question  were 
given  inadvertently ;  and  secondly,  be- 
cause on  a  question  of  the  kind,  where 
there  was  no  matter  of  difference  of 
opinion,  we  thought  it  right  as  a  matter 
ot  courtesy  affecting  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  to  take 
the  course  which  we  adopted.  With 
regard  to  the  Question  as  it  relates  to 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  I  g^ve  no  opinion  upon 
it,  beyond  saying  that  it  is  evidently  a 
different  matter,  and  the  Government 
have  not  thought  it  their  duty  in  the 
present  state  of  affairs  to  make  any  pro- 
posal to  the  House  on  the  subject. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL— 
THE  NATIVE  TRIBES. 

Mr.  GOBST  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  6k>vemment  are  in  pos- 
session of  any  information  respecting 
the  commandeering  expeditions  which 
it  is  said  are  being  organised  by  the 
Boers  of  the  Transvaal  against  certain 
of  the  Native  tribes,  to  punish  them  for 
their  loyalty  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment during  the  recent  insurrection; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  (Govern- 
ment have  still  authority  to  protect  the 
natives  of  the  Transvaal  against  out- 
rages during  the  sitting^  of  the  Com- 
mission; and,  if  so,  what  steps  are 
being  taken  to  insure  that  such  autho- 
ribr  will,  if  disregarded,  be  enforced  ? 

Mb.  QEANT  I)UFF  :  Sir,  the  most 
recent  intelligence  of  anything  of  the 
kind  we  have  had  was  on  the  12th, 
when  we  were  told  by  Sir  Evelyn  Wood 
that  Major  Buller  had  been  sent  with 
Mr.  Joubert  to  part  a  Native  tribe  and 
acme  Boers  said  to  be  hostile  to  it  in 
the  Keate  Award  territory.  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  second 
Question,  I  have  to  say  that  we  have 
mch  authority,  but  that  the  steps  to  be 
taken  must  necessarily  depend  upon  the 
circumstances  of  each  particular  case. 

Mju  GOEST  asked  whedier  the  €K>- 
Temment  had  heard  anything  of  expe- 
ditions being  organized  at  Pretoria  ? 

Mb.  grant  DUFF:  No,  Sir;  we 
have  heard  of  nothing  of  the  kind. 


THE  ROYAL  MILITARY  ASYLUM, 
CHELSEA— ROMAN  CATHOLIC  BOYS. 

Mk.  CALLAN  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  will  have 
any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  a  Copy  of  a  Memorial  from 
the  Homan  Catholic  Clergymen  at  the 
Royal  Military  Asylum,  Chelsea,  on  the 
subject  of  the  provisions  in  force  for  the 
religious  instruction  and  training  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  boys  at  that  Institu- 
tion, and  of  the  reply,  if  any,  given 
thereto  by  him  ? 

Mk.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that  I  re- 
ceived through  Lord  O'Hagan  a  Memo- 
randum by  Canon  M' Mullen  about  the 
times  of  service  and  remuneration  for 
the  officiating  priest  at  Chelsea  Hospital 
and  the  Royal  Military  Asylum.  I  duly 
represented  the  rev.  gentleman's  views 
to  the  Commissioners  of  the  two  Institu- 
tions, over  whom  I  have  no  administra- 
tive control,  with  the  result  that  some 
change  in  the  service  has  been  ap- 
proved ;  and  I  have  somewhat  increased 
the  remuneration  of  the  officiating 
clergyman.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary 
to  lay  any  Papers  on  the  Table. 

PARLIAMENT— ARRANGEMENT  OF 

PUBUC  BUSINESS— 

THE    LAND    LAW    (IRELAND)    BILL. 

Mr.  CALLAN  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  case  the 
Irish  Land  Bill  should  be  read  a  second 
time  this  evening,  it  is  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill  in  Committee  on  Monday 
next,  and,  if  not,  when ;  and  whether 
the  Bill  in  question  shall  have  prece- 
dence in  the  Orders  of  the  Day  of  other 
Government  business,  more  especially 
the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had,  in 
effect,  answered  the  Question  in  the 
statement  which  he  had  already  made. 
It  was,  he  thought,  reasonable  and  pro- 
per that  some  time  should  be  allowed  to 
elapse  between  the  second  reading  and 
the  Committee ;  and,  in  the  hope  that 
the  second  reading  would  be  agreed  to 
that  evening,  that  day  week  might  be 
fixed  for  the  later  stage. 

FRANCE— THE  NEW  COMMERCIAL 
TREATY— NEGOTIATIONS. 

Mr.  JACOB  BRIGHT  asked  the 
Under  Seoretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
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AflPairs,  Whether  the  Government  had 
received  an  invitation  from  the  French 
Government  to  enter  into  negotiations 
"with  them  with  regard  to  the  Commer- 
cial Treaty? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  I 
would  ask  permission  to  inform  the 
House  that  an  invitation  has  been  re- 
ceived from  the  French  Government  to 
commence  at  once  formal  negotiations 
for  the  renewal  of  the  Treaty  of  Com- 
merce with  France,  and  that  those  ne- 
gotiations will  take  place  in  London. 
The  Commissioners  for  France  will  be 
his  Excellency  the  French  Ambassador, 
M.  Marie  (Director  at  the  Ministry  of 
Commerce),  and  M.  Bouillat,  French 
Consul  General  in  London.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  lose  no  time  in 
appointing  a  Commission  ;  and  it  is 
hoped  that  the  first  meeting  will  take 
place  on  Tuesday  morning  next.  I  may 
add  that  we  hear  from  the  French  Go- 
yemment,  that  should  a  Treaty  be  con- 
cluded, it  will  not  need  to  be  presented 
to  the  existing  Chamber,  but  would 
come  for  ratification  before  the  new 
Chamber  after  the  General  Election. 
This  will  give  ample  time  for  negotia- 
tion. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— IKLANB  REVENUE 
—MALT  DRAWBACKS. 

Colonel  BAENE  asked  Mr.  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer,  Is  it  the  case  that 
the  malt  drawback  was  allowed  to  some 
of  the  London  brewers  on  the  quantity 
as  shown  by  their  books,  and  not  taken 
by  gauge ;  is  it  the  case  that  Mr.  Morse 
waited  upon  Mr.  Forcey  at  Somerset 
House  on  the  4th  October  to  protest 
against  the  injustice  of  the  way  dry  malt 
was  gauged,  and  offered  on  behalf  of  his 
firm  to  forfeit  all  the  drawback  if  the 
quantity  of  malt  did  not  measure  six  per 
cent  more  than  they  were  allowed  upon ; 
is  it  the  case  that  Messrs.  Morse  and 
Woods  were  allowed  only  £4,491  4«.  4d. 
drawback  on  malt  they  had  in  stpck, 
and  on  which  they  were  compelled  by 
the  Act  to  allow  the  parties  to  whom 
it  was  sold  £4,763  5$,  Sd,  drawback; 
this  £4,491  4s.  Ad.  was  the  return  of 
three  collections,  Ipswich,  Norwich,  and 
Lynn — Ipswich,  £1,879  lbs.  3J. ;  Nor- 
wich, £692  As.  6rf.;  Lynn,  £1,919  As.  7d.: 
total,  £4,491  As.  Ad.;  and,  will  he  re- 
store to  Messrs.  Morse  and  Woods  the 
£272  If.  Ad.  so  received  from  them? 

Mr.  Jacob  Bright 


Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  as  regards 
the  first  portion  of  the  Question,  no  draw- 
back has  been  allowed  upon  any  malt 
stocks  that  were  not  gauged  by  the  Inland 
Revenue.  With  regard  to  the  second  por- 
tion of  the  Question,  it  cannot  possibly  be 
ascertained  on  what  day  the  gentleman 
named  called  at  Somerset  House ;  but  an 
answer  can  be  given  to  the  substance  of 
the  Question — namely,  that  the  proposal 
which  he  appears  to  have  maae  was  a 
proposal  which  the  Board  of  Inland 
Eevenue  were  not  able  to  entertain,  be- 
cause the  legal  time  which  was  allowed 
for  stock-taking,  within  which  it  might 
have  been  acted  upon,  had  at  that  period 
expired.  With  regard  to  the  third  por- 
tion of  the  Question,  the  Board  of  In- 
land Eevenue  contended  that  upon  the 
figures  supplied  to  them  by  this  firm, 
their  stocks  were  properly  and  accu- 
rately taken,  and  the  Board  are  quite 
ready  to  abide  by  any  judgment  on  the 
subject. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  Does  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
apply  to  the  Dublin  brewers  as  well  as 
the  London  brewers  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  information 
given  to  me  makes  no  exception. 

PARUAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— PARLIAMENTARY  OATH  BILL. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Newdeoate, 
Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Parlia- 
mentary Oath  Bill  would  not  be  taken 
on  Monday,  and  ample  Notice  would  be 
given  of  the  time  when  it  would  be  taken. 

TURKEY— DEATH  OF  THE  LATE 

SULTAN  ABDUL  AZIZ— ALLEGED  COM- 

PLICITY  OF  MIDHAT  PASHA. 

Mr.  M^COAN  asked  the  Under  Secie- 
tary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether 
the  Government  had  received  any  infor- 
mation from  Her  Majesty's  Embassy  at 
Constantinople,  in  reference  to  the  con- 
ditions under  which  Midhat  Pasha  had 
either  voluntarily  surrendered  himself 
or  had  been  given  up  by  the  French 
Consul  to  the  Turkish  authorities  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  we 
have  not  very  definite  information  upon 
this  point,  and  I  would  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  accept  my  f^ply  subject  to  pos- 
sible correction.  We  have  heard  that 
Midhat  Pasha,  after  havine  sought  re- 
fuge at  the  French  Gonsmate,  himself 
loft  that  Consulate  and  surrendered  him- 
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self  to  tbe  Turkisli  authorities.  He  pro- 
bably had  reason  to  believe  that  he 
would  have  been  surrendered  to  the 
Turkish  authorities  in  any  case,  because 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that,  looking  to 
the  circumstances,  it  would  not  have 
been  legal  for  the  French  Consul  to 
have  g^ven  him  his  protection.  We 
have  reason  to  hope  that  Midhat  Pasha 
will  receive  a  public  trial  by  the  ordi- 
nary Courts. 


FOREIGN  JEWS  IN  RUSSIA— EXPUL- 
SION  OF  A  NATURALIZED  BRITISH 
SUBJECT. 

Mr.  J.  COWEN  said,  that,  in  order 
to  elucidate  the  answer  to  a  Question 
asked  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich (Baron  "Henry  De  Worms),  he 
would  inquire.  Whether  the  Govern- 
ment meant  to  make  any  definite  repre- 
sentation to  the  Bussian  Government  as 
to  the  treatment  of  Jews  who  were 
British  subjects  in  Bussia ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  whether  the  Government 
intended  to  give  distinct  notification  in 
the  **  Gazette ''  that  Jews  being  British 
subjects  would  not  be  protected  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  Bussia  ? 

Lord  BANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL 
asked.  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  received  information  as  to  a 
considerable  massacre  and  plunder  of 
Jews  which  had  taken  place  in  a  town, 
the  name  of  which  he  was  not  able  to 
pronounce,  on  the  Galician  Frontier, 
and  as  to  a  large  number  of  Jews  being 
forced  to  cross  the  Frontier  ?  He  also 
wished  to  ask  whether  a  considerable 
massacre  and  plunder  of  Jews  had  taken 
place  in  the  town  of  Odessa,  and  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
called  for  or  intended  to  call  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Charg6  d' Affaires  at  St.  Peters- 
burg, or  the  Consul  General  at  Odessa, 
for  reports  on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked,  whether  the 
Government,  if  they  made  any  repre- 
sentations to  the  Bussian  Government, 
would  in  turn  listen  to  representations 
that  the  Bussian  Government  might 
make  with  regard  to  the  treatment  of 
peasants  in  Ireland  ? 

Sir  CHABLES  W.  DH^KE:  Sir, 
with  respect  to  the  second  portion  of 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Cowen),  I  have  to  say 
that  a  notice  was  inserted  in  The  London 
Onstt0f  before  the  present  Government 
came  into  Office,  stating  that  Jews  in 


Bussia  were  subject  to  certain  disabilities 
— that  they  could  not  hold  land,  for  in- 
stance— and  generally  warning  the  com- 
munity. That  publicity  was  sufficient, 
I  believe,  without  the  insertion  of  a 
further  notice.  With  regard  to  repre- 
sentations made  to  the  Bussian  Govern- 
ment, I  stated  to-day  that  no  final  de- 
termination had  been  come  to  on  this 
subject,  and  it  would  be  obviously  im- 
proper for  me  to  go  beyond  that  reply. 
We  have  received  no  information  as 
to  massacres  on  the  Austrian  frontier, 
there  being  no  representatives  of  Her 
Majesty  in  the  frontier  districts.  With 
regard  to  Odessa,  I  have  seen  a  para- 
graph in  a  paper,  but  we  have  heard 
nothing  on  the  subject  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Consul  at  that  place. 

Lord  BANDDLPH  CHUBCHILL: 
Will  the  hon.  Baronet  make  formal  in- 
quiries into  the  matter  ? 

Sir  CHABLES  W.  DILKE :  It  is 
highly  probable  that  we  shall  receive 
information  in  the  course  of  a  few  days. 

Baron  HENBY  DE  WOBMS  asked, 
whether  it  was  the  fact  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  lately  made  representa- 
tions to  Persia  in  regard  to  the  Nestorian 
Christians,  and  whether  Persia  was  in- 
cluded in  the  category  of  places  in  which 
representations  were  likely  to  be  made 
with  satisfactory  results  ? 

Sir  CHABLES  W.  DILKE:  Yes, 
Sir ;  representations  not  only  as  to  the 
Christian  but  also  as  to  the  Jewish 
population  in  Persia  have  been  made 
within  the  last  few  weeks. 


PARLIAMENT— THE  WHITSUNTIDE 

RECESS. 

Colonel  MAKINS  asked  the  Prime 
Minister,  Whether  he  was  aware  that  on 
the  Wednesday  before  Whit  Sunday  a 
race  meeting  vould  be  held  near  the 
Metropolis,  in  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  and  other  Members  were  much 
interested ;  and  whether  it  would  be  by 
any  chanoe  possible  to  combine  the  secu- 
lar and  the  ecclesiastical  holidays. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  afraid  that 
there  is  no  chance  of  our  being  able  to 
combine  the  two  holidays.  In  the  pre- 
sent state  of  Public  Business  I  should 
not  bo  justified' in  proposing  anything 
further  than  the  ordinary  Whitsuntide 
holiday — namely,  from  the  Friday  pre- 
ct*fling  Whit  Sunday  to  the  following 
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Thursday.  Perhaps  it  would  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House  if  the  House 
would  accede  to  that  arrangement,  that 
we  should  have  a  Morning  Sitting  on  the 
Friday  I  hftve  mentioned. 

ORDER   OF  THE  DAY. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  136.] 
{Mr,  OladttoMf  Mr.  Forster^  Mr,  Bright,  Mr, 

Attorn^  General  for  Ireland ,    Mr.  Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland.) 

second  reading.    adjourned  debate, 
[eighth  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [25th  April],  '*  That  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  tpae." 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  this  House,  while  willing  to  consider  any  just 
measure,  founded  upon  sound  principles,  that 
will  benefit  tenants  of  land  in  Irelsmd,  is  of 
opinion  that  the  leading  provisions  of  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill  are  in  the  main  economi- 
cal! v  unsound,  unjust,  and  impolitic,*' — {Lord 
Elchoj) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  ''  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  returned, 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not 
doubt  that  I  shall  express  a  very  general 
feeling  when  I  say  that  the  introduction 
of  another  Irish  Land  Bill  in  the  year 
1881,  cannot  fail  to  suggest  to  the  minds 
of  hon.  Members  reflections  of  the 
gravest,  I  will  even  say  of  the  most  pain- 
ful character ;  and  especially  when  we 
remember  that  it  is  not  yet  11  years 
ago  since  the  last  great  legislative  mea- 
sure dealing  with  this  question  |was 
accepted  by  Parliament  and  by  the  coun- 
try. To  me,  I  must  say  that  it  seems 
but  the  other  day  that  I  heard  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  author  of  this  Bill, 
in  language  as  eloquent  as,  and  not  dis- 
similar from  that  which  he  used  the  other 
night,  unfold  to  a  crowded  and  anxious 
House  of  Commons  the  details  of  his 
great  scheme  of  Land  Beform  in  1870, 
by  which,  to  use  his  own  description, 
his  very  words  at  that  time,  he  desired 
by  a  manful  effort  ''  to  close  ^d  seal 
up  for  ever,  if  it  might  be,"  this  great 

Mr.  Giadshne 


question  so  intimately  concerning  the 
happiness  and  prosperity  of  Ireland. 
Well  do  I  remember  the  scene  on  that 
occasion,  presenting  as  it  did  so  marked 
and  striking  a  resemblance,  in  many  re- 
spects, to  the  scene  we  witnessed  here 
again  the  other  night  before  we  parted, 
on  the  eve  of  the  Kecess.  Then,  as  now, 
I  need  not  say,  the  case  of  the  Minister 
was  urged  with  a  power  and  an  elo- 
quence which  was  not  surpassed  even 
upon  this  occasion.  Then,  as  now, 
there  was  the  same  conviction,  the  same 
sincere,  I  do  not  doubt,  and  deep  con- 
viction of  the  goodness  and  justice  of  his 
cause  .the  same  bright  hopes  and  san- 
guine anticipations  of  a  happy  and  a 
favourable  niture;  the  same  popular 
acceptance  of  his  views  beyond  these 
walls;  the  same  powerful  support  of 
a  great  majority  within  them.  ^  Nay, 
more,  as  if  to  make  more  striking  still 
the  marked  resemblance  on  these  two 
occasions,  the  Minister  himself  conduoted 
then,  as  now,  with  a  magnificent  and 
powerful  appeal  to  the  eternal  principles 
of  justice,  in  a  speech  which  fascinated 
friends  and  foes  alike,  and  which  con- 
tributed, I  do  not  doubt,  Sir,  in  no  small 
degree  to  the  ultimate  passing  and  the 
final  triumph  of  his  measure.  I  need  not 
dwell  on  the  progress  of  that  measure. 
Suffice  it  to  say  uiat  it  shortly  took  its 
place  on  the  Statute  Book,  and  I  think 
that  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  will 
bear  me  out  in  saying  that  for  months 
— nay,  more,  and  for  many  years — the 
Liberal  Party,  as  a  whole,  were  never 
wearied  of  singing  pa)ans  in  the  praise 
of  what  they  called  this  great  heroic 
measure  of  legislation.  But,  alas!  Sir, 
for  the  vanity  of  human  aspirations. 
What  is  the  position  of  that  Act  to-day  ? 
What  have  been  its  fruits  ?  What  are 
its  friends  and  supporters  saying  of  that 
measure  now  ?  There  it  is,  mmappOy, 
recorded  in  a  short  and  simple  sentence 
in  one  of  the  Reports  of  one  of  the  Com- 
missions, not  the  Commission  appointed 
by  a  Tory  Government,  and  presided 
over  by  the  Tory  Duke  of  Biohmond, 
but  the  Bessborough  Commission — his 
own  Commission — appointed  by  the 
Minister  himself,  to  consider  his  own 
act  and  deed.  And  it  recommends,  Sir, 
nothing  short  of  its  total  and  absolute 
repeal.  So  much  for  heroic  legislation. 
After  1 1  years'  operation  of  its  working, 
I  think  I  might  say — 8ie  iramit  glorta 
mundi.    I  commend  the  careful  study  of 
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that  sentence  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Gt)Temment.  I  think  it  cannot  fail  to 
be  of  use  to  hon.  and  right  hon.  Qen tie- 
men  on  that  side  of  the  House,  who  were 
enthusiastic  supporters  of  that  measure 
at  the  time,  and  who,  for  aught  I  know, 
are  trying  hard  to  be  again  enthusiastic 
in  support  of  the  latest  proposition  of 
the  IVime  Minister  for  the  regeneration 
of  Ireland.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  the  Minister  will  himself  acknow- 
ledge and  allow  that,  with  this  know- 
ledge and  experience  now  before  our 
eyes,  we  are  bound  more  than  ever  to 
scrutinize  most  narrowly  the  mx>unds  on 
which  Parliament  is  invited  to  enter 
upon  and  sanction,  for  the  second  time, 
what  seems  to  me  to  be  the  strange  and 
revolutionary  proposals  containe<^  at  all 
events,  in  one  portion  of  this  Bill.  Now, 
let  me  ask  the  House  to  consider  what 
are  the  g^unds  upon  which  this  measure 
is  brought  forward.  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman,  upon  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill,  gave  us  three  reasons  for  his  Bill. 
The  first  was  that  old  and  long-standing 
evil — namely,  the  land  hunger,  which 
permeated,  as  he  said,  the  people  of  the 
country.  The  second  he  based  on  the 
fact  that  the  Land  Act  of  1870  was  de- 
fective, and  had  become  inadequate  for 
its  purpose ;  and,  as  he  called  it,  a  third 
and  a  conclusive  reason  consisted  in  the 
fact  that  there  were  a  limited  number  of 
bad  landlords  in  the  country,  distin- 
guished by  conduct  that  differed  from 
that  of  the  greatly  preponderating  num- 
ber. I  am  not  here  to-night  to  deny  the 
justice  or  the  truth  of  any  one  of  those 
three  reasons.  But  I  utterly  and  totally 
deny  that  they  are  the  only  reasons  for 
the  introduction  of  this  Bill ;  and  I  say 
that,  on  the  other  hand,  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  has  omitted  altogether  all 
mention  of  that  which  I  conceive  to  be 
the  chief  and  the  principal  reason  of 
them  all.  I  shall  have  a  word  to  say  on 
that  point  before  I  bring  my  observa- 
tions to  a  close ;  but  I  desire,  in  the 
first  place,  to  examine  the  reasons  that 
the  Prime  Minister  has  given  us  himself. 
I  quite  admit  that  the  first  two  reasons 
are  deserving  of  our  most  eorious  atten- 
tion ;  but  I  cannot  bay  with  any  truth 
that  I  attach  the  same  importance  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  third  and 
final  reason  which  he  gave  us — namely, 
that  there  are  a  limited  number  of  bad 
landlords  in  Ireland.  That,  I  am  afraid, 
is  no  new  information.  We  have  known 


it  all  along,  and  for  this  reason — that 
there  are  always  some  black  sheep  in 
every  flock.  It  is,  unfortunately,  true — 
no  one  here  has  attempted  to  deny  it — 
that  there  are  a  certain  number  of  land- 
lords in  Ireland  who  do  not  perform 
their  duty ;  but  I  must  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  that  is  equally  true 
of  the  possessors  of  every  other  kind  of 
property  in  the  world,  and  I  certainly 
never  heard  before  that  that  supplied  a 
reason  for  mulcting  the  property  of  the 
great  majority  who  do  perform  their 
duty.  And  that  that  is  the  case  with 
the  great  majority  of  the  Irish  land- 
lords we  know,  from  the  high  authority 
of  the  Minister  himself,  for  he  told  us 
that  they  had  been  tried  and  honour- 
ably acquitted — and  really,  if  doctrines 
of  this  natiire  are  in  future  to  prevail,  I 
cannot  imagine  where  they  are  to  stop, 
or  what  is  to  prevent  the  extension  of 
this  kind  of  argument  to  the  partial  con- 
fiscation of  all  kinds  of  property  what- 
ever. I  cannot  admit  that  the  third  atd 
final  reason  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
affords  sufficient  justification  for  the  in- 
troduction of  this  Bill.  But,  Sir,  with 
regard  to  the  first  two  reasons  he  gave 
us,  there,  I  must  say,  I  think  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  stand  on 
stronger  ground,  when  he  tells  us  that 
the  Land  Act  is  defective,  and  points  to 
the  land  hunger  in  the  country  as  the 
rooted  and  the  standing  evil  which  de- 
mands legislation  at  our  hands.  Sir,  it 
lis,  undoubtedly,  too  true  that  the  Land 
Act,  so  far,  has  failed  almost  entirely  to 
fulfil  its  objects.  And  why?  Because 
that  measure  proceeded,  if  I  may  pre- 
sume to  say  so,  in  the  wrong  direction 
from  the  outset.  That  Act  erred  not 
only  in  what  it  did,  but  even  more,  per- 
haps, in  what  it  left  undone ;  and  it 
therefore  failed — as  it  was  doomed  to 
fail,  and  as  many  people  always  said  it 
would  and  must  fail  from  the  first.  No 
policy  of  spoliation  and  injustice,  I  can- 
not and  I  will  not  believe,  is  ever  really 
successful  in  the  long  run  ;  and  that  Act 
was  founded  on  injustice  and  nothing 
else,  when  it  took  the  property  of  one 
class  and  transferred  it  to  another  class, 
without  the  smallest  compensation  being 
made.  For  instance,  when  the  prin- 
ciple of  compensation  for  disturbance 
was  made  a  leading  and  vital  principle 
of  that  measure — and  here  I  would  like 
to  corroct  what  I  think  is  a  wide-spread 
misapprehension  on  this  point.     I  have 
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heard  it  said  that  the  Conservative 
Party,  as  a  whole,  accepted  the  princi- 
ple of  compensation  for  disturbance  on 
the  second  reading  of  that  Bill.  They 
did  nothing  of  the  kind.  Compensation 
for  disturbanice  was  not  in  the  Bill  at 
the  time  of  the  second  reading ;  at  all 
events,  not  in  our  view — not  in  our  view 
of  the  Bill  as  it  came  before  us  on 
the  second  reading — but  when  it  was 
altered  in  Committee,  and  Amendments 
were  moved  by  the  Government  to  make 
the  principle  of  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance as  clear  as  it  is  in  the  measure 
now  before  us,  then  by  vote,  and  speech, 
and  division,  and  every  means  in  their 
power,  it  was  opposed  by  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  as  a  whole.  But  I  have  said 
that  Act  was  worse  even  in  what  it  left 
undone;  and  there  are,  I  think,  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
who  will  agree  with  me  in  this — that  it 
must  have  been  conceived  in  error  and 
in  total  ignorance  of  the  real  interests  of 
Ireland,  when  not  the  least  attempt  was 
made  to  grapple  or  deal  with,  or  even  to 
recogpiize,  what  has  been  so  often  spoken 
of  as  the  **  cancer  "  of  the  country,  the 
acknowledged  and  undoubted  source  of 
nearly  all  it  evils — namely,  that  fright- 
ful competition  for  the  land  which  arises 
entirely  out  of  the  circumstances  and 
peculiar  conditions  of  the  country.  In 
1870,  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  said  we 
take  the  facts  and  circumstances  of  Ire- 
land as  we  find  them;  and  there,  I 
think,  with  all  respect,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  wrong.  That  was  the 
cardinal  blot  of  his  Bill,  when  not  the 
least  attempt  was  made  to  deal  with  the 
evils  arising  from  the  competition  for 
the  land ;  and  the  consequence  was  that 
the  circumstances  of  Ireland  proved 
stronger  than  the  Bill,  and  because  he 
took  them  as  he  found  them  and  left 
them  as  he  found  them,  they  have  ren- 
dered the  provisions  of  the  Bill  for  the 
most  part  practically  useless,  and  of  no 
efTect.  It  is  generally  admitted,  I  think, 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  that  in  dis- 
cussing the  Irish  Question  one  fact  must 
always  bo  kept  in  mind,  and  that  is  that 
apart  from  the  land  of  Ireland  there  are 
few  if  any  other  means  of  subsistence 
for  th^  population,  and,  consequently, 
there  has  always  been  for  its  possession 
an  excessive  and  an  unnatural  demand. 
This,  again,  has  led  to  most  serious 
abuses,  including  nearly  all  those  con- 
stant causes  of  trouble  and  complaint  we 

Mr,  Chaplin 


are  for  ever  hearing  of  in  Ireland.   The 
commonest  of  all  is  this — that  the  rent 
is  constantly  being  arbitrarily  raised^ 
But  admitting,  for  argument's  sake,  that 
it  is  430,  let  me  ask  the  House  what  it  is 
that  enables  the  bad  landlord  to  profit 
by  his  greed  and  exercise  his  power  T 
It  is  the  competition  for  the  land,  and 
that  alone,  which,  if  one  man  will  not 
give  the  rent,  always  induces  another  to 
come  forward  and  take  his  place.     The 
same  thing  accounts  for  the  extravagant 
prices  we  hear  of  as  being  given  for 
tenant  right.    We  were  told  by  one  wit- 
ness before  the  Agricultural  Commis- 
sion of  the  case  of  one  estate — and  it 
was  said  to  be  by  no  means  an  uncom- 
mon one— on  which  the  lowest  price  given 
for  the  tenant  right  was   20,  where  it 
averaged  40,  and  where,  in  one  case, 
it  had  been  known  to  reach  the  incredi- 
ble sum  of  63  years'  purchase  of  the 
rent,    or   considerably    more  than  the 
value  of  the  fee  simple  of  the  land  it- 
self,  irrespective  of  all  considerations 
of  tenant  rights  altogether.    Why,  what 
a  monstrous  and  intolerable  state   of 
things  this  is.    Again,  I  ask,  what  is  it 
owing  to  ?    Certainly  not  to  the  greed 
and  rapacity  of  the  landlord  in  this  case ; 
because  it  could  only  have  happened  on 
an  estate  where  the  most  unlimited  right 
of  free  sale  was  in  existence  already,  and 
where  there  is  perfect  freedom  from  all 
office  rules,  which  it  is  fashionable  now 
to  call  objectionable,  but  which  I  must 
say,  for  my  own  part,  in  a  case  of  this 
kind,  I  should  be  disposed  to  speak  of 
as  of  the  most  necessary  and  salutary 
character.    It  is  owing  to  the  same  com- 
petition for  the  land,  and  nothing  else. 
The  same  thing  accounts  for  the  over- 
crowding of  the  population  in  certain 
districts  of  the  country,  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  spoke  of,  in  almost  the  closing 
sentence  of  his  speech  the  other  night, 
as  the  greatest  evil  of  the  country.   And 
it  accounts  as  well  for  tlie  sub-division  of 
their  farms  into  miserable  little  plots  of 
land,  many  of  which,  were  they  let  rent 
free,  would  not  enable  the  tenant  to  ob- 
tain a  decent  livelihood.     And  when  I 
have  mentioned  the  minute  sub-division 
of  the  farms,  the  overcrowding  of  the 
population   in   certain   dibtriots    of  the 
country,  the  extravagant  prices  given  for 
tenant  right,  the  arbitrary  raising  of  the 
rent,   and  still  more,  perhaps,  the  fear 
that  it  may  be  arbitrarily  raised,  I  think 
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that  I  have  named  nearly  all  the  most 
prominent  of  the  causes  of  disaffection 
and  discontent  in  Ireland.  It  is  easy, 
therefore,  to  perceive  why  the  Land  Act 
failed  so  completely  as  it  did.  Instead 
of  trymg  to  devise  some  other  means  of 
livelihood  for  the  population  ;  instead  of 
trying  to  divert  their  attention  as  far  as 
possible  from  those  miserable  little  plots 
of  land,  to  which,  I  fully  admit,  with  a 
feeling  with  which  we  must  all  sympa- 
thize, many  of  them  are  passionately 
attached,  it  linked  them  more  inseparably 
than  ever  to  the  soil.  It  made  the  occu- 
pation of  the  land  more  to  be  desired 
and  more  to  be  coveted  than  ever,  by 
giving  to  the  tenant  a  share  in  its  pos- 
session which  did  not  belong  to  him 
before,  and  instead  of  lessening  the  com- 
petition it  tended  rather  to  aggravate 
and  to  increase  it.  It  afforded,  in  con- 
aequence,  fresh  opportunities  to  land- 
loids  who  desired  to  do  so  to  raise  the 
rents ;  it  stimulated  and  encouraged  still 
more  extravagant  payments  for  tenant 
right ;  and,  instead  of  doing  anything 
whatever  to  promote  a  wise  and  judicious 
consolidation  of  the  worst  and  most 
miserable  holdings,  by  inflicting  the  fine 
of  compensation  for  disturbance,  it  made 
that  prooess  more  expensive  and  more 
difficult,  and  in  many  cases  impossible 
for  ever.  Now,  that  I  believe  to  be  a 
fair  and  not  inaccurate  description  of  the 
working  and  effects  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1 1  years  ago.  And  that  being  so,  and 
competition  for  the  land  being,  as  I  say, 
the  great  evil  of  the  country,  is  the  Bill 
now  before  us  likely  to  be  more  success- 
ful than  its  predecessors  ?  Well,  Sir,  I 
will  say  at  once  that  in  some  respects  I 
think  that  perhaps  it  may.  It  differs 
from  the  Land  Act  of  1870  in  this — that 
the  land  hunger,  at  all  events,  is  recog- 
nized, and  there  is  some  evidence  in  the 
Bill  of  a  real  intention  and  desire  to  deal 
with  it ;  and,  so  far  as  these  parts  of  the 
Bill  are  concerned,  we  have  some  reason 
to  hope  that  perhaps  it  may  be.  But  the 
Bill  IS  of  so  varied  and  so  intricate  a 
character  that  I  must  ask  the  House  to 
allow  me  to  consider  it  under  three  dis- 
tinct heads,  each  one  of  which  would 
form,  in  my  opinion,  the  subject  of  a 
Bill  itself.  In  the  first  place,  there  are 
the  clauses  by  which  it  is  intended  in 
the  future  to  govern  the  relations  be- 
tween the  landlords  and  tenants  in  Ire- 
land, and  these  I  shall  call  for  the  sake 
of  distinction — not  from  any  wish  to  use 

yOL.  CX7LXI.         [TBiaD  BEBISS.] 


I  the  words  offensively,  but  because  I 
think  that  they  most  accurately  describe 
their  real  effects — the  confiscation  claunes 
of  the  Bill.  Then  there  are  the  clauses 
by  which  it  is  intended  to  convert  those 
who  are  tenants  into  owners  of  the  land, 
and  these  may  be  fittingly  described  as 
the  proprietary  clauses  of  the  Bill ;  and, 
lastly,  there  are  the  clauses  by  which  it 
is  intended  to  deal  with  the  evils  arising 
from  land  hunger.  Such  are  the  clauses 
relating  to  the  reclamation  of  land  and 
emigration,  and  these,  I  think,  may  very 
properly  be  termed  the  remedial  clauses 
of  the  Bill,  because  they  seem  to  me  to 
be  by  far  the  most  important  in  their 
probable  permanent  effect  on  the  con- 
dition of  the  country.  Let  me,  there- 
fore, take  the  remedial  clauses  first.  And 
here,  I  think,  it  must  be  evident  to  all 
that  if  we  are  really  in  earnest  in  our 
desire  to  go  to  the  root  of  the  whole 
question,  we  must  begin  by  doing  some- 
thing to  lessen  the  competition  for  the 
land  and  to  relieve  the  overcrowding  of 
the  population  in  certain  districts.  That, 
in  my  opinion,  is  the  starting  point  of 
all,  without  which,  whatever  reforms 
you  may  adopt,  you  may  be  certain  will 
be  rendered  practically  useless  and  of  no 
effect  as  long  as  you  allow  the  state  of 
things  in  the  West  of  Ireland  to  con- 
tinue as  it  does.  But,  Sir,  if  they  are  to 
be  relieved,  it  is  equally  clear  that  some 
of  the  people  must  be  moved,  and  then 
comes  the  question — how  are  we  to  move 
them,  and  where  are  we  to  move  them 
to  ?  It  would  be  too  inhuman  and  too 
barbarous  to  turn  these  poor  unhappy 
people  out  of  their  present  homes, 
wretched  and  miserable  though  they  be, 
until  you  first  provide  for  some  improve- 
ment, and,  I  hope,  some  real  improve- 
ment, in  their  hard  and  in  their  bitter 
lot.  I  will  be  no  party  to  turning  them 
adrift  to  find  their  way  across  Uie  At- 
lantic or  elsewhere  for  themselves.  But 
there  are,  now-a-days,  facilities  for 
schemes,  which,  if  adopted,  by  emi- 
gration or  other  means,  would  confer 
great  benefits  on  one  and  all.  And  how- 
ever distasteful  it  may  be,  and  how- 
ever much  they  may  be  disapproved  of 
and  disliked  by  those  who  live  by  agi- 
tation in  that  country,  by  the  professional 
politician,  to  whom  continued  agitation 
in  Ireland  is  as  the  very  breath  of  life, 
and  whose  occupation  and  whose  means 
of  livelihood,  in  many  cases,  wrung  from 
his  wretched  dupes,  would  be  gone  with- 
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out  it;  there  is  no  real,  and  no  true 
friend  of  Ireland,  who  can  deny  that, 
in  their  proposals  for  emigration,  the 
GoYemment  hare  taken  a  step,  and 
a  long  step,  in  the  right  direction. 
However,  I  cannot,  on  the  second  read- 
ing of  a  Bill  like  this,  enter  into  the 
details  of  any  scheme  of  emigration. 
There  may  he  difficulties,  no  doubt,  hut 
they  are  by  no  means  insuperable ;  and 
to  those  who  have  been  enabled  to  make 
themselves  acquainted  with  the  views 
and  opinions  of  men  competent  to  form 
an  opinion  on  the  subject— men,  for 
instance,  like  Lord  Dufferin,  who  has 
enjoyed  peculiar  facilities — in  arriving 
at  a  judgpnent  on  the  merits  of  Irish 
emigpration,  both  in  our  Colonies  and  at 
home,  like  Mr.  Tuke,  and  others,  who 
have  written  or  have  spoken  on  it,  there 
cannot  be  a  question,  or  a  doubt,  that  a 
scheme  of  emigration,  properly  organ- 
ized, and  conducted  with  due  and  proper 
safety  wards  made  for  the  reception  of 
the  emigrants,  and  for  starting  them 
upon  their  new  career  on  their  arrival 
with  their  families,  would  confer  a  bless- 
ing and  untold  boon,  not  only  upon 
those  who  go,  but  on  those  as  well  who 
stay  behind.  But  I  would  not  stop  at 
emigration,  and  at  that  alone ;  I  should 
like  myself  to  offer  to  these  people  an 
altema^ve  as  well — ^namely,  that  of 
migration  to  other  parts  of  Ireland.  In 
fact,  to  give  them  the  choice  between 
emigration  and  mig^tion  wherever  it 
was  possible ;  and  wherever  land  could 
be  reclaimed  with  advantage  for  that 
purpose.  I  cannot  give  my  adhesion  to 
the  scheme  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  sat  near  me  the  other  night, 
that  the  g^razing  lands  of  Ireland  should 
be  purchased,  broken  up,  and  adapted 
for  the  purpose.  To  me,  it  seems  that 
to  require  that  the  grazing  lands  should 
be  cut  up  in  the  worst  and  most  incon- 
venient manner,  for  the  purpose  of  af- 
fording means  of  livelihood  to  the  sur- 
plus population,  would  be  as  wise  as  to 
require  that  machinery  and  all  the 
modem  improvements  of  science  should 
be  banished  from  our  manufactories  to 
give  employment  to  the  surplus  popula- 
tion in  our  towns.  But  with  regard  to 
reclamation  of  land  and  migration  to 
those  parts  of  Ireland,  I  may  say  that 
nothing  was  more  strongly  ursed  by 
witnesses  before  the  Agricultural  Oom- 
miasion,  who,  I  believe,  were  thoroughly 
competent  to  give  evidence  and  form 
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opinions  on  that  sabjeot,  than  the  ad- 
vantages and  the  necessity  of  proriding 
for  the  surplus  population  of  me  Wes(t» 
by  an  offer  of  migration  as  well  as  etni- 
gration  from  the  country;  and  I  hope 
that  the  Government,  if  Amendments 
should  be  moved  in  that  direction,  will 
see  their  way  to  accept  them,  in  order 
to  enlargre  their  scheme  as  fax  as  nugra- 
tion  is  concerned.  Now,  Sir,  I  suppose 
it  would  not  be  proper  if  I  said  anything 
as  to  the  estabhshment,  or  re-eetabliah- 
ment,  of  manufacturing  industries  in  Ire- 
land. I  was  struck  by  something*  that 
fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
the  other  night  on  this  point.  No  doaht, 
Ireland  does  possess  exceptional  mdvan- 
tages  in  water  power  which  might  be 
turned  to  great  advantage ;  and  I  eaa- 
not  think  that  any  reforms  or  rennet^ 
legislation  that  may  be  adopted  can  ba 
considered  satisfactory  or  complete  whkh 
does  not  include  encouragement,  and,  if 
necessary,  assistance  for  the  re-estab- 
lishment of  some  of  those  industries  in 
Ireland  which,  in  former  days,  were 
destroyed  by  the  bitterly  unjust  and 
selfish  policy  of  England.  Well,  now, 
Sir,  I  come  to  the  proprietary  daoses  of 
the  Bill,  the  darling  project,  I  presuD&e, 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster — his 
beau  ideal  of  rural  happiness  and  pros- 

gerify,  not  only  in  Ireland,  but,  I  be- 
eve,  throughout  the  world.  Now,  I 
quite  admit  the  social  and  political  im- 
portance of  adding  largely,  if  possible, 
to  the  number  of  owners  of  land  in  Ire- 
land at  the  present  time ;  but  I  do  nqt 
think  that  your  Bill  is  in  the  least  de- 
gree happily  desired  for  the  accom- 
plishment of  that  oDJect.  All  I  can  say 
IS  this — that  if  I  had  to  choose  between 
the  position  of  an  occupier  or  owner,  a 
landlord  or  a  tenant,  under  this  Bill,  I 
should  not  hesitate  for  an  instant  in 
taking  the  position  of  the  tenant.  I 
cannot  conceive  what  is  to  induce  peoiJs 
to  become  owners  of  land  under  wis 
Bill  which  you  have  brought  forward. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  I  am  not  indis* 
posed  to  give  a  fair  trial  to  the  experi- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Still 
I  must  remind  the  House  that  it  is  a 
great  experiment,  and  I  cannot  share 
his  sanguine  expectations  as  to  the  re- 
sult. I  am  not  speaking  now  of  the  enor- 
mous liabilities  and  risks  you  are  about 
to  impose  on  the  taxpayors  of  the  ooontiy. 
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And  remember  that  is  a  subject  in  itself 
of  importance  that  cannot  be  OTerrated. 
What  jou  are  going  to  do  is  this — ^you 
are  going  to  make  the  State  the  chief 
and  g^reatest  landlord  in  Ireland,  at  a 
time  when  the  whole  institution  of  land- 
lordism is  being  yiolently  denounced  and 
assailed.  But  I  am  looking  more  to  its 
future  effects  on  the  condition  of  the 
people  and  the  fertility  of  the  land  it- 
self ;  and  I  should  like  to  ask  the  right 
hon.(}entleman  what  precedence  and  what 
experience  has  he  for  his  guidance  ?  I 
was  disappointed  with  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  other  night. 
He  told  us,  from  despatches  he  quoted, 
that  vast  numbers  of  the  serfs  in  Kussia 
had  been  oonverted  into  owners  of  the 
soil,  and  that  a  large  proportion  had 
repaid  the  money  they  borrowed  to 
re-purchase  the  land.  But  why  did  he 
not  si^  something  of  their  condition 
at  the  present  time  ?  Was  he  ignorant 
of  their  condition,  or  was  it  that  he  knew 
that  a  statement  of  their  condition  would 
tell  against  his  proposals  ?  I  was  read- 
ing a  remarkable  article  the  other  day 
bcMuing  on  this  question.  It  firives  a 
description  of  the  Bussian  sens  now 
owners  of  the  land  in  Russia,  well 
worthy  the  atteiition  of  the  House,  and 
what  it  says  is  this — 

**  From  ono  end  of  the  ooantry  to  the  other 
the  to-called  peMu&t  proprietors  " — that  Radical 
ideal  of  the  agrarian  statue — "  are  in  a  state  of 
aemi-stanration  ;  while  in  several  of  the  Volga 
Provinces,  once  the  richest  in  affricultural  pro- 
dace,  the  starration  has  assumed  the  form  of  a 
widespread  ^rnine  which  the  Goyemment  is 
soga^^  in  alleriating  by  considerable  grants 
of  money.  This  calunity  has  not  overtaken 
the  country  casually  and  without  warning.  It 
has  been  approaching  systematically  for  the 
last  10  years,  and  cannot  be  ascribed  in  any 
important  degree  to  the  simple  visitation  of 
God  or  the  operation  of  abnormal  climatic  phe- 
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Well,  now,  Sir,  the  eridence  given  with 
regard  to  the  purchase  of  land  in  Ire- 
land under  the  ''  Bright  Clauses,"  as 
they  were  called,  or  from  the  Church 
lands,  is  of  a  most  conflicting  character ; 
but  I  should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  whether  he  looks  to  any  other 
fSoreign  countries  and  the  systems  that 
perail  there  ?  If  he  does,  all  I  can  say 
IS  this — that  the  eridence  that  it  has  been 
the  duty  of  the  Agricultural  Commission 
to  take  on  this  point  does  not  warrant 
that  oondnsion,  out  rather  the  reverse. 
Bui  it  is  not  neoessai^  to  look  abroad  at 
ail.    We  have  experience  much  nearer 


home.  It  is  an  entire  mistake  to  sup« 
pose  that  there  is  no  peasant  proprie- 
tazy  in  England.  In  the  county  I 
represent  there  are  hundreds — thousands 
of  freeholders  and  peasant  proprietors  at 
the  present  time.  Vast  tracts  of  country, 
vast  areas  of  land — I  am  not  speaking 
solely  of  the  Isle  of  Axholme ;  but  on 
the  East  Coast  of  Lincolnshire,  between 
the  Humber  and  the  Wash,  you  will 
find  vast  tracts  of  country  peopled,  to  a 
great  extent,  if  not  exdusively,  by  them. 
And  I  have  seen,  and  I  know  something 
of  the  lot  of  these  people  for  myself,  and 
I  will  say  at  once,  from  my  experience 
of  them,  that  a  more  exemplary  and 
industrious,  a  more  deserving  and  hard- 
working class  does  not  exist  in  England. 
I  wish  to  Heaven  I  could  say  the  same 
of  their  prosperity.  But,  alas!  with 
them,  Sir,  at  the  present  time,  pros- 
perity and  comfort  are  unknown ;  their 
work  is  harder  and  their  fare  is  worse 
than  that  of  any  labouring  man  in  Eng- 
land. But,  notwithstanding  this,  and 
all  their  efforts,  and  all  their  admirable 
conduct,  many  of  them — aye,  far  too 
many  of  them,  for  they  are  a  class  that 
I  should  wish  to  see  increased — have 
been  utterly  undone  by  an  unhappy 
combination  of  unfavourable  seasons 
and  the  relentless  foreign  competition 
which  for  some  years  now  they  have 
been  called  upon  to  undergo.  The  com- 
plaint of  even  those  who  have  been  able 
to  bring  them  to  maturity  is  this — that 
their  crops  make  nothing,  and  that  ruin 
stares  them  in  the  face ;  and  their  lot  is 
harder  far  than  that  of  either  labourer 
or  tenant  for  another  reason  too,  which 
I  commend  to  hon.  Qentlemen  opposite 
below  the  Gangway,  who  are  always 
ready  to  denounce  and  to  declaim  against 
the  territorial  system  of  this  country; 
and  it  is  this — you  may  rest  assured  that 
the  mortgagee  at  all  times  will  demand 
the  punctual  payment  of  his  interest  far 
more  sternly  than  the  landlord  ever  does, 
or,  in  unfavourable  seasons,  ever  did 
demand  the  punctual  payment  of  his 
rent.  In  this  distressing  and  deplorable 
state  of  affairs,  the  land  is  steadily  losing 
its  fertility,  and,  pari  passu  with  its 
owners,  is  going  rapidly  from  bad  to 
bad,  and  from  worse  to  worse.  And  if 
this  is  what  is  happening  in  England, 
why  are  you  to  expect  such  a  very  differ- 
ent and  so  much  more  favourable  result 
in  Ireland?  The  fact  is,  and  I  often 
think  it  is  the  irony  of  fate,  that  it  is 
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the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  more 
than  any  other  man  in  England,  who 
has  rendered  a  suocessful  peasant  pro- 
prietary, as  I  believe,  in  this  country 
impossible  in  future.  There  were  yeo- 
men, and  there  were  peasants  too,  who 
flourished  at  one  time  in  considerable 
numbers  in  this  country ;  but  they  have 
disappeared  in  a  great  degree,  and  much 
to  my  regret,  as  I  regard  the  class  of 
yeomen  as  a  class  we  can  ill  afford  to 
lose,  and  one  that  it  will  be  still  more 
difficult  to  replace.  But  they  haye  dis- 
appeared and  died  out  in  a  g^eat  degree, 
and  they  did  so,  for  the  most  part,  with 
the  adyent  of  Free  Trade.  Now,  I  am 
not  going  to  say  one  word  about  Free 
Trade  to-night.  It  may  be  a  yery  good 
thing  in  its  way ;  no  doubt  it  has  been, 
and  a  peasant  proprietary  may  be  the 
same.  No  doubt,  they  are  both  of  them 
excellent  things  in  their  way ;  but  you 
may  depend  upon  this — that,  under  ex- 
isting commercial  conditions,  the  two 
things  cannot  flourish  in  England  to- 
gether. And,  as  I  suppose  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  at  present  pre- 
pared to  part  with  Free  Trade,  or  to 
occupy  that  suite  of  apartments  in 
certain  public  establishments  in  this 
oountry,  which  he  is  always  ready,  I 
observe,  to  offer  to  those  of  his  Friends 
who  make  that  proposal,  I  am  afraid 
that  he  must  give  up  for  the  present  his 
dream  of  a  peasant  proprietary  in  Ire- 
land. That,  however,  is  only  my  opinion. 
I  do  not  presume  to  dogmatize  upon  it, 
nor  to  offer  more  or  less,  perhaps,  crude 
opinions  of  my  own,  to  the  views  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who,  I  under- 
stand, has  made  a  life-long  study  of  this 
question ;  but  I  have  ventured,  and,  in- 
deed, I  have  thought  it  my  duty  to  place 
this  view  of  the  case,  which  I  have  seen 
something  of  myself,  before  the  House 
of  Commons,  because  it  does  seem  to  me 
to  be  one  that  is  deserving  of  our  most 
careful  and  serious  consideration  before 
we  finally  adopt  proposals  of  enormous 
importance  like  those  which  have  been 
put  forward  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. At  the  same  time,  although  I 
cannot  share  his  sanguine  views,  and 
while  I  must  decline  all  responsibility 
for  them,  I  should  not  feel  either  jus- 
tified or  right  in  refusing,  at  all  events, 
a  fair  trial  of  his  scheme.  Sir,  the 
House,  then,  will  perceive  that  while  I 
am  prepared  to  give  a  qualified  assent 
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to  what  I  have  called  the  proprietaiy 
clauses  of  the  Bill,  I  go  hearUly  and 
completely  with  the  Oovemment,  per- 
haps  I  go  fiuiher  than  the  Government, 
in  what  I  take  to  be  the  remedial  po^ 
tion  of  the  measure,  and  specially  in- 
tended to  deal  with  that  which  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman   the    Prime    Minister 
himself  has  described   as   the  old  and 
rooted    evil    of    land    hunger   in  the 
country.    But  when  I  come  to  what  I 
have  described  as  the  confiscation  clauses 
of  the  Bill,  there,  I  am  afraid,  I  most 
adopt  a  very  different  attitude  indeed. 
I  am  quite  aware  that  hon.  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House  are  sometimei 
apt  to  be  indifferent  io  charges  of  ooa- 
fiscation,  especially  when  made  by  hon. 
Members  on  this  side.     But  that  is  not 
the  case  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister.      He  takes  quite  a 
different  line.      He  stoutly  denied  the 
other  nightthat  there  was  any  confiscation 
under  the  Act  of  1870,  and  he  has  chal- 
lenged us  to  provethatthereis  confiflcation 
in  the  Bill  of  1 88 1 .  And,  further,  he  sap- 
ported  his  statement  as  to  the  Act  d 
1870  by  alleging  that,  according  to  sta- 
tistics, rents  have  risen,  and  with  the 
rise  of  rents  the  value  of  property  which 
has  been  sold  in  Ireland  has  been  in- 
creased since  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1870.    Now,  even  supposing  that  alle- 
gation is  correct,  it  does  not  necessarilj 
prove  that  he  is  right.    It  is  the  natuial 
tendency  of  everything  in  these  days, 
as  years  roll  by,  to  increase  in  value, 
because  gold  has  been  daily  becoming 
more  plentiful ;  and  what  we  have  to 
consider  is,  not  whether  land  in  Ireland 
has  increased  at  all  in  value  within  the  laij 
decade,  but  whether  the  increase  would 
not  have  been  considerably  greater  ii 
it  had  not  been  for  the  passing  of  the 
Land  Act  1 1  years  ago.     That  is  ap- 
posing this  allegation  is  correct.    But 
is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  correct  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  us  no 
statistics  the  other  night ;  but  he  did 
give  us  some  last  Session,  I  remember, 
in  regard  to  this  question.  They  stopped, 
however,  with  the  year  1878.    Why  <ud 
they  stop  there  ?      Why  has  he  not 
given  us  statistics  down  to  the  y©*' 
1881  ?    They  would  have  thrown  con- 
siderable light  on  his    assertions.    } 
have  not  myself  been  able  to  obtain 
statistics  for  1881 ;  I  have  not  had  tinw 
to  do  so.    I  had  no  idea,  for  a  momeoty 


B41 


Zand  Law 


(May  19,  18S1] 


(Ireland)  Bill.  842 


tbat  snoh  an  argument  would  be  ad- 
vanced ;  but  it  80  happens  that  I  have 
some  statistics  that  were  sent  to  me 
from  Ireland  last  Session  in  regard  to 
the  year  1880,  and  I  will  read  three 
cases  which  bear  directly  on  the  value 
of  land.  They  are  taken  from  sales  in 
the  Land  Court,  before  Judge  Flana- 
gan, and  the  date  is  June  25,  1880 — 
not  quite  a  year  ago — 

"Lot  1,  663  acres;  yearly  rent  £180;  sale 
mdjoumed,  there  being  no  bidding." 

"  Lot  3,  42  acres ;  yearly  rent  £86 ;  the  only 
bid  £500 ;  sale  adjoamed." 

**  Lot  4,  387  acres  of  the  lands  of  Molloy, 
producing  a  yearly  rent  of  £156  9«. ;  Mr.  T. 
McCreedy,  solicitor,  offered  £2,000.  There  was 
no  other  bid ;  and  after  waiting  for  some  time. 
Judge  Flanagan  said — *  It  is  a  perfect  farce  to 
be  putting  property  up  for  sale  now.  For  all  I 
know,  Mr.  McCreedy,  you  may  get  it  for  half 
£2,000  next  year.  No  mortal  man  can  teU. 
Tour  bidding,  however,  is  nut  quite  12  years' 
purchase.' " 

Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  know  what  the  sta- 
tistics of  1881  may  say ;  but  if  they  at 
all  bear  out  the  records  of  sales  in  the 
Land  Court  in  the  year  before,  I  think 
the  House  will  agree  with  me  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  certainly  not 
disproved   the    charge    of   confiscation 
against  the  Act  of  1870  by  the  singu- 
larly   unfortunate  illustration    he   has 
selected  upon  this  occasion.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  challenged  us  to  give 
him  proof  of  confiscation  in  the  Bill 
which   is  now  before  us.      Perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed  to  offer  to  the  House 
a  short  and  simple  definition  of  what  I 
mean   by   ** confiscation;"  and  if  the 
House  accepts  my  definition,  and  if  I  am 
able  to  show,  as  I  think  I  shall  be  able 
to  show,  that  it  is  strictly  applicable  to 
this  part  of  the  Bill,  I  may  at  least 
hope  that  some  hon.  or  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  will  do  me  the  favour 
to  attempt,  at  all  events,  to  meet  the 
arguments  I  shall  use,  and,  failing  that, 
to  acknowledge  the  truth  and  justice  of 
my  position.     Now,  what  does  '*  confis- 
cation "  mean  ?    I  understand  confisca- 
tion to  mean  this — we  are  guilty  of  con- 
fiscation if  we  take  away  property  or 
valuable  rights,  which  at  present  they 
®^Joy»  from  those  who  are  entitled  to 
them,  without  making  compensation  to 
them  for  the  property  or  the  rights  of 
which  they  are  deprived.      Will  any 
hon.  Member  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  deny  that  proposition  ?    If  not, 
then  I  wish  to  ask  the  House  this  ques- 


tion. Does  or  does  not  the  Bill  perform 
that  operation  ?  I  think  I  can  under- 
take to  show  in  the  course  of  about 
three  minutes  that  it  does.  Take  the 
case  of  present  tenancies  alone,  where 
tenant  right  did  not  exist  before.  What 
happens  under  this  Bill  ?  The  dav  this 
Bill  passes,  every  tenant  will  be  able  to 
take  his  landlord  into  Court,  and,  whe- 
ther his  rent  be  a  high  rent  or  a  low 
rent,  to  call  upon  the  Court  to  fix  it  in 
future.  If  the  tenant  once  goes  into 
Court,  the  Court  is  bound  to  fix  the 
rent,  and  it  becomes  in  future,  in  the 
language  of  the  Bill,  a  ^'judicial  rent." 
Thereupon,  a  judicial  rent  being  estab- 
lished in  that  way,  the  farm  from  that 
time  forth  is  held  subject  to  what  are 
called  the  ''statutory  conditions  "  of  the 
Bill.  These  ''  statutory  conditions " 
really  include  fixity  of  tenure  for  1 5  years 
for  certain,  and  a  renewal  of  fixity  of 
tenure  for  successive  periods  of  15  years 
as  long  as  the  tenant  may  desire.  It  may 
be  described  without  exaggeration  as 
being  really  an  actual  fixity  of  tenure  if 
the  tenant  so  desires.  But  '*  fixity  of 
tenure,"  in  the  words  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter in  1870,  is  virtually  the  '*  expropria- 
tion of  the  landlord  !  "  It  undoubtedly 
deprives  him  at  once  of  all  real  control 
and  management  over  his  estate  in 
future,  and  it  deprives  him  of  all  what 
may  be  called  the  advantages  and  plea- 
sures of  ownership.  It  deprives  him, 
in  a  word,  of  nearly  every  right  you 
can  mention  that  attaches  to  the  pos- 
session of  an  estate  in  Ireland,  ex- 
cepting the  receipt  of  whatever  rent- 
charge  the  Court  may  think  fit  to 
allow  him.  Now,  nobody  can  deny  that 
these  rights  do  possess  a  certain  value, 
whether  they  be  little  or  whether  they 
be  great,  and  you  are  going  to  take 
them  from  the  landlord  without  giving 
him  the  smallest  compensation  what- 
ever. I  say,  then,  that  if  my  definition 
of  confiscation  be  correct,  the  fixity 
of  tenure,  as  embodied  in  your  Bill, 
even  for  a  period  of  15  years,  is 
neither  more  nor  less  than  sheer  and 
simple  confiscation.  And  that  is  not 
all.  Every  tenant  in  future  will  have 
the  right  to  sell  his  interest  in  his  hold- 
ing for  the  best  price  he  can  obtain, 
subject,  I  admit,  to  this  limitation, 
which  the  Prime  Minister  pointed  out 
the  other  night — that  the  landlord  may 
claim  his  right  of  pre-emption;  and  in 
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that  case  he  may  call  on  the  Court  to 
fix  the  price  of  sale.  But  though  the 
Court  may  be  called  on,  in  this  way,  to 
settle  the  price  which  the  landloi'd  is  to 
give  to  the  tenant  for  the  tenant's  inte- 
rest in  his  own  estate — a  somewhat  novel 
and  remarkable  state  of  things  in  itself — 
I  do  not  understand  that  the  Court  may 
fix  the  price  at  zero ;  the  Court,  I  under- 
stand, is  bound  to  allow  the  tenant  some- 
thing for  his  interest,  otherwise  the  right 
of  sale,  so  ostentatiously  paraded  in  the 
first  line  of  your  Bill,  would  be  nothing 
but  a  farce.  And  if  that  be  so,  what 
is  the  landlord's  position,  if  the  tenant 
should  elect  to  sell  ?  If,  for  instance, 
the  tenant  wishes,  for  some  cause,  to 
give  up  farming  and  take  to  something 
else,  the  tenant  will  at  once  be  able, 
however  liberal  may  have  been  the 
terms  in  point  of  rent  or  otherwise  on 
which  he  has  held  the  farm  up  to  the 
time  of  sale,  to  realize  a  sum  of  money 
for  an  interest  for  which  he  gave  abso- 
lutely nothing  upon  entry,  and  every 
penny  of  which  is  just  so  much  taken 
directly  out  of  the  pocket  of  the  landlord, 
and  deducted  from  the  rent  which  he 
would  otherwise  receive  from  the  tenant 
who  succeeds  him.  It  makes  no  dififer- 
ence  whatever  to  the  tenant  who  comes 
in.  In  either  case  he  will  have  to  pay 
the  same,  either  in  increased  rent,  or  in 
the  shape  of  interest  on  the  sum  of  money 
he  pays  for  the  goodwill ;  but  the  ten- 
ant who  goes  out,  although  he  may  have 
held  the  farm  at  the  lowest  of  low  rents, 
and  on  the  most  liberal  terms  for  years, 
is  to  receive  from  the  tenant  who  comes 
in  a  sum  of  money  which,  on  every 
principle  of  right  and  of  justice  ever 
Known,  is  the  property  of  the  landlord, 
and  of  no  other  person  in  the  world. 
Tou  give  him  no  compensation  for  this, 
and  if  my  definition  of  confiscation  is 
correct — and  it  is,  I  believe,  generally 
accepted  by  the  House— this,  again,  is 
nothing  less  than  mere  and  sheer  and 
simple  confiscation.  Let  me  test  it  on 
another  and  most  simple  ground.  You 
are  going  to  confer  on  the  tenant  a  great 
boon — *'  a  pecuniary  advantage  "  you 
tell  us.  Where  is  it  to  come  from? 
Does  it  come  from  the  estate  ?  Out  of 
whose  pocket  does  it  come  ?  It  comes 
out  of  the  pocket  of  the  landlord  and  of 
nobody  else.  How  do  you  get  over  that 
point?  I  hope,  when  the  right  hon. 
uentleman  or  some  other  Member  of  the 
Front  Bench  comes  to  speak,  he  will  be 

Mr,  ChapKn 


able  to  explain  more  clearly  than  has 
been  done  that  this  Bill  does  not  em- 
brace the  principle  of  confiscation.  Nov, 
8ir,  having  shown,  to   the  best  of  mj 
ability,   that  they  both  mean  confiict- 
tion,  let  me  say  a  word  as  to  the  policj 
of  fixity  of  tenure  and  free  sale,  aa  em- 
bodied in  this  Bill.     ''  Free  sale  "  maj 
be  summed  up  in  a  sentence.     Free  sala, 
however  you  may  try  to  limit  it— for 
whatever  rules  the  Court  may  make  will 
be  evaded,  just  as  office  rules  are  eraded 
at  the  present  time — free  sale,  I  say,  ii 
only  another  word  for  rack-rents  eveiy- 
where  in  Ireland  in  future,  and  fixi^  of 
tenure  is  even  worse;  for  fixity  of  tenon, 
in  plain  English,  means  taking  the  pio- 
periky  of  one  man  and  giving  it  to  sd- 
other,  and  my  authority  for  saying  so  is 
a  Member  of  the  present  Cabinet— the 
highest  leg^l  authority  in  En^and,  Lord 
Selbome,  the  present  Lord  Chancellor, 
who  said  it  as  Sir  Boundell  Palmer  in 
this  House,  at  a  time  when  he  and  hit 
Colleague,   the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
were  fighting  tooth  and  nail   againit 
this  very  principle,  its  advocate  to-day. 
Truly,  what  a  marvellous  specimen  of 
policy  and  statesmanship  this  fixity  of 
tenure  is.     What  does  everybody  who 
knows  anything  about  Ireland  tell  yoa 
is  her  first  requirement  at  the  present 
time?     Why,  capital,  and  the  invest- 
ment of  capital  in  that  country.    And 
what  sort  of  inducement  do  you  think 
it  is  that  you  are  offering  to  capital,  and 
to  those  who  are  its  owners,  at  the  pre- 
sent   time?      Why,    your    own    Lord 
Chancellor  has  told  us  that  your  great 
and  grand  specific  for  the  troubles  yon 
are  placed  in  at  the  present  moment, 
and    which  you    have    so    thorougWy 
brought  upon   yourselves,  is,  in  pl*iB 
English,  taking  the  property  of  one  man 
and  giving  it  to  another  !     Was  there 
ever,  out  of  Bedlam,  such  as  policy  «« 
this  put  forward  by  a  Minister  for  the 
regeneration  of  Ireland  before?    Ip^ 
on  to  consider  what  I  understand  to  b« 
the  principle  of  this  part  of  the  Bill' 
The  House  will  have  observed  thsX^  «• 
though  this   Bill    embodies   what  •« 
known  as  the   *' three  F's,"  yet  thw 
fixity  of  tenure  is  contingent  on  judiw 
rent,  and  the  right  of  sale  is,  to  a  cerj 
tain  extent,  controlled  by  the  power  « 
the  Court  to  fix  and  regulate  the  iw- 
I  take  it,  therefore— and  it  has  been  w- 
mitted  by  more  than  one  Member  of  w 
Government — I  take  it,  therefore,  tw* 
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judicial  rent  is  the  centre  and  pivot  on 
^hich  the  remaining  portion  of  this  Bill 
must  turn.     In  other  words,  the  main 
principle  of  this  part  of  the  Bill  is  the 
valuation  of  rents  by  the  State.     That 
being  so,  I  confess  I  listened  with  the 
utmost  curiosity  to  the  explanation  of 
the  Prime  Minister  on  the  introduction 
of  this  Bill,  because  it  so  happens  that, 
in  common  with  a  good  many  other  hon. 
Members  of  this  House,  it  was  my  good 
fortune  some  years  ago  to  hear  him  dis- 
course at  great  length    on   this    very 
question  ;  and  I  must  do  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  justice  to  say  that  a  more 
complete,  a  more  able,  or  a  more  ela- 
borate destruction  of  the  very  principle 
he  advocates  to-day  I  never  heard  from 
any  other  Minister  or  statesman  on  any 
other  subject  in  the  world.     It  is  far 
too  long  to  quote ;  but  it  is  very  instruc- 
tive   and    most    interesting    to    read. 
[*' Read,  read! "]     I  have   not  got  it 
bere,  and  therefore  I  cannot  read  it; 
but  hon.  Members  who  are  desirous  of 
doing  so,  will  find  in  Vol.  1 99  of  Han- 
sardf  beginning  about  the  bottom  of  page 
1 843,  some  five  and  a-half  columns  of 
irhat  appeared  to  me  to  be  absolutely 
unanswerable  and  conclusive  arguments 
against  the  very  proposition  which  forms 
to-day  the  main  and  the  essential  prin- 
ciple of  this  part  of  the  BUI.     I  confess 
that  I  was  not  very  much  surprised,  be- 
cause since  I  have  taken  any  part  in 
public  life  I  have  noticed  this — and  I  do 
not  in  the  least  wish  to  speak  with  any 
offence  or  disrespect  towards  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman — but  I    have  noticed 
this,  that  when    he  professes  a  policy 
most  loudly  it  is  always  2  to  6 — and  that 
is  far  from  being  liberal  odds  —  that, 
sooner  or  later,  exactly  the  opposite  is 
almost  quite  certain  to  occur.      At  all 
events,  that  is  what  has  happened  upon 
this  occasion.     [Mr.  Qlabstone  :  Not  at 
all ;  not  at  all.]      Well,  let  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  disprove  it  if  he  can ; 
he  will  have    every  opportunity.     But 
how  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ac- 
count for  it  on    this  occasion  ?      I  lis- 
tened with  great  attention  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  in- 
troduction of   the    Bill;    but  the  sole 
excuse  and  explanation  I  could  gather 
from  his  speech  was  this — that  in  the 
present  circumstances  of  Ireland,  and 
with    the    authorities    before    us,    this 
change   had  become  quite    inevitable. 
And  what  were  his  authorities?    Ho 


did  not  condescend  to  tell  why  it  was 
inevitable ;  but  he  told  us  what  autho- 
rities he  looked  to.    They  were  the  rival 
and  various  Beports  of  the  two  Boyal 
Commissions.    I  have  not  a  word  to 
say  to  the  Beport  of  the  Bessborough 
Ck)mmi68ion,  or  to  the  Minority  Beport 
of  the  Duke  of  Bichmond's  Commission ; 
but  I  have  a  good  deal  to  say  as  to  the 
Majority  Beport  of  that   Commission. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  placed  a 
very  remarkable  construction  upon  that 
Beport    But,  in  the  first  place,  I  would 
refer  exactly  to  what  he  said  the  other 
night.   He  taxed  me  with  being  in  some 
way  connected  with  this  Bill.   The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  dwelt  at  great  length, 
not  only  on  Monday  night,  but  on  the 
first  introduction  of    the  Bill,  on  the 
Beport  of  the  Duke  of  Bichmond's  Com- 
mission, and  he  quoted  a  single  para- 
graph from  that  Beport  at  least  twice  or 
three  times.     I  can  assure  him  we  are 
exceedingly  complimented  by  the  atten- 
tion he  has  paid  us ;  and  here,  again, 
I  think  that  I  perceive  another  of  those 
complete  conversions  of  opinion  of  which 
I  spoke  just  now,  as  amiable,  I  must 
say,  in  this  case  as  it  is  complete,  and 
which  are  so  eminently  characteristic  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     Last  year 
the  House  will  recollect  the  Bichmond 
Commission  was  the  grossest  delusion 
that  ever  was  practised  on  the  mind  of 
man.   This  year  it  is  a  high  and  respon- 
sible authority,  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  looks  for  guidance  and  direc- 
tion, and  the  humblest  of  its  Members 
— the  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire — 
is,  indeed,  exalted  to  the  high  honour, 
for   he  is   suddenly  informed  that  he 
shares   with    the  Prime    Minister  the 
paternity  of  this  Bill.    I  cannot  express 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  my  un- 
bounded gratification  at  this  complete 
change  of  sentiment  on  his  part.      I 
tender  to  him  mv  grateful  acknowledg- 
ments and  thanks  ;   but  both    natural 
modesty  of  disposition  and  my  strict 
adhesion  to  truth  compel  me  alike,  I  am 
afraid,  to  decline  this  signal  mark  of 
favour  which  he  presses  on  me,  and  I 
hope  he  will  not  think  me  churlishly 
ungrateful    if    my    desire   to  preserve 
whatever  reputation    and    character  I 
may  still  enjoy,  either  of  a  public  or  a 
private  nature,  impels  me  to  renounce 
all   connection  whatever  with  what  I 
suspect  to  be  the  disreputable  offspring 
of  an  illicit  amour  of  his  ow&  with  tho 
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Land  League,  and  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  with  an  audacity — a  happy 
audacity  I  have  rarely  seen  equalled — 
is  now  trying  to  father  upon  me.  I 
really  must  protest  altogether  against 
this  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  father  that  illicit 
child  on  me.  But  now,  Sir,  in  all 
seriousness,  let  me  consider  for  a  mo- 
ment the  construction  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  placed  on  the  Ee- 
port  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  Com- 
mission. What  is  that  construction  ?  I 
understand  it  to  be  this — that  what  we 
have  recommended  is  the  establishment 
of  a  Court,  or  of  some  other  public 
authority,  to  regulate  rents  everywhere 
in  Ireland  in  future.  Now,  I  venture 
respectfully  to  say  that  we  have  recom- 
mended nothing  of  the  kind.  All  that 
we  have  said,  and  I  adhere  to  every 
word  that  we  have  said,  is  this,  that — 

**  Bearing  in  mind  *' — I  am  afraid  I  shall 
have  to  read  it  again — "bearing  in  mind  the 
system  by  which  the  improvements  and  equip- 
ments of  a  farm  are  very  generally  the  work  of 
the  tenant,  and  the  fact  that  a  yearly  tenant  is 
at  any  time  liable  to  have  his  rent  raised  in 
consequence  of  the  increased  value  that  has  been 
given  to  his  holding  by  the  expenditure  of  his 
own  capital  and  labour,  the  desire  for  legisla- 
tive interference  to  protect  him  from  an  arbi- 
trary increase  of  rent  does  not  seem  unna- 
tural." 

Arbitrary  increase  of  rent  on  what? 
Why,  on  the  expenditure  of  his  own 
capital  and  labour.  I  think  I  should  be 
content  to  submit  to  the  verdict  of  any 
legal  authority  on  either  side  of  the 
House,  and  I  think  they  would  pro- 
nounce imanimously  in  favour  of  my  in- 
terpretation of  that  paragraph  of  that 
Eeport.  I  do  not  know  what  might 
happen  on  that  side ;  but  I  would  cer- 
tainly undertake  to  submit  to  the  verdict 
of  any  legal  authority  on  this  side.  And 
now  let  me  ask  the  House,  how  does 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman  arrive  at  this 
extraordinary  construction  ?  First,  he 
quotes  one  single  paragraph  in  the  Ee- 
port, in  which  no  mention  of  a  Court  is 
even  made,  and  then  he  went  on  to  tell 
the  House  that,  in  his  view  of  the  case, 
legislative  interference  with  rent  could 
not  be  disassociated  from  legislative  in- 
terference with  the  right  of  sale  and 
tenure.  In  other  words,  what  he  says 
is  this — **  If  you  take  one  of  the  *  three 
F*8 ' — namely,  fair  rent — you  must  take 
them  all '' — and  having  laid  down  that 
proposition,  he  then  goes  on  to  say  that 
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the  language  used  by  the  (Tommissbfl, 

and  the  necessary  oonstruction  of  tha 

single  paragraph  he     did    read,  mojt 

mean  that  and  nothinf^  else,  when  the 

very  following  paragraph  of  the  Beport^ 

for  some  reason  best   known  to  himidt 

he  thought  fit  not  to   read,  says,  u  I 

understand  it,  exactly  the  reverse.    Be- 

member  the  proposition    of    the  right 

hon.  Gentleman  is— '*If   you  take  one 

of  the  *  three  F's'  you  must  take  them 

all."     And  the  following  paragraph  of 

the  Report  of  the  Agriciutural  Commif- 

sion  says — 

"With  a  view  of  affording  such  oeanitjt 
*  fair  rents,'  *  fixity  of  tenure,  and  •  free  mk,' 
popularly  known  as  the  *  three  F's,'  harebwa 
strongly  advocated  hy  many  witneesee;  bnt  none 
have  been  able  to  support  these  propontfoof  ia 
their  integrity  without  admitting  oonsequeooei 
that  would,  in  our  opinion,  involve  an  injostki 
to  the  landlord.'* 

Well,  now,  that  is  the  language  of  th« 
Eeport,  and  how  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  the  face  of  that  second  para- 
graph, could  have  placed  the  constmo- 
lion  which  he  did  upon  the  Eeport  of 
the   Duke  of  Eichmond's   Commission 
passes,  I  must  say,  altogether  my  humble, 
although  it  may  be  somewhat  limited, 
comprehension.     I  frankly  own,  for  my 
part,  that  I  disapprove  of  the  proposal 
altogether ;  because  it  always  seemed  to 
me  that  the  valuation  of  rents  by  the 
State  in  Ireland,  either  with  justice  or 
with  satisfaction  to  the  interested  parties, 
is  neither  practicable  nor  possible  by  any 
Court  whatever  in  the  world  ;  and  for  the 
very  reasons  which  were  literally  driyen 
home  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self at  the  time  he  utterly  demolished 
that    proposal    when   it   was    formerlj 
brought  forward  in  this  House.    And  I 
cannot  understand  how   a  Minister  la 
this  House  can  either  ask  or  expect  the 
House  of  Commons  to  accept  proposau, 
until  otherwise  explained,  of  which  he 
has  publicly  declared  in  this  House  he 
could  conceive  nothing  more  calculated 
to    carry    wide  -  spread   demoralization 
throughout  the  mass  of  the  people  of 
Ireland.     I  admit  that  it  is  desiraWe 
that  this  question  should  be  settled ;  and 
if,  on   some  other  occasion,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  do  what  I  thin* 
he  might   do,   and   what  I   think  he 
ought  to  do,  to  remove  the  difficult'^ 
which  many  of  us  feel — namely,  take  his 
own  speech  in  1 870  and  answer  ieri^Ut^t 
if  he  can,  the  arguments  he  used  on  that 
occasion,  then  I  can  only  say,  as  far  a*  ^ 
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am  individaally  concerned,  I  Bhall  be  dis- 
posed to  make  large  sacrifices  of  my  opi- 
nion in  order  to  arrive  at  a  happy  solu- 
tion of  this  question.     But,  unless  that 
should  be  done,  and  until  it  has  been 
done,  I  shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  oppose, 
from  first  to  last,  the  adoption  of  these 
principles  into  our  legislation,  and  for 
the  very  reasons  that  have  never  yet 
been  answered,  and  which  were  supplied 
by  the  Prime  Minister  himself.     I  ob- 
ject, then,  altogether,  both  in  point  of 
policy  and  in  principle,  to  this  part  of 
the  Bill ;  and  I  view,  I  confess,  with  the 
utmost  apprehension  what  seems  to  mo 
to  be  its  probable  permanent  effects.     I 
agree    with  what  the   Prime  Minister 
said  in  1B70 — that  it  is  calculated  to  de- 
moralize the  people.     It  cannot  fail,  I 
think,  to  lead  to  the  establishment 'of 
rack-rents  everywhere  in  Ireland.     It 
will  destroy  all  confidence,  and  all  sense 
of  security.     Nay,  I  think  it  has  gone 
far  already  to  destroy  them  in  regard  to 
all  kinds  of  property  in  Ireland,  and, 
with  them,  will  most  inevitably  banish 
capital  and  the  investment  of  capital  in 
that  country.      And   although  I  admit 
that  it  does  confer  enormous  boons  on 
one  class  of  the  country — namely,  the 
present  occupiers   of   land,   it    confers 
those  boons  upon  them  alone ;  and  even 
that  is  done  at  the  expense,  and  at  the 
sole  expense,  of  one  other  class  of  the 
community — namely,  those  who  are  the 
owners   of  the  land  in  Ireland.     And 
what  kind  of  treatment  is  it  that  you 
ask  OS  to  inflict  upon  them  ;  first,  you 
are  going  to  take  away  from  them  all 
interest  in  the  future  management  of  their 
estates.   You  deprive  them  of  the  rights, 
and  you  release  them  from  all  the  duties 
which  attach  to  property  in  Ireland,  and 
you  convert  them  in  future  to  the  posi- 
tion of  mere  rent-chargers  on  their  own 
estate.     And  that  is  not  all,  for  in  all 
human  probability  you  are  going  to  in- 
flict upon  them  a  large  pecuniary  loss  as 
well.     Under  this  Bill,  you  may  lower 
their  rents,  mulct  them  of  a  portion  of 
their  income,  and  fine  them  of  part  of 
their  possessions,  bought  very  likely,  for 
anything  that  you  know,  on  the  faitli  of 
your  public  professions  and  inducements, 
and  on  the  guarantee  of  a  title  which 
Tery  likely  Parliament  has  given  them 
itself.    A  case  was  submitted  to  me  the 
other  day,  which  I  may  mention.     A 
iriend    of   mine,    about    a   year    a^, 
bought  an  eetate  for  £30,000  in  be- 


laud.    He  bought  it  in  the  Land  Court. 
The  rent  was  certified  by  the  Judge,  and 
endorsed  upon  the  title  as  certified  by 
the  Judge.     If  you  pass  this  Bill,  and 
he  is  taken  into  Court,  you  may  reduce 
his  rent  by  £200  or  £300  a-year.     [Mr. 
John  Bright:  The  rent  was  not  gua- 
ranteed.]    Btit  the  title  was  guaranteed, 
and  what  is  the  use  of  the  title  without 
rent?    Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
suppose  that  people  invest  £30,000  in 
estates  in  Ireland  to  look  at  them  ?  They 
invest  as  a  means  of  interest,  to  receive 
something  back   as  interest.      And    in 
this  case   it  is  possible  that  the  rent 
may  be  reduced  £200  or  £300  a-year  ; 
and  are  you  going  to  give  the  man  to 
whom  you  have  sold  the  estate  your- 
selves compensation,  or,  failing  that,  are 
you  not  bound  to  re-purchase  his  estate 
on  equitable  terms'?    It  is  the  gravest 
possible  question  in  my  mind  whether 
you  are  justified  in  doing  this  under  any 
circumstances  at  all.     It  may,  I  know, 
be  argued,  I  know  it  has  been  argued, 
that  the  State  has  the  right  to  reduce 
him  to  that  position  if  it  thinks  fit.     But 
then  the  State  is  bound  not  so  to  think 
fit  until  it  has  shown  conclusively  that 
it  is  for  the  public  interest  and  welfare  ; 
and  I  do  not  think  that  you  have  done 
so.     I  admit  that  may  be  a  matter  of 
opinion ;  but  this  is  not  a  matter  of  opi- 
nion, that  whether  you  have  shown  that 
it  is  expedient  or  not,  you  are  bound — 
there  can  be  no  question  upon  this  point 
— to  give  him  compensation.     And  I  ask 
where,  in  what  clause,  what  line  or  sen- 
tence of  this  Bill  is  there  the  smallest 
compensation  mentioned  ?      You    give 
none,  and  I  say  then  there  is  only  one 
description  for  measures  of  this  nature 
— you  tell  us    of  judicial    leases   and 
judicial  rents.     I  say,  in  the  presence  of 
the  Government  and  of  the  authors  of 
tliis  Bill,  that  this  part  of  your  Bill  is 
nothing  else  than  one  great  scheme  of 
judicial  plunder,  more  worthy,  I  had  al- 
most said,  of  a  Cabinet  of — but  I  will  not 
use  the  expression  that  I  had  upon  my 
tongue  —  of  anything  rather  tha^i    of 
Miuibtors  of  State.     And  all  this  harsh 
and  cruel  treatment  of  the  landlord  is 
to  be  inflicted  on  him — why  ?    Because 
YOU  tell  us  that  the  circumstances   of 
Ireland  absolutely  call  for  legislation  at 
your  hands.     Granted  that  it  be  so.     I 
acknowledge  that  the  present  circum- 
stances of  Ireland  must  be  dealt  with 
Booner  or  later.    I  do  not  stop  to  in^^ 
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quire  who  it  is  that  has  brought  Ireland 
into  that  position,  though  it  would  not 
be  difficult  to   show.     But  why  inflict 
all  these   pains   and  penalties  on  the 
landlords  ?    They   are  not  responsible 
for  the  circumstances  of  Ireland.     They 
did    not    create    that    fatal    competi- 
tion for  the  land  which  is  the  cause  of 
nearly  all  the   evils  you  complain  of. 
They  are  not  to  blame  for  the  absence 
of  manufactures,  and  of  other  industries 
in  Ireland,  which  has  driven  the  people 
to  the  land,  and  to  the  land  alone,  as 
their  resource.     Nothing  of  the  kind; 
and  no  one  knows  it  better,  I  suspect, 
than  the  Prime  Minister  himself.     And 
if  we  really  want  to  know  the  truth  upon 
this  question,  and  if  we  have  the  cou- 
rage and  the  candour  to  acknowledge  it 
to  ourselves,  we  must  look — not  to  the 
landlord  element  in  Ireland,  but  to  a 
very  different  cause  indeed,  to  find  the 
source  of  that  which  I  admit  is,  per- 
haps, the  most  perplexing  problem  of 
the  time.     The  truth  is  that  the  Eng- 
lish Parliament  and  the  English  people 
are  mainly  responsible  for  those  condi- 
tions of  the  country  which  have  driven 
the  people  to  the  land,  and  to  the  land 
alone,  for  their  support.     It  was  not 
always  so ;  there  were  other  industries 
in  Ireland  in  former  days  which  flou- 
rished, and  flourished  to  a  considerable 
extent,  until  they  first  aroused,  and  were 
afterwards   suppressed,  by  the    selfish 
fears   and  the  commercial  jealousy  of 
England;   England,   who  was  alarmed 
at  a  rivalry  and  competition  that  she 
dreaded  at  the  hands  and  from  the  re- 
sources and  energy  of  the  Irish  people. 
The  history  of  what  happened  at  that 
time  is  so  admirably  given  in  a  series  of 
letters  published  about  100  years  ago, 
in  a  little  volume  called  The  Commercial 
BestraintB  of  Ireland ^  that,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  I  should  like  just 
for  one  moment  to  refer  to  it.     I  know 
of  nothing  more  painful  in  the  whole 
history  of  Ireland,  or  more  calculated 
to  bring  a  blush  to  the  faces  of  every 
-  Englishman  than  the  plain  unvarnished 
tale  they  tell.     What  happened,  in  a 
word,  was  this — Petitions  were  presented 
to  the  King,  by  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, in  the  year  1698,  praying  him, 
by  every  means  in  his  power,  to  hinder 
the  woollen  trade  of  Ireland.  One  single 
passage  from  the  Petition  of  the  Oom- 
mons  will  sufficiently  explcdn  their  na- 
ture.   This  is  what  it  said — 

Mr»  Ckaplm 


"And  wo  do  most  humbly  implore  Yomr  Ma- 
jesty's protection  and  favour  in  this  matter, 
and*  that  you  may  make  it  Your  Royal  care,  and 
enjoin  all  those  You  employ  in  Ireland  to  make 
it  their  care,  and  use  their  utmoet  diligence  to 
hinder  the  exportation  of  "wool  from  ipeland, 
except  to  be  imported  hither,  and  for  the  di». 
couraging  the  woollen  manofacturea  and  encou* 
raging  the  linen  manufactures  in  Ireland,  to 
which  we  shall  alwaj'S  be  ready  to  gire  onr 
assistance.** 

This  Address  was  presented  to  the  King, 

and  the  answer  was  explicit.      It  was 

this — 

"I  shall  do  all  that  in  me  lies  to  diaoourage 
the  woollen  trade  in  Ireland,  and  to  enconiage 
the  linen  manufactures  there,  and  to  promote 
the  trade  of  England." 

Now,  Sir,  what  followed  upon  this  ?    A 
Bill  had  already  received  tne  Royal  As- 
sent on  the  25tn  January  of  that  year, 
by  which  large  additional  duties  were 
imposed  on  the  exportation  of  all  woollen 
goods  from  Ireland.     But  this  was  not 
sufficient  to  satisfy  the  English  Parlia- 
ment, and,  in  the  words   of  the  same 
writer,  a  perpetual  law  was  made  pro- 
hibiting the   exportation   of  all   gooda 
made  or  mixed  with  wool,  except  into 
England    and   Wales ;    and    as   duties 
amounting  to  prohibition  had  been  al- 
ready imposed  on  the  importation  into 
England,  this  measure  practically  ope- 
rated as  a  complete  prohibition  of  the 
exportation  of  woollen  goods  from  Ire- 
land.     The  immediate   effects  of  this 
cruel  law  cannot  be  described   better 
than  they  are  depicted  by  the  same  his- 
torian, in  two  pictures  which  he  draws 
of  Ireland  before  and  after  the  passing 
of  this  law.     Before  the  passing  of  this 
law,  he  says — 

"After  the  Restoration,  from  the  time  that 
the  Acts  of  Settlement  and  Explanation  hio 
been  fully  carried  into  execution,  to  the  yf^ 
1688,  Ireland  made  g^reat  advances,  and  con- 
tinued for  several  years  in  a  most  ^rospcroui 
condition.  Lands  were  everywhere  improved^ 
rents  were  doubled,  the  Kingdom  atwondid 
with  money,  trade  flourished,  to  the  envy  <» 
our  neighbours,  cities  increajsed  exceedin^Vf 
many  places  of  the  country  equalled  the  iin* 
provementfl  of  England,  the  King's  revenue  in- 
creased proportionally  to  the  advance  of  tnj 
Kingdom  (which  was  every  day  growing)t  *f*| 
was  well  established  in  plentjr  and  wealth; 
manufactures  were  set  on  foot  m  divers  J^jJ*,' 
the  meanest  inhabitants  were  at  once  cnnched 
and  civilized,  and  this  Kingdom  is  then  repre- 
sented to  be  the  most  improved  and  improvn»f 
spot  of  ground  in  Europe.*' 

How  happily  does  this  contrast  with  the 
state  of  Ireland  to-day.  But  no  sooner 
was  that  fatal  policy  accepted  than  a 
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oliange  indeed  came  oyer  the  spirit  of 
tHe  dream ;  and  what  we  learn  of  Ire- 
land afterwards  is  this — 

**The  consequences  of  this  prohibition  appear 
in  the  Session  of  1703.  The  (Commons  lay  be- 
fore Queen  Anne  a  most  affecting  representation, 
containing,  to  use  their  own  words,  *a  true 
state  of  our  deplorable  condition*  they  set  forth 
the  vast  decay  and  loss  of  its  trade,  it  being 
almost  exhausted  of  coin;  that  they  are  hin- 
dered from  earning  their  livelihoods,  and  from 
maintaining  their  own  manufactures;  that  their 
poor  are  thereby  become  verv  numerous ;  that 
£^reat  numbers  of  Protestant  families  have  been 
constrained  to  remove  out  of  the  Kingdom,  as 
^Mrell  into  Scotland  as  into  the  dominions  of 
foreign  Princes  and  States." 

I   make  no  comments  on  these  state- 
ments.    Their  simple  and  pathetic  elo- 
quence speaks,  I  think,  Sir,  fair  for  it- 
self.   The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Xiancaster,  the  other  night,  spoke  of  the 
confiscations  in  Ireland  in  past  ages, 
and  he  traced  the  miseries  of  Ireland, 
in    great  degree,  to  them.     But  these 
confiscations,  I  must  remind  him,  oc- 
curred before,  not  after,  the  glowing 
picture  of  prosperity  that  I  have  given. 
Her  condition,  therefore,  cannot  fairly 
be   ascribed  to   those   confiscations    to 
which  he  alluded,  and  I  am  convinced 
that  it  is  in  the  history  of  these  cruel 
laws  that  lies  the  secret  of  that  fatal 
competition  for  the  land  in  which,  and  it 
may  well  be,  a  just  retribution  upon  us, 
the  source  of  all  the  troubles  and  the 
difficulties  that  you  have  to  deal  with 
will  be  found.     And  now  I  want  to 
ask    this    question.      Were    the    Irish 
landlords  guilty  of  these  cruel  laws? 
Can   even    the    English    landlords    be 
said  to  have  been  mainly  instrumen- 
tal in  their  passing  ?      I  ao  not  know, 
I    am  sure,   how  far    the    latter    can 
be  called  upon  to  bear  their  share  of 
blame.    I  have  read,  I  am  afraid,  of 
laws  that  prevented  the  exportation  of 
cattle  into  England,  to  prevent  the  rents 
of  grazing  lands  in  England  ^oin  a;  ^own ; 
and  I  suspect,  if  all  the  truth  be  known, 
they  cannot  be  acquitted  of  their  share 
of  selfishness  as  well.     But  this  I  do 
know,  that  the  men  who  were  mainly 
responsible  for  the  passing  of  these  cruel 
laws  were  the  great  manufacturers  and 
traders  of  that  day  in  England,  men 
belonging  to  a  class  whom  I  see  so 
largely    represented     in    the    Benches 
opposite  to   me  to-night.     They  were, 
in  fact — and  I  may  say  this  without 
offence,  as  I  am  sore  that  no  offence 
whatever  is  intended — they  were   the 


Forsters,  the  Chamberlains,  and  the 
Brights  of  that  day  and  time ;  and  it  is 
reserved  for  their  successors  in  1881 — 
the  successors  of  a  class  who  fattened 
and  g^ew  rich  for  ages  on  the  proceeds 
of  a  trade,  which,  to  her  misery  and  ruin, 
they  first  destroyed  in  Ireland.  It  is 
reserved,  I  say,  for  them  to  call  upon 
the  Parliament  of  England  in  1881,  in 
their  loudest  tones  of  spurious  justice, 
and  of  spurious  generosity,  to  make 
atonement  for  the  sins,  and  for  the 
crimes,  of  the  whole  British  nation  by 
inflicting  yet  another  and  a  mortal  blow 
on  one  class  of  the  Irish  people ;  on  one 
class  of  the  community  in  Ireland.  Sir, 
I  will  be  no  party  to  any  measure  of  re- 
paration of  hypocrisy  like  this.  If  you 
really  wish  to  make  to  Ireland  repara- 
tion for  the  sins  committed  against  Ire- 
land, at  your  own  cost,  and  for  your- 
selves, then  I  will  go  with  you  almost 
any  length  you  please ;  but  I  will  not 
go  one  step  along  the  path  you  ask  the 
House  to  tread,  nor  assist  you  in  this 
travestie  of  justice,  this  cheap  and  mock 
generosity  at  other  people's  cost,  which, 
I  believe,  will  bring  upon  you  nothing 
but  the  scorn  of  all  justice-loving  people 
in  the  world.  And  now,  Sir,  what  should 
be  our  course  to-night  ?  Whatever  may 
have  been  the  case  before,  and  I  never 
had  a  doubt  myself  since  I  mastered  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill,  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  Monday  night 
has  made  it  absolutely  clear.  The  Go- 
vernment are  pledged  to  give  no  com- 
pensation to  the  landlords.  They  deny 
confiscation,  and  they  repudiate  com- 
pensation. They  must  expect,  in  conse- 
quence, from  us  a  prolonged,  determined, 
and  a  bitter  opposition  to  the  Bill.  I 
know  not  whether  it  is  to  be  the  Bill,  the 
whole  Bill,  and  nothing  but  the  Bill ;  but 
if  it  be  not  that,  it  is  to  be  the  very  essence 
of  the  Bill  which  he  now  demands.  Our 
fortunes  as  a  Government,  he  says,  and 
our  Bill  shall  sink  or  swim  together.  In 
God^s  name,  I  say,  then  let  them  sink. 
I  see  little  hope  myself  for  Ireland  ex- 
cept in  this— that  this  measure  and  its 
authors  should  perish  and  be  swept 
away  together.  In  12  short  months 
they  have  reduced  that  country  from  a 
state  which  they  themselves  described 
as  one  of  comfort  and  satisfaction,  which 
was  never  known  before,  to  the  Pande- 
monium of  to-day.  For  my  part,  I  care 
not  in  the  least  how  soon  the  time  may 
come;    and  I  am  persuaded  that  the 
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country,  thoroughly  deluded  and  misled 
by  the  Prime  Minister  at  the  General 
Election,  is  rapidly  beginning  to  enter- 
tain the  same  opinion  too.  Nor  do  I  feel 
quite  sure  that  the  Prime  Minister  him- 
self is  altogether  free  from  foreboding 
of  that  nature.  Why  did  he  turn  to 
the  most  timid  of  his  followers  behind, 
who  are  always  to  be  found  amongst  the 
Whigs,  and  warn  them  that  if,  by  any 
combination,  this  measure  were  rejected, 
a  larger  and  more  sweeping  measure 
would  be  carried  by  the  Opposition? 
What  guarantee  have  we  that  if  you  pass 
this  Bill  to-day  yourselves,  you  will  not 
bring  in  a  larger  and  more  sweeping  mea- 
sure in  two  years*  time  ?  I  recommend 
that,  Sir,  to  the  consideration  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sit  behind  the  Prime 
Minister  to-day.  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  reminded  me,  with  per- 
fect truth,  that  I  cannot  claim  to  speak 
as  a  Representative  Member  of  the 
Party  on  this  side  of  the  House.  Were 
it  otherwise  I  would  meet  his  challenge, 
and  reply  that,  in  one  sense,  what  he 
says  is  true.  Ireland  should  have,  and 
quickly  too,  if  I  could  have  my  way,  a 
measure  which  would  be  both  a  larger 
and  a  smaller  one  as  well ;  larger  in 
everything  that  would  conduce  to  the 
permanent  removal  of  the  source  of  all 
her  ills  ;  but  smaller,  infinitely  smaller, 
in  respect  of  all  your  revolutionary 
schemes.  Sir,  I  have  placed  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper,  which  expresses  my 
own  views  on  the  question  ;  and  had  it 
been  in  my  power  I  should  have  pressed 
it  to  a  division,  and  taken  the  sense  of 
the  House  upon  it.  But  the  Forms  of  the 
House  will  not  admit  of  that  proceed- 
ing. I  shall,  therefore,  give  my  vote  in 
favour  of  whatever  Amendment  is  put 
by  Mr.  Speaker  from  the  Chair,  in  order 
to  record  my  protest  against  the  prin- 
ciples contained  in  this  part  of  your 
Bill ;  and  I  am  more  than  ever  strength- 
ened and  confirmed  in  this  intention  by 
the  deep  conviction  which  I  entertain  as 
to  the  real  causes  of  the  introduction  of 
this  Bill.  I  challenged  the  reasons  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  begin- 
ning of  my  speech,  and  I  will  make  good 
that  challenge  before  I  bring  my  obser- 
vations to  a  close.  I  said  that  they  could 
not  be  the  real  and  only  reasons  for  this 
Bill,  because  every  one  of  these  three 
reasons  which  he  gave  us — the  land 
hunger,  the  defective  nature  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1870,  and  the  limited  number  of 
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bad  landlords — would  have  been  just  as 
good  a  reason,  and  possessed  as  much 
force,  as  an  argument  for  the  introdoo- 
tion  of  this  BiU,  any  time  you  liked  to 
mention — five  years  ago,  three  years  ago, 
two  years,  or  one  year  ago,  as  it  has  to- 
day ;    and  yet,  if  anyone  had  gone  to 
the  Prime  Minister  18  months  ag^o,  and 
told  him  that  a  Bill  of  this  tremendoiu 
character  was  called  for  by  the  necessitiee 
of  Ireland,  he  would  have  scouted  the  ides, 
and  laughed  the  person  who  proposed  or 
who  suggested  it  to  scorn.  And  he  would 
have  pointed  for  his  answer  to  his  reme- 
dial legislation  of  10  years  ag^o,  and  to 
the  improved  and  contented  condition  of 
the  people  of  Ireland.     This  is  no  mere 
fancy  or  supposition  upon  my  part ;  on 
the  contrary,  it  is  almost  exactly  what 
the  Prime  Minister  actually  did.     Let 
me  remind  the  House  of  a  most  remark- 
able statement  which  he  made  about  14 
months  ago.     I  see  it  was  on  the  Ist 
April,   1880;  not  a  very  inappropriate 
day  in  the  light  of  subsequent  events. 
He  was  speaking  at  the  Liberal  Club  in 
Edinburgh  in  reference  especially  to  the 
Act  of  1870,  and  the  condition  of  the 
people,  and  this  is  what  he  said — 

"The  change  which  had  been  made  in  th» 
Land  Laws  was  a  just  change,  and  gave  a  con* 
tidence  to  the  cultivator  of  the  soU  which  h« 
never  had  before,  and  the  cultivation  of  Ireland 
had  been  carried  on  for  the  last  eighty  year* 
under  the  cover  and  shelter  of  the  Land  *Law«» 
with  a  sense  of  security  on  the  part  of  the  occu- 
pier, with  a  feeling  that  he  was  sheltered  and 
protected  by  the  law,  with  a  general  sense  of 
comfort  £md  satisfaction  such  as  was  unknown 
in  the  previous  history  of  the  country." 

I  quite  admit  that  this  statement  was 
made  at  a  time  before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  brought  directly  in 
contact  with  the  latest  phases  of  Irish 
agitation  and  obstruction  in  this  House, 
and  it  may  be  while  he  was  still  under  the 
impression  that  the  comparative  quiet 
maintained  in  Ireland  since  the  passing 
of  his  Land  Act  by  a  succession  of  coer- 
cive measures  which  only  expired  last 
June  was,  in  reality,  owing  to  the  benefi- 
cial effects  of  his  previous  legislation.  If 
that  was  ever  his  impression,  it  must 
have  been  rudely  and  speedily  dispelled, 
for  the  new  Parliament  had  scarcely  met 
when  he  became  alive  to  the  difficulties 
he  had  to  encounter  from  Irish  agitation 
and  obstruction.  And  how  did  he  en- 
counter them?  Concession  became  at 
once  the  order  of  the  day,  and  sop  after 
sop  was  thrown  to  the  rarty  of  agita* 
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tion.  The  Peace  Preservation  Act  was 
not  renewed ;  and,  in  consequence,  you 
hare  had — as  you  were  warned  by  us 
you  would  have^to  suspend  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  country.  Then  came  the 
weak,  the  temporizing,  and,  as  I  thought 
and  pointed  out  at  the  time,  the  mis- 
leading speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  in 
answer  to  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power) 
for  an  ad  inter im  Bill,  to  suspend  the 
power  of  eviction  for  two  years.  That 
was  followed  by  the  sudden  announce- 
ment of  the  appointment  of  the  Eoyal 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  working 
of  the  Land  Act.  And  then  came  the 
attempt  to  smuggle  through  the  House 
the  Irish  Land  Act  in  the  form  of  a 
single  clause  in  the  Belief  of  Distress 
Bill ;  but  that  was  stopped  by  a  Member 
of  this  House,  who,  in  common  with  the 
ffreat  majority  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
both  sides,  naturally  objected  to  an  im- 
portant measure  of  this  kind  being 
scrambled  through  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  that  way  by  a  side  wind. 
Then  we  had  the  Compensation  for  Dis- 
turbance Bill,  which  is  still  fresh  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House.  And  now, 
after  12  months  of  open  defiance  of  the 
law  in  Ireland,  we  have  these  sweeping 
and  extravagant  proposals,  proposals 
which  concede  to  the  breakers  of  the 
law  the  bulk  of  everything  they  have 
demanded,  and  which  differ  little,  if  at 
all,  as  far  as  I  can  see,  from  those 
schemes  of  public  plunder  which  the 
Prime  Minister  himself  so  unsparingly 
denounced,  except,  indeed,  in  this  par- 
ticular— that  the  Government  give  no 
compensation  to  the  landlords;  and 
which  certainly  was  included  in  every 
scheme  which  has  been  either  suggested 
or  attributed  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  No, 
8ir ;  let  the  truth  be  known.  This  Bill, 
whatever  its  merits  or  demerits  may  be, 
ia  one  g^eat  measure  of  concession  to 
Irish  agitation  ;  it  is  the  triumph  of 
violence  and  crime  over  law  and  order  in 
that  country.  If  credit  there  be,  let  the 
oredit  be  given  where  credit  is  due. 
And  much  as  I  differ  from  him  in  his 
political  opinions,  and  much  as  I  abhor, 
for  the  most  part,  his  views,  I  must  say 
the  daring  and  persistence  of  the  man 
baa  met  with  more  than  its  reward. 
For  rest  assured  that  the  people  know 
lull  well  in  Ireland  to-day,  what  every 


Member  of  the  House  of  Commons,  in 
his  heart  and  in  his  conscience,  knows  is 
nothing  but  the  naked  truth,  that  with- 
out this  Irish  agitation  and  obstruction 
through  which  we  have  passed,  this 
measure  never  would  have  seen  the 
light,  and  that  it  has  been  wrung,  not 
from  the  long-settled  conviction  or  the 
policy,  but  from  the  weakness  and  the 
fears  of  the  Ministry,  by  the  revolu- 
tionary policy  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork.  Now,  I  ask  the  House 
of  Commons  where  is  all  this  to  end  ? 
Do  not  suppose  that  even  if  you  pass 
this  Bill  to-day,  unaltered  as  it  is,  you 
will  put  an  end  to  disaffection  in  that 
country.  You  have  surely  learnt  some- 
thing from  your  experience  in  the  past ; 
as  it  was  in  1870,  be  assured  it  will  be 
in  1881.  Confiscation  and  concession 
then  are  only  followed  by  larger  and  by 
more  extended  measures  in  the  same 
direction  now — and  the  acceptance  of 
your  policy  to-day  will  simply  mean  new 
concessions  and  still  greater  confiscations 
a  little  later  on.  So  evil  is  the  lesson 
which  your  weakness  and  your  conces- 
sions will  have  taught  them,  that  the  ink 
will  not  be  dry  which  makes  judicial 
rent  the  law  throughout  the  land,  before 
a  new  and  more  determined  agitation 
will  arise  from  the  ashes  of  the  old  one 
against  the  intolerable  injustice  of  pay- 
ing any  rent  at  all.  And  all  past  expe- 
rience will  have  taught  them  that  if  it 
only  be  conducted  with  sufficient  vio- 
lence and  outrage,  in  the  long  run  they 
are  sure  to  win.  And  then  I  fear  that 
we  shall  see  the  same  humiliating  spec- 
tacle again.  A  weak,  divided,  and  dis- 
tracted Cabinet  at  home,  a  helpless  Lord 
Lieutenant,  a  paralyzed  Executive,  and 
a  trembling  Chief  Secretary  in  Ireland, 
making  more  and  more  concessions,  till 
at  last,  with  what  you  call  'Uhe  English 
garrison,"  in  other  words,  the  most  loyal 
portion  of  the  population  driven  out, 
you  will  find  you  will  have  to  choose 
between  the  armed  suppression  of  the 
people  and  the  country  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other  the  secession,  either 
attempted  or  accomplished,  of  Ireland 
from  England.  The  great  statesman 
who  has  gone — to  whom  the  Prime 
Minister  the  other  night  paid  a  tri- 
bute, the  nobility  of  which  I  can  as- 
sure him  that  we  who  sit  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  for  the  sake  of  the  affection 
that  we  bore  our  Leader  and  our  Chief, 
shall  not  easily  forget,  he  warned  you 
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of  the  certain  and  the  fatal  end  of  the 
policy  you  then  began.  I  ventured  to 
remind  the  House  of  his  striking  pro- 
phecies so  literally  fulfilled  in  one  of  our 
debates  last  Session.  Tou  would  not 
hear  his  words  at  the  time  when  they 
were  spoken.  You  only  laughed  and 
mocked  when  I  quoted  them  last  Session. 
Is  it  too  late,  even  now,  to  heed  the 
silent  voice  which  warns  you  from  his 
grave  ?  Will  the  Liberal  Party  never 
learn  wisdom  from  experience?  Ee- 
member  you  have  tried  your  hands  al- 
ready at  Irish  legislation  on  these  dis- 
astrous principles  before,  and  you  have 
failed  utterly  and  completely  as  never 
Party  failed  before.  I  read  your  Bill 
with  increasing  wonder  and  amazement 
every  day,  for  I  see  in  it  a  volume — aye. 
Sir,  and  a  large  and  capacious  volume — 
of  recantations,  contradictions,  broken 
pledges,  and  former  falsified  predictions 
on  the  part  of  the  Minister  and  his  Col- 
leagues, in  the  light  of  which  you  stand 
before  us  and  before  the  country  as  a 
Government  utterly  discredited  already 
in  dealing  with  this  question.  What 
room,  then,  have  we  for  more  confidence ; 
what  hope  of  better  or  happier  results  in 
your  proposals  of  to-day  ?  I  reluctantly 
confess  that  I  have  none ;  reluctantly, 
because  I  desire  from  my  heart  to  see 
Ireland  again  tranquil,  contented, 
and  at  rest ;  but  peace  and  happiness, 
prosperity  and  contentment  can  never 
DC  attained  by  revolutionary  schemes 
like  these,  which  appeal  to  the  avarice, 
the  cupidity,  and  the  worst  passions  of 
the  human  race  in  any  country  or  in 
any  nation  on  the  earth.  Especially  do 
I  believe  that  this  is  true  of  Ireland  and 
the  Irish  people.  Ireland,  I  grant  you, 
has  suffered  much,  and  often  at  the 
hands  of  England.  She  has  suffered 
even  more,  perhaps,  at  times,  at  the 
hands  of  those  whom  she  believed  to  be 
her  friends  ;  but  the  worst  and  the  most 
cruel  blow  that  has  ever  been  infiicted 
on  her  will  be  this — when,  by  the  ac- 
ceptance of  this  Bill,  you  teach  the  law- 
less and  the  disaffected,  to  the  terror  and 
dismay  of  the  peaceful  and  well  affected 
subjects  of  the  Queen,  that  by  outrages, 
by  violence  and  crime,  by  persistent  and 
daring  defiance  of  the  law  they  can 
wring — nay,  more,  they  have  wrung — 
from  the  Imperial  Parliament  the  gross- 
est and  the  most  unhallowed  Act  of 
gpreat  public  confiscations  that  ever  yet 
has  been  attempted  by  any  Minister  or 
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statesman  in    any  civilised  society  or 
country  in  the  world. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  am  de- 
sirous to  explain  a  material  statement  in 
my  former  speech  which  has  been  mil- 
understood  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire.  It  is  certainly  true  tint 
I  hold  him  responsible  for  the  Report 
of  the  Bichmond  Oommiasion.  I  am 
not  quite  sure  whether  I  am  to  und«- 
stand  that  he  approves  of  the  paragr^ 
in  the  Report  on  which  I  rely  or  not 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  I  entirely  repudiita 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  oonstmctioB 
of  the  paragraph  ;  but  I  accept  the  re- 
sponsibility for  the  parag^ph  itself,  and 
I  wrote  it. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Then  I  wish  the 
hon.  Member  to  understand  exactly  whit 
it  is  that  I  charge  him  with.  I  have  neTer 
said  that  the  Richmond  Commission  re- 
commended the  "  threeF's" — never.  The 
statement  of  the  Richmond  Commissioa 
is  this— that  the  '*  three  F's  "  had  been 
urged  upon  them,  but  that  they  could 
not  be  admitted  in  their  integrity  with- 
out injurious  consequences  to  the  land- 
lords. And  the  ''three  F's,"  according  to 
my  contention,  are  not  in  their  integrity 
in  this  Bill.     I  have  never  said  that  the 
Richmond  Commission  recommended  in 
terms  the  establishment  of  a  Court,  in 
they  never  used  the  word  Court    What 
I  said  was  that  I  considered  that  no 
other  construction  could  be  given  to  their 
recommendation.    The  main  part  of  my 
statement  was  this — ^that  in  the  pre- 
amble of  the  paragraph  to  which  lalladed 
in  my  speech,  the  Commissioners  do  re- 
fer, and  exclusively,  to  augmentatiens 
of  rent  founded  on  tiie  tenant's  improy*" 
ments,  but  that  their  recommenaatoan 
is  not  confined  to  augmentations  of  reot 
founded  upon  the  tenants'  improvementer 
and  that  they  advocated  special  legisla- 
tive interference  to  protect  the  tcfliant 
from  any  increase  of  rent  which  ie  «b 
arbitrary  increase.    Their  recommenda- 
tion, therefore,  is  not  limited  to  an  in- 
crease of  rent  founded  upon  a  tenant  • 
improvements. 

Me.  STANSFELD  said,  that  thehoa. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin),  his  Colleague  on 
the  Richmond  Commission,  had  made  a 
very  powerful  and  eloquent,  bat  eom^ 
what  discursive  speech,  in  which  heh»a 
given  his  approval  to  emigration  and 
migration  as  a  means  for  improving  tha 
condition  of  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  StanafaU) 
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would  not  follow  him  as  to  its  details ; 
but  he  had  strongly  objected  to  what 
he  pleased  to  oaU  tne  confiscation 
clauses  of  the  Bill.  Now,  these  were 
just  the  clauses  in  which  he  (Mr.  Stans- 
feld)  took  the  deepest  interest ;  and  he 
was,  therefore,  thankful  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  having  so  unmistakably 
and  broadly  thrown  down  the  glove 
with  reference  to  that  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment measure.  The  hon.  Member 
had  defined  confiscation  as  the  taking 
away  of  the  property  of  the  landlord 
class  without  compensation ;  and  towards 
the  dose  of  his  remarks  he  had  given 
the  House  to  understand  that,  because 
there  was  no  offer  of  compensation  to 
the  landlords  in  this  measure,  the  Go- 
vernment must  expect  prolonged  and 
even  bitter  opposition.  He  hardly  re- 
cognized his  hon.  Friend,  after  his  recent 
experience  of  his  qualities,  in  the  part 
which  he  had  played  that  nieht.  The 
hon.  Member  said  of  one  of  the  clauses 
to  which  he  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  had  referred, 
and  which  practically  gave  fixity  of 
tenure,  that  it  took  away  the  right 
of  the  landlord,  and  that  that  right,  if 
taken  away,  required  compensation ; 
that  it  took  away  the  right  of  the  land- 
lord to  evict. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  denied  having  said 
so.  The  clauses  took  away  every  right, 
except  the  rights  of  a  rent-charger ;  all 
the  advantages  of  ownership,  except  the 
receipt  of  rent. 

Mb.  STANSFELD  said,  in  that  case, 
the  hon.  Member  must  mean  that  the 
right  to  evict  would  be  taken  away 
also.  He  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  called  that 
"  oompensation-for-disturbance  confis- 
cation." The  position  assumed  by  the 
hon.  Member  was  this — that  in  point, 
not  only  of  law,  but  of  justice  also,  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  should  have  the 
right,  without  let  or  hindrance,  to  evict 
tenants  who,  according  to  the  terms  of 
the  Report  of  the  Bichmond  Gommis- 
mission,  which  was  signed  and  acknow- 
ledged by  the  hon.  Member  himself, 
might  by  their  labours  have  doubled 
or  trebled  the  value  of  their  holdingfl, 
in  favour  of  a  neighbour  who  would  bo 
willing  to  pay  the  increased  value.  The 
hon.  Member  had  upon  the  Paper  an 
Amendment  which  proposed  that  the 
House  should  say  that — 

•*  While  Anxiou  to  give  the  tenant  protection 
sgmin«t  the  arbitrary  raisinf^  of  rent  on  ini- 
proTiOMnts  nudt  Vy  himaelf,  and  to  secnro  to 


him  also  whatever  interest  he  might  have  Justly 
acquired  in  his  holding,  it  declined  to  accom- 
plish those  objects  by  accepting  a  measure  which 
confiscated  the  rights  and  property  of  one  class 
and  conceded  them  to  another." 

With  the  proposition  and  opinion  so 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  he  (Mr. 
Stansfeld)  was  at  direct  variance.  To 
his  mind  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  endeavoured  to 
stigmatize  as  confiscation  clauses  were 
simply  clauses  intended  and  adapted  to 
give  the  tenant  protection  against  an 
arbitrary  raising  of  his  rent,  and  to 
secure  to  him  the  interest  which  he  had 
justly  acquired  in  his  holding.  Further, 
he  maintained  that  there  were  no  clauses 
in  the  Bill  which  proposed  to  accomplish 
those  ends  by  confiscating  the  rights  of 
property  of  the  landlord  and  making 
them  over  to  the  tenant.  He  would  go 
a  little  back,  and  endeavour  to  point 
out  to  the  House  what  the  rights  were 
which  it  was  proposed  by  the  Bill  to 
safeguard.  In  his  view,  the  Bill  con- 
ceded the  principle  of  what  was  called 
the  **  three  F's,"  although  he  was  quite 
aware  the  Prime  Minister  had  said 
that  it  did  not  contain  the  "  three  F's" 
in  their  integrity.  [Mr.  Gladstone: 
Hear,  hear !  J  But,  be  that  as  it  might, 
the  fact  was  that  they  could  not,  under 
any  scheme,  have  what  were  called  the 
**  three  F's"  without  conditions  or  re- 
strictions of  some  kind ;  and  the  practi- 
cal question  was,  what  those  conditions 
and  restrictions  ought  to  be,  and  that 
was  a  question  for  Committee.  And  here 
he  must  say  that  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire,  by  attach- 
ing his  name  to  the  recommendation  of 
the  Bichmond  Commission  in  favour  of 
some  system  of  arriving  outside  the  will 
and  judgment  of  the  landlord  at  the 
notion  of  a  fair  rent,  was  logically  bound 
to  carry  out  that  proposition  by  some 
concession  for  security  of  tenure,  and  by 
something  in  the  nature  of  free  sale. 
At  the  very  fringe  of  the  argument  the 
supporters  of  the  Bill  were  met  by  a 
fallacy.  Political  economy  had  been 
flaunted  in  their  faces,  and  that  very 
much  by  the  successors  of  those  who 
had  not  always  been  in  love  with  its 
doctrines,  and  who  spoke  about  freedom 
of  contract  as  if  it  were  some  dogma  of 
an  abstract  science,  as  to  which  there 
could  be  no  exception,  forgetting  that 
political  economy  was  not  an  abstract, 
but  an  uppliod  science.     It  was  applied 
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to  the  conditions  of  human  life ;  and  in 
this  case  to  the  conditions  of  Irish  life, 
and  those  persons  failed  to  see  that  so 
far  as  it  applied  to  the  conditions  of 
that  life  there  was,  as  he  (Mr.  Stansfeld) 
contended,  nothing  unsound  in  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  and  that  the  Eeport 
of  the  Kichmond  Commission  had  com- 
pletely disposed  of  the  notion  that  such 
a  thing  as  freedom  of  contract  existed 
between  the  landowning  and  the  smaller 
occupying  classes  in  Ireland.     In  fact, 
no  one  belieyed  that  it  had  ever  existed. 
How  could  there,  indeed,  he  would  ask, 
be    freedom  of   contract  between  two 
persons,  when  one  of  them  was  not  free 
to  refuse  to  enter   into   the  proposed 
agreement  ?      With    the    small    Irish 
tenant  the  question    was  one,   not   of 
making  a  provident  or  improvident  con- 
tract or  bargain ;  it  had  been  a  ques- 
tion of  getting  on  to,  or  keeping  on, 
the  land   for   the   sake   of  home   and 
life,  the  only  alternatives  being  starva- 
tion, or  emigration,  or  the  workhouse  a 
last  resource.     Was  it  possible  to  speak 
of  free  contract  under  such  conditions  ? 
That  being  so,  he  was  disposed  to  go 
further  in  this  matter  than  others,  and 
to  say  that  the  question  of  the  relation 
of  landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland  was  not 
only  not  a  question  of  freedom  of  con- 
tract, but  not  of  contract  at  all.     The 
tenants,  when  they  got  on  the  land,  for 
the  sake  of  home  and  life   made  no 
terms.     They  dealt  with  it  as  if  it  were 
their  own.     They  had  not  the  indepen- 
dence or  the  means  to  make  terms  like 
the  Scotch  Lowland  farmer  with  long 
leases.      The  law  made  the  terms  for 
them,  and  it  was  this  law,  which  they 
had  discovered  to  be  a  bad  law,  that 
they  now  sought  to  amend.     It  was  well 
known  that  in  Ireland  the  tenants  gene- 
rally made  the  improvements  and,   as 
the  Kichmond  Commission  termed  them, 
**the    equipments"   of  the  farm — the 
word  **  equipments"  meaning,  not  the 
manuring  or  the  draining  of  the  land, 
but  the  building,  the  home  and  farm- 
stead ;     and,    in    fact,    they   by    their 
labour    created,    as    it    were,    almost 
the  whole  value  of  the  holding.     He 
knew   of   an    estate  in    Ireland   of    a 
nominal  rental  of  £16,000  a-year,  and 
4,000  tenants  paying  an  average  rent  of 
£4  per  man.  In  that  case,  as  the  House 
could  not  fail  to  perceive,  the  improve- 
ments and  equipments  must  have  been 
made  by  the  tenants,  because  it  would 
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be  ruin  and  bankruptcy  to  any  mdi 
estate  if  the  landlord  were  to  make  them 
himself.     If  it  were  sought  to  establi^ 
the  English  relations  between  landlord 
and  tenant  in  Ireland,  the  landlord  of 
such  an  estate  must,  firat  of  all,  get  rid 
of  the  4,000  tenants.     The  Bmedl  build- 
ings on  their  holdings  must  be  razed  to 
the  ground,    and   on    the   oonsolidatod 
farms  which  would  be  created  new  and 
fitting  buildings  must   be   constructed. 
That,  as  he  had  said,  must  lead  to  the  abso- 
lute bankruptcy  of  the  estate  whose  owner 
entered  upon  such  an  undertaking.    He 
undertook  even  to  say  that  if  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  English  Poor  Law,  whidi 
was  part  of  the  Land  Law  of  the  country, 
were  introduced  into  Ireland,  and  ad- 
ministered in  the  same  way  as  in  Eng- 
land, in  the  case  of  those  4,000  tenant!, 
the  result  would  be  a  greater  measnre 
of  confiscation  even  than  that  which  tho 
hon.   Gentleman  feared    would  be  the 
result  of  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  which 
had  been  so  strongly  denounced  by  him- 
self and  others.     The  law  under  which 
those  pauper  tenants  built  houses  htA 
declared  them  to  be  merely  tenants  from 
year  to  year,  liable  to  be  evicted  at  the 
merest  caprice  of  the  landlord,  withoat 
the  slightest  claim  to  compensation.  He 
asked  whether  such  conditions  could  be 
regarded  as  relations  of  contract  at  all? 
They  were,  in  his  view,  relations  of  law, 
and  not  of   contract,   which    meant  a 
mutual  understanding  and  intent  which 
did  not  exist  in   the   present   state  of 
facts.    What  was  the  view  of  the  Irish 
tenant  himself  on  this  subject?    The 
view  of  the  Irish  tenant  was  that  his  in- 
terest in  his  holding  was  that  of  a  part 
owner  in  the  soil.     That  was  the  ontr 
come  of  hisown  experience  of  the  working 
of  his  own  mind,  and  that  was  the  reason 
also  why  he  held  that  capricious  eviction, 
or  the  gradual  and  insidious  raising  of 
rents  to  compel  eviction,  or  bring  ahoni 
the  destruction  of  the  tenant's  right^ 
were  offences  on  the  part  of  the  landlord 
amounting  to  crimes;  and,  unfortunately, 
it  sometimes  happened  that  the  tenants 
who  held  this  view  took  the  law  into 
their  own  hands,  and  punished  what 
they  deemed  to  be  offences  as  though 
they  had  been  actually  crimes  in  the 
eye  of  the  law.     Another  reason  which 
showed  this  relationship  was  taken  £rt>xn 
the  other  side.     He  {Mx.  Stansfeld)  wW 
not  aware  that  any  of  the  good  landlords 
in  Ireland  would  be  found  to  contend 
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4iat  landlords  wotild  not  act  oriminallj 
who,  under  all  circumstanoes  and  in 
every  case,  availed  themselves  to  the 
utmost  of  their  legal  rights;  bnt  con- 
fusion arose  when  they  began  to  talk 
abont  contracts,  and  especially  of  con- 
tracts which,  being  incomplete  and  im- 
perfect, raised  questions  of  equity,  as 
well  as  of  law,  which  the  Courts  of 
Equity  in  this  country  had  not  always . 
been  able  to  enforce.  It  was  perfectly 
true  that  explicit  contracts  were,  as  a 
rule,  only  terminable  by  fraud;  but 
these  exhaustive  and  explicit  contracts 
were  few,  and  when  they  were  not 
exhaustive  or  explicit,  the  law  stepped 
in  and  filled  up  the  blanks.  But  in  the 
law  of  Ireland  the  tenant  occupving 
under  a  yearly  tenancy  was  shut  on  from 
the  operation  of  this  rule.  If  the  matter 
had  only  been  left  to  the  Law  Courts, 
unhampered  by  the  legal  doctrine  of 
yearlv  tenancies,  they  would  soon  have 
found  a  means  of  meeting  the  difficulty, 
which  would  have  approached  long  ago 
the  confiscatory  scheme  which  had  been 
BO  loudly  denounced  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincolnshire.  He  (Mr. 
Stansfeld)  remembered  years  a^  read- 
ing in  ''Jeremy  Bentham,"  that  one 
basis  of  civil  right  was  a  reasonable 
expectation,  created  in  the  mind  of  one 
of  two  parties  in  consequence  of  the 
action  of  the  other.  The  Irish  tenant 
had  a  claim  on  the  gpround  of  that 
reasonable  expectation.  He  went  upon 
the  land,  stayed  upon  it,  spent  his 
labour  upon  it,  built  upon  it  ouildings 
which  still  existed ;  and  was  it  not  to  be 
supposed  that  he  had  a  reasonable  ex- 
pectation of  being  permitted  to  remain, 
to  occupy  that  land  subject  only  to  a 
fair  ana  reasonable  rent  ?  It  had  been 
said  that  the  rents  demanded  from  Irish 
tenants  were  fair  and  reasonable ;  but 
he  thought  that,  taking  those  circum- 
stances and  history  into  account,  it  was 
deal-  that,  in  the  majority  of  cases,  the 
rents  which  might  be  charged  were 
neither  fair  nor  just,  and  that  the  ma- 
jority of  the  people  of  the  countnr  held 
that  view  with  good  grounds  for  so 
doinff.  The  existing  system  was  one 
whicn  could  only  continue  and  work  on 
the  hypothesis  of  mutual  forbearance 
and  mutual  goodwill,  and  on  the  hypo- 
thesis of  a  sufficient  and  continuous  popu- 
lar assent.  That  assent  had  been  with- 
drawn. The  whole  system  had  collapsed, 
and  what  Parliament  had  to  do  was  to  dis- 
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cover,  if  possible,  a  substitute  for  exist* 
ing  conditions  of  law,  which  should  be  in 
accordance  with  the  facts  of  Irish  life 
and  the  traditions  and  customs  of  the 
Irish  people,  and  should  also  contain 
within  itself  principles  of  right  and  jus- 
tice which  were  likely  to  become  perma- 
nent in  their  character  and  operation. 
The  order  in  which  the  "three  F's" 
had  been  put  in  the  Bill  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  not  that  which  he  should 
have  adopted.  He  should  have  pre- 
ferred that  free  sale  had  been  placed 
last,  because  that  would  have  followed 
as  a  logical  sequence  on  fair  rent,  which 
would  make  it  impossible  for  the  tenant 
to  sell  more  than  was  his  own.  If 
once  they  granted  the  principle  of  fair 
rents,  they  must  logically  accept  also 
the  principle  of  security  of  tenure,  and 
for  this  reason.  What  was  the  use  of 
setting  up  a  Court  to  determine  what 
rent  a  landlord  should  or  should  not  be 
entitled  to  charge  the  tenant,  if  the 
landlord  might  snap  his  fingers  at  the 
tenant  and  evict  him,  it  might  be  with- 
out compensation,  and  if  he  might  get 
a  higher  rent  which  was  not  a  fair  rent 
by  a  new  specific  contract  from  a  new 
man.  If  fair  rent  were  eranted  as  a  ques- 
tion of  logic,  it  followed  that  the  measure 
could  not  stop  there,  and  could  not  stop 
short  of  something  like  security  of  tenure. 
Then,  if  the  tenant  had  made  any  im- 
provements, they  would  be  confiscated, 
unless  free  sale  were  conceded.  Having 
arrived  at  a  fair  rent,  the  doctrine  of 
free  sale  became  unobjectionable  so  far 
as  the  landlord  was  concerned,  because 
the  tenant  could  only  sell  what  was  his 
own.  Did  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
object  to  the  tenant  selling  his  own  ? 
His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Chaplin)  had  said 
that  the  compensation  for  improvements 
would  be  taken  out  of  the  landlord's 
rent;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  failed 
to  see  that  if,  by  some  satisfactory  pro- 
cess, they  settled  the  fair  rent,  then  they 
woidd  give  the  landlords  that  which  was 
the  landlords',  and  they  would  not  leave 
to  the  tenant  even  the  possibility  of 
selling  that  which  was  not  his  own. 
One  objection  to  the  Bill  was  that 
which  had  been  raised  in  the  course  of 
the  debate,  and  was  based  upon  the 
amount  that  should  be  paid  for  tenant 
right.  There  was  great  misconception 
on  this  matter.  It  had  been  argued 
that  part  of  this  tenant  right  belonged 
to  the  landlord ;  but  he  (Mr.  Stansfeld) 
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had  failed  to  see  it.  The  new  tenant 
gave  to  the  landlord  all  that  helonged 
to  him.  It  had  been  also  said  that  in 
some  oases  this  tenant  right  might  reach 
a  very  large  sum,  and  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man spoke  of  a  mpnstrous  case  in  which 
60  years*  purchase  of  the  rent  was  given 
for  the  tenant  right.  But  he  could  quite 
xmderstand  how  that  was.  The  facts,  he 
maintained,  proved  nothing  either  as  to 
the  justice  or  the  unreasonableness  of 
that  transaction  or  of  that  price.  As  an 
illustration  of  this,  he  might  mention 
that  he  saw  last  autumn,  when  driving 
in  a  certain  part  of  the  neighbourhood 
of  Londonderry,  a  holding  on  the  road- 
side, about  a  couple  of  acres  in  extent. 
The  rent  was  £1  a-year,  which  was 
about  the  original  value  of  the  land; 
but  the  tenant  right  was  £150.  It  was 
easy  to  see  how  that  value  had  accrued ; 
for,  in  the  course  of  generations,  succes- 
sive tenants  had  built  a  homestead  and 
outbuildings  of  a  comfortable  and  supe- 
rior order ;  and  he  undertook  to  say  that 
anybody  wanting  a  house  of  that  kind 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Londonderry 
would  make  a  prudent  investment  if  he 
paid  £150  for  the  tenant  right  of  that 
holding.  That  would  be  no  less  than 
150  years'  purchase  of  the  rent,  and  yet 
it  would  be  a  prudent  investment  on 
the  part  of  the  incoming  tenant,  whilst 
taking  nothing  from  the  landlord  and  se- 
curing his  rent.  It  was  sometimes  said 
that  S  we  interfered  to  determine  a  fair 
rent,  we  must  also  interfere  to  determine 
a  fair  price  for  the  tenant  right ;  but  he 
oould  see  no  analogy  between  the  two 
cases,  for  the  tenant  could  not  enter  into 
a  free  contract  with  his  landlord,  while 
the  incoming  tenant  and  the  outgoing 
tenant  could.  The  tenant  must  pay  or 
go ;  he  had  no  choice.  In  the  case  of 
the  purchasers  of  tenant  right,  however, 
he  would  say.  Caveat  emptor.  Landlords 
in  Ulster  had  tried  to  limit  the  price  to 
be  paid  for  a  farm  ;  but  they  could  not 
accomplish  any  such  object ;  for  if  the 
incoming  and  outgoing  tenants  agreed 
between  themselves,  and  if  the  in- 
coming tenant  was  desirous  to  carry  out 
his  bargain,  no  dause  which  the  in- 
genuity of  lawyers  could  draw  would 
prevent  him  from  paying  the  outgoing 
tenant  the  balance  for  the  tenant  right 
which  the  law  might  declare  to  be  il- 
legal. Ooming  now  to  the  Bill  itself, 
he  wanted  to  say  why,  in  his  opinion, 
it  conceded  the  «*  three  F's.*'  He  was 
not  going  to  say  it  conceded  them  all  in 
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the  same  way.  The  Ist  clause  conceded 
free  sale,  the  7th  clause  gave  fair  rent 
with  renewal  at  periods  of  15  years ;  oo 
that,  in  principle,  the  whole  of  the 
**  three  F*s"  were  recognized.  If  the 
measure  had  not  done  that  after  the 
study  he  had  given  to  the  question^  it 
should  never  have  had  his  support.  He 
desired  now  to  say  a  word  or  two  on  the 
3rd  sub -section  of  the  7th  daose,  by 
which  the  Court  was  directed  in  fixing 
the  rent  to  bear  in  mind  the  tenant* i 
interest  in  reference  to  certain  considera- 
tions, and  amongst  those  considerationa 
was  specifically  mentioned  the  tenant's 
right  to  compensation  for  disturbance. 
A  g^eat  many  interpretations  had  been 
placed  on  that  clause,  and  it  might  seem 
rather  presumptuous  for  him  to  exprees 
his  opinion  upon  it ;  but  he  had  a  defi- 
nite notion  on  the  subject  which  he  de- 
sired to  express.  The  direction  to  the  Land 
Oourt  was  very  like  that  given  to  Askkmb 
ment  Oommittees  in  this  country,  whidi, 
in  ascertaining  the  gross  annual  value 
of  hereditaments  for  the  purpose  of 
rates,  were  called  upon  to  determine  the 
rent  one  year  with  another  that  a  hypo- 
thetical solvent  tenant  would  be  expected 
to  pay.  Now,  the  Court,  having  arrived 
at  the  hypothetical  rent,  would  find  it- 
self confronted  with  the  fact  that  at- 
tached to  the  tenancy  was  a  condition 
created  by  law  in  favour  of  the  tenant 
which  would  enhance  its  value,  and 
which  would,  therefore,  if  taken  into 
account,  raise  the  primd  facie  hypothe- 
tical rent ;  and  the  object  of  the  3rd 
sub-section  was  to  direct  that  the  tenant 
should  not  be  called  upon  to  pay,  in  the 
shape  of  an  enhanced  rent,  for  the  right 
which  the  law  had  given  him  to  com* 
pensation  for  eviction.  The  interpreta* 
tion  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Dublin  Univer^ 
sity  (Mr.  Gibson)  was  impossible,  and 
would  lead  to  the  absurd.  First  of  all, 
he  assumed  that  the  Court  miffht 
deduct  the  value  of  the  compensation 
from  the  capitalized  hypothetical  rent ; 
but  he  forget  that  compensation  was  a 
contingency,  and  that  if  they  were  to 
deduct  anything  it  could  only  be  the 
value  of  that  contingency.  Secondly, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
argued  that  some  deduction  would  be 
made  from  the  hypothetical  rent  on  the 
ground  of  the  tenant's  right  to  comp4>n- 
sation  for  disturbance ;  but  it  was  evi- 
dent that  no  such  deduction  could  be 
made  at  all,  for  it  would  be  unreaoon- 
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able  and  nnjuBt  to  lower  the  hypo- 1  tiyes,  he  persisted  in  believing,  in  spite 
thetical  rent  on  account  of  an  obli-  of  the  protests  of  his  hon.  Friends  oppo- 
gation  imposed  bj  law  upon  the  land-  site,  that  these  Amendments  were  not 
lord  to  the  benefit  of  the  tenant.  Lastly,  their  last  words ;  and  he  would  persist, 
his  construction  would  lead  to  the  ab-  until  he  was  finally  deceived,  in  the  hope 
8urd;  for  the  tenant  might  apply  ^'irom  and  the  conviction  that  they  would 
time  to  time  " — that  is,  every  16  years —  regard  this  measure  as  something  which 
to  the  Court  to  fix  a  fair  rent,  and  each  !  was  necessary,  something  which  was 
time,  the  right  to  compensation  for  evic-  |  inevitable,  something  which  was  required 
tion  still  remaining,  there  would  be  pre-  in  the  interests  of  the  country  at  large  ; 
cisely  the  same  reasons  as  at  first —  and  he  had  the  profoundest  conviction 
which,  as  he  had  endeavoured  to  show,  that,  if  they  did  so,  the  day  would  never 
were  no  reasons — for  lowering  the  rent  arrive  when  they  would  have  cause  to 
on  that  account ;  so  that,  as  a  conse-  i  repent — that  they  had  sacrificed  precon- 
quence  of  the  view  of  the  right  hon.  ,  ceived  opinions  to  public  exigencies  and 
and  learned  Gentleman,  it  would  even-  !  the  public  good. 

tuate  in  the  landlord's  rent  being  reduced  |  ]v6t.  MACAETNEY  had  listened  with 
and  reduced  until  it  was  extinguished  g^eat  attention  to  most  of  the  speeches 
altogether,andcouldbereducednomore.  'which  had  been  made  during  this  de- 
His  object  in  these  remarks  had  been  to   bate,  and  he  had  also  studied  with  as 


argue  that  the  scheme  known  as  the 
**  three  F's  '*  was  one  which  was  econo- 
mically sound,   which    was    equitable, 


much  attention  as  possible  the  Amend- 
ments which  had  been  put  upon  the 
Paper ;  but  what    surprised    him  was 


which  was  politic,  and  which  was  just.  |  that,  although  the  Bill  had  been  de- 
He  would  say,  further,  that  it  was  ur-  nounced  in  the  most  unmeasured  terms 
gently  necessary.  Let  them  not  deceive  '  by  those  who  disapproved  of  it,  he  had 
themselves  about  Lreland.  That  coun-  ,  not  heard  anyone  declare  his  intention 
try  seemed  to  him  to  resemble,  in  some  i  to  vote  against  the  second  reading, 
respects,  the  dead  level  of  a  vast  sea,  i  Those  who  opposed  the  Bill  did  not 
which  was  easily  moved  by  storms,  really  seem  inclined  to  dispute  its  prin- 
Her  population  was  agricultural,  and  ,  ciple.  The  principle  of  the  Bill  had 
consisted,  to  a  g^eat  extent,  of  small  been  accurately  described  by  the  right 
occupiers.  There  was  no  peasant  pro-  hon.  Gentleman  who  last  spoke  as  based 
prietary ;  no  variety  of  classes  ;  no  va-  I  on  the  **  three  F*s;"  and  he  believed  it 
riety  of  interests ;  nothing  standing  up  '  was  because  those  "  three  F's"  had  been 
above  the  dead  level  that  so  to  say  could  j  advocated  at  all  the  meetings  through* 
break  or  divert  the  rising  tide  of  popular  i  out  Ireland,  from  the  extreme  North  to 
opinion,  passion,  or  prejudice,  in  that ,  the  extreme  South,  that  this  measure 
country.  What  swayed  the  poor  Irish  I  had  been  framed  as  it  was.  There  was 
tenants  and  their  belongings  swayed  j  no  real  fixity  of  tenure — absolute  fixity 
Ireland,  and  the  minds  of  the  tenants  of  tenure  could  scarcely  be  given — but 
were  passionately  moved  upon  this  ques- 1  the  other  two  principles,  free  sale  and 
tion  now.  If  he  could  beheve  that  the  fair  rent,  were  certainly  included  in  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- '  Bill.  He  had  had  the  honour  of  intro- 
ber  for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho),  >  ducing  certain  Bills  on  this  subject, 
or  the  proposed  Amendment  of  his  hon.  some  of  which  had  come  to  g^ef,  others 
Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Chaplin),  were  the  of  which  had  been  read  the  second  time. 
last  words  of  the  Conservative  Party  on  '  He  had  acted  with  the  late  Mr.  Sharman 
this  subject — if  he  could  imagine  the  Crawford  and  others  to  establish  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill  in  *' another  place,"  Ulster  Custom  universally  in  Ireland, 
a  consequent  Dissolution,  and  the  return  Now,  this  Bill  did  not  carry  out  that 
to  that  House  of  a  Conservative  majority  principle,  because  he  did  not  see  in  it 
— he  said  in  the  deepest  and  sincerest ,  that  holdings  which  had  not  been  proved 
conviction,  without  the  slightest  con-  to  be  under  the  custom  of  Ulster  were 
iciousness  of  exaggeration,  that  to  his  to  be  presumed  to  be  under  that  custom ; 
mind  these  alternatives  would  stare  that  but,  although  that  was  not  contained  in 
Oovemment  in  the  face — either  a  mea-  the  Bill,  the  holders  got  another  com- 
rore  utterly  inconsistent  with  these  pensation  in  the  right  of  free  sale  inde- 
Amendments  which  they  had  placed  pendent  of  the  Ulster  Custom.  The  cru- 
before  the  House,  or  martial  law,  or  cial  question  in  this  Bill  was  that  of  fair 
civil  war.     In  the  face  of  these  altema-  j  rent ;  and  he  thought  the  Srd  section 
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of  the    7th   olaose  might    be   under- 
stood in  the  sense  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  last  spoke  had  assigned  to 
it,  so  that,  if  a  tenant  came  before  a 
Court  asking  fair  rent,  the  Court,  taking 
into  consideration  the  Ulster  Custom  and 
compensation  for  disturbance,  might  be 
likely  to  look  on  these   two  rights  as 
improvements  of  the  tenant's  holding, 
and,  therefore,  not  to  be  deducted  from 
his  rent ;  but,  although  such  might  be 
the  intention,  it  was  most  obscurely  ex- 
pressed.   It  was  important,  psLrticularly 
in  a  matter  where  they  wished  to  avoid 
litigation,  that  the  clause  should  be  so 
drawn  that  it  would  not  require  25  or 
30  lawyers  to  explain  it.      So   many 
Members  had  understood  the  dause  in 
different  and  opposite  senses  that  it  was 
dear  it  would  oe  open  to  legal  gentle- 
men   to    find    different    meanings    for 
it.     They    must    also    remember   that 
the  questions  would  be  heard   before 
the  County  Courts,  or  the  Land  Courts 
of  the    county,   of   which  there  were 
nearly  40,   and   in  many  instances  it 
had  been  found  the  Judges  took  very 
different  views.     Therefore,  he  should 
like  this  clause  to  be  made  perfectly 
dear,  because  then  he  would  have  no 
objection  to  it ;  but  if  it  was  not  made 
dear    he   would  be    strongly  opposed 
to   it.    It  was   not   the   fault   of  the 
landlords  in  the  North  of  Ireland  if 
the    tenants  had    not    leases.     On    a 
ffreat  many  estates  there  used  to  be 
leases  for  61  and  80  years.     It  could 
not  be  contended  that  at  the  expiration 
of  such  leases  the  tenants  shoula  not  be 
subject  to  an  increase  of  rent.     On  a 
property  with  which  he  was  connected 
the  tenants  were  offered  leases  at  the 
dose    of  last  century;   but    they    re- 
fused, saying,  if  they  took  leases  they 
would    be    tied,    and    they    preferred 
the  tenant  right   of  Ulster.     It    had 
been    said    that    throughout    Ireland 
the  improvements  had  been  invariably 
made  by  the  tenants.    He  had  heard 
that  statement  often ;  but  such  was  not 
the  case.    Many  tenants  had  reclaimed 
lands  in  Ireland,  and  had  been  allowed 
to  go  into  occupation  for  a  number  of 
years  at  a  nominal  rent,  at  the  end  of 
which  they  were  to  pay  a  real  rent ;  but 
the   statement   that   all  improvements 
were  made  by  the  tenants  was  false. 
Before  the  Land  Act  of  1870  it  was  also 
the  custom  on  many  estates  to  give  tim- 
ber and  slates  for  buildings  to  be  erected, 
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and  also  to  contribute  to  other  o>ati^. 
Assistance  was  also  given  to  tenant*  xn 
draining,  fencing,  and  in  straighteniBg 
fences.    But  that  outlay  on  the  part  in 
the  landlord  ceased  with  the  Act  of  1870, 
which  assumed  that  the  improrementi 
were  made  by  the  tenant,  so  that  it  was 
no  longer  the  landlord's  interest  to  havt 
anything  to  do  with  the  matter.     With 
regard  to  free  sale,  it  had  been  prao- 
tised  in  the  North  of  Ireland  on  tlis 
best  managed  estates  from  time  imme- 
morial,  and  where  it  existed    it   was 
found  that  the  property  was  moat  floo- 
rishing,   the  tenants  were  most  proa> 
perous,  and  the  rents  most  secure.     It 
was  not,  therefore,  correct  to  say  that 
free  sale  put  a  limit  on  the  landk»d*s 
rent  where  the  rent  was  a  just  one.     It 
would  also  be  wrong  to  make  tenant 
right  a  reason  for  reducing  the  rent; 
and  if  the  Government  wished  the  BtO 
to  become  satisfactory  and  to  see  it  peas^ 
they  must  make  this  and  oth^  poictt 
perfectly  clear.     He  did  not  agree  with 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  (the  OppoeitkiQ^ 
side  that  the  Bill  should  be  scouted,  and 
that  it  would  be  as  well  that  the  Mi- 
nistry should  fall  with  it.    Ireland  was 
in  a  very  serious  condition.     Irishmen* 
such  as  he  and  those  who  thought  with 
him  —  though    some    might,    perhapci 
deny  them  that  name^fdt   there  was 
something  so  serious  in   the  oonditkm 
of  the  countnr  that  it  required  a  very 
serious  remedy.     They    were    anxioiM 
to  see  the  tenants  secured,  all  reason 
for  dispute  removed,   and  unjust  mea 
prevented  from  arbitrarily  and  unfairly 
increasing    rent.    At   the    same  time, 
they    were  anxious  to  see    their  own 
fair  rents  maintained,  to  keep  their  good 
tenants,  and  to  live  on  good  terms  with 
them.    The  whole  of  Ireland  was  not 
revolutionary;  but  it  might  become  ao 
if  measures  calculated  to  do  good  were 
refused.    There  were,  of  course,  many 
matters    in    the    Bill    which    required 
amendment.    He    considered,    for   in- 
stance, that  the  reference  to  Uie  Courts 
should  be  simplified.    By  Section  3  of 
the  7th  clause  a  fair  rent  was  defined 
to  be — 

"  Sach  a  rent  aa  in  the  opinion  of  the  Oooit, 
after  considering  all  the  circomatancea  of  the 
case,  holding,  and  district,  a  solrent  tenant 
would  pay  one  year  with  another/* 

That,  surely,  covered  everything.  Tenant 
right  was  a  circumstance  of  the  holdinj^, 
so  was  compensation  for  disturbanee.  %Ci 
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the  Act  of  187G  there  was  a  provision 
that  in  any  newlj-oreated  holding  the 
county  cess  or  county  rate  should  be 
equally  divided  between  landlord  and 
tenant.  They  had  hitherto  been  paid 
by  the  tenant,  and  that  was  always  con- 
sidered in  letting  the  land.  He  took  it 
that  where  a  fair  rent  was  fixed  the 
holdinfi^  ought  to  be  held  to  be  a  new 
one.  Trhe  Attobkxy  Gkhekal  for  Ibe- 
ULHD  (Mr.  Law)  dissented.]  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  shook  his 
head.  Well,  that  was  just  one  of  the 
points  he  wished  to  have  made  plain. 
If  the  tenant  went  into  Court  and  re- 
quired to  have  his  rent  fixed,  and  the 
Tent  was  altered,  either  by  being  raised 
or  lowered — when  the  tenant,  instead 
of  holding  from  year  to  year,  would 
hold  for  the  statutory  limit  of  15  years, 
assuredly  that  was  a  new  holding.  They 
were  the  same  parties,  but  it  was  a  new 
holding.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  still  shook  his  head ;  but  he 
must  still  adhere  to  the  opinion  he  had 
just  expressed.  As  to  arrears  of  rent, 
bow  were  these  to  be  treated  ?  Were 
these  to  be  taken  into  consideration  by 
the  Oourt,  and  was  any  arrangement  to 
be  made  whereby  a  tenant  on  applying 
to  the  Court  should  be  bound  to  lodge  a 
proportion  of  the  rent  due?  If  that 
was  not  done  a  man  who  owed  four  or 
five  years'  rent  and  obstinately  refused 
to  pay  a  halfpenny  to  the  landlord 
might  come  into  Court  merely  for  the 
sake  of  another  year's  delay.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  passed  a  great  eulogium 
on  the  County  Court  Judges,  and  said 
he  did  not  understand  why  they  did 
not  possess  the  confidence  of  the  people, 
and  yet  he  said  the  Government  in- 
tended to  give  them  the  go-by,  and 
allow  the  tenant  to  go  direct  to  the 
Superior  Court.  There  did  not  appear 
to  be  any  such  intention  in  the  Bill,  and 
he  could  not  help  thinking  that  it  was 
an  afterthought  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
He  did  not  think  it  would  be  a  wise 
move  that  the  tenant  should  be  able  to 
go  direct  to  the  Superior  Court,  for  it 
would  entail  g^eat  delay  and  expense. 
He  hoped  the  measure  might  be  so  im- 
proved in  Committee  as  to  become  satis- 
factory both  to  landlords  and  tenants. 
There  had  been,  and  would  be,  some 
sacrifices  on  the  part  of  the  landlord. 
They  were  unavoidable  in  the  circum- 
stances. But  he  believed  the  Bill  could 
be  made  perfectly  fair  to  all  parties;  and, 


therefore,  he  would  oppose  all  Amend- 
ments to  the  Motion  and  vote  for  the 
second  reading. 

Mb.  a.  MOOBE  said,  they  had  lis- 
tened to  a  peat  deal  of  eloquent  de- 
nunciation of  the  Bill  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin) ; 
but  they  did  not  receive  hx>m  that  hon. 
Gentleman  any  outline  of  a  proposition 
for  the  solution  of  their  difficulties.  The 
Bill  before  the  House  they  on  that  (the 
Ministerial)  side  supported  as  a  great 
measure  of  expediency  put  forward  in  a 
spirit  of  conciliation.  It  was  all  very 
well  for  any  hon.  Gentleman  to  raise 
the  cry  of  confiscation;  but  that  was 
not  the  view  of  the  measure  taken  by 
men  who  were  large  landowners  in  Ire- 
land. Lord  Lifford,  a  Member  of  the 
Conservative  Party,  had  signified  his 
intention  to  support  the  Bill,  so  had 
Lord  Monteagle  and  Lord  Bessborough, 
the  President  of  the  Land  Commission ; 
and  Mr.  Bagwell,  the  son  of  his  hon. 
Predecessor,  went  so  far  as  absolutely 
to  put  befbre  the  (Commission  a  short 
Bill  based  upon  the  "  three  F's,"  an 
outline  of  the  measure  now  before  the 
House.  These  gentlemen  were  judges 
of  their  own  interests,  and  were  as 
capable  of  forming  an  opinion  on  the 
Bill  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
colnshire, or  other  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  same  side  of  the  House.  A  great 
deal  of  the  opposition  to  the  measure 
was  founded  on  the  dislike  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  the  principle  of  free  sale. 
That  was  a  point  upon  which  he  felt 
perfectly  easy.  Free  sale  permeated  the 
social  life  of  the  country  in  every  direc- 
tion, and  it  was  an  absolute  necessity  to 
legislate  on  that  principle.  Free  sale 
was  sometimes  permitted — he  was  speak- 
ing of  non-tenant  right  counties.  Then, 
again,  they  found  it  permitted  only  with 
certain  restrictions.  But,  whether  per- 
mitted or  restricted,  money  secretly 
passed.  Very  often  it  was  in  the  case 
of  a  marriage,  a  farm  was  to  be  given 
up  when  the  father  and  mother  got 
sufficient  to  enable  them  to  hand  over 
the  land.  A  valuable  consideration 
passed  in  that  case,  which  it  was  as 
necessary  to  protect  as  if  the  money 
were  given  in  open  sale.  Nor  could 
the  landlord  prevent  it.  The  real  and 
unassailable  argument  in  favour  of  free 
sale  was  that  it  was  customary  even 
now.  The  evidence  of  the  administrator 
of  all  the  estates  imder  the  control  of 
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the  Court  of  Chancery  showed  that  it 
was  the  common  practice  in  all  parts  of 
the  country,  in  the  South  as  well  as  in 
the  North.  In  many  cases  the  good- 
will of  the  tenancy  had  been  sold  for 
more  than  the  fee  simple  of  the  land ; 
in  fact,  the  considerations  g^ven  for 
tenancies  were  so  valuable  that  it  was 
necessary  to  legislate  for  them  in  one 
direction  or  another — either  to  prohibit 
or  to  legalize  them.  He  need  not  advo- 
cate the  latter  course;  his  own  view 
was  that  the  tenant's  goodwill  con- 
sisted in  a  sort  of  proprietary  interest 
in  his  land,  an  interest  that  no  Irish 
landlord  could  wholly  ignore.  When 
free  sale  and  virtual  fixity  of  tenure 
had  created  for  a  tenant  a  tangible 
interest  in  his  holding,  the  necessity  for 
fair  rents  naturally  followed.  The  clauses 
relating  to  fair  rents  certainly  formed  a 
cardinal  part  of  the  Bill,  and  ought  not, 
therefore,  to  be  open  to  the  charge  of 
obscurity ;  but,  in  spite  of  all  that  had 
been  said  on  that  point,  he  believed 
that  all  that  was  intended  was  that,  in 
fixing  a  fair  rent,  the  tenant's  interest 
should  be  borne  in  mind.  A  great  deal 
had  been  said  about  confiscation,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire 
had  prohesied  that,  after  the  Bill  passed, 
the  landlords  would  become  absentees, 
and  would  lose  all  interest  in  their 
estates.  But  the  Ulster  landlords  had 
not  done  so,  and  as  for  confiscation, 
though  he  owned  that  he  had  his  doubts 
as  to  the  working  of  the  Bill,  he  thought 
that  its  general  effect  would  be  to  in- 
crease rather  than  to  diminish  the  value 
of  estates  all  over  Ireland.  Tenant  right 
was  a  guarantee  for  arrears  of  rent,  and 
made  it  to  the  interest  of  an  outgoing 
tenant  to  leave  his  farm  in  good  con- 
dition ;  in  short,  it  was,  so  to  speak,  the 
reserve  fund  of  landed  property.  There 
were  two  matters  with  which  the  Bill 
ought  to  deal — namely,  leases,  which 
were  often  most  tyrannical,  and  the 
large  sum,  estimated  at  £16,000,000, 
belonging  to  the  Irish  farmers,  and 
lying  almost  idle  in  the  bank  at  1  per  cent. 
The  farmers  would  be  glad  enough  to  get 
2  per  cent  for  their  money  on  Govern- 
ment security,  and  he  should  like  to  see 
them  subscribe  to  a  fund  which  would 
enable  them  to  buy  their  own  farms. 
Next,  with  regard  to  the  very  important 
subject  of  overcrowding,  he  could  only 
say  that  in  many  districts,  particularly 
on  the  Western  seaboard,  the  evil  was  so 
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g^eat  that  free  sale  and  fixity  of  tentne 
would  be  all  but  worthless,  unless  steps 
were  taken  to  diminish  the  excessive  den- 
sity of  population.  This  Bill  would  €dl 
short  of  what  was  required  unless  meant 
were  adopted  to  provide  for  this  teem- 
ing population  who  were  in  a  ohrooic 
state  of  semi- starvation.  The  Iriahf  he 
might  observe,  were  a  sentimental  people, 
and  there  lurked  in  their  minds  a  sus- 
picion that  the  plan  of  emigration  wa% 
in  reality,  a  project  to  exterminats 
them.  He  could  well  understand  ths 
hesitation  and  difficulty  which  a  Prima 
Minister  must  feel  in  regard  to  under- 
taking large  public  works ;  but  be  would 
suggest  that  that  scheme  should  hare  a 
fair  trial,  and  that  the  Commisaoneft 
should  receive  a  limited  amount  of  funds 
and  be  strictly  tied  down  in  its  expendi- 
ture, so  that  they  might  not  incur  any 
risk.  A  scheme  had  been  tried  with 
success  on  the  property  of  Mr.  Crosbie^ 
the  well-known  shorthorn  breeder,  of 
Kerry,  and  also  on  the  property  of  Cap- 
tain Kennedy. 

Me.  speaker,  interposing,  re- 
marked, that  the  House  was  now  en- 
gaged in  discussing  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  and  reminded  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  he  was  going  into  minute  details 
on  points  which  could  be  more  properly 
discussed  in  Committee. 

Mr.  a.  MOOEE  said,  he  would  oon- 
tent  himself  with  saying  that  the  over- 
crowded districts  to  which  he  referred 
had  special  claims  to  the  consideration  of 
the  Legislature.  He  thought  it  was  the 
duty  of  every  Irish  Member  to  vote  for 
this  Bill.  There  might  be  points  of  whidi 
some  of  them  were  not  much  enamoured ; 
but,  on  the  whole,  it  was  a  measure  of 
necessity  and  of  expediency.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  had  stated  that  he  was  about  to 
abstain  from  voting  for  the  second  read- 
ing ;  but  he  had  also  announced  in  a 
published  letter  that  he  would  not  ab- 
stain were  it  not  certain  that  he  should 
not  thereby  endanger  the  passing  of  the 
Bill.  For  his  own  part,  he  ventured  to 
think  that  abstention  on  an  occasion  like 
this  was  a  course  unworthy  of,  and,  in- 
deed, impossible,  for  any  serious  politi- 
cian. In  such  a  crisis  of  Irish  history, 
it  was  the  duty  of  every  man  to  say  dis- 
tinctly whether  he  was  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  or  not.  He  could  not  bring  himself 
to  believe  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  wished  to  expose  Ireland  to 


S77 


Zand  Law 


(May  19,  1881) 


(Ireland)  BUl 


878 


another  winter  such  as  she  had  lately 
passed  through  ;  and  he  hoped  the  hon. 
C^entleman  would  show  his  patriotism  by 
helping  them  to  make  this  a  good  mea- 
sure, and  would  exert  his  gpreat  influence 
in  inducing  his  countrymen  to  accept  it 
as  such. 

Mb.  close  said,  that,  as  an  Ulster 
znan,  he  should  support  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill.  There  was  a  happy 
unanimity  of  opinion,  not  only  through- 
out the  country,  but  among  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  House,  as  to 
the  absolute  necessity  of  legislation  on 
this  subject.  He  could  not  shut  his  eyes 
to  the  fact  that  a  postponement  of  legis- 
lation on  this  question  beyond  the  pre- 
sent Session  would  work  most  fatal  in- 
jury to  the  peace  of  Ireland.  He  was 
therefore  ready  to  co-operate  in  a  fair, 
honest,  and  impartial  spirit  in  passing 
this  measure,  ^ut,  while  voting  for  the 
Bill  at  its  present  stage,  he  reserved  to 
himself  full  liberty  to  discuss,  and  if 
possible  amend,  its  provisions  in  Com- 
mittee. He  heartily  supported,  for  in- 
stance, the  emigration  and  the  reclama- 
tion clauses ;  but  there  were  other  por- 
tions of  the  Bill  which  he  as  heartily 
disapproved.  There  were  complications 
and  obscurities  in  the  Bill  which  he  be- 
lieved, if  not  cleared  up,  would  tend  to 
litigation  and  a  perpetual  disturbance  of 
the  harmony  which  should  exist  between 
landlord  and  tenant.  He  considered  it 
especially  desirable  that  a  system  of  fix- 
ing fair  rents  should  be  established,  as, 
from  personal  experience  in  Ireland,  he 
knew  that  was  one  of  the  points  most 
sought  for  by  the  tenants.  He  therefore 
hoped  that  the  obscure  clauses  which 
the  Prime  Minister  had  attempted  to 
explain  would  be  rendered  intelligible, 
and  the  Bill,  as  a  whole,  cast  into  a  form 
which  would  render  it  acceptable  to  the 
House  generally,  and  beneficial  to  the 
country. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
wished  to  remind  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Halifax  (Mr. 
Stansfeld),  who  had  menaced  the  House 
with  an  outbreak  of  civil  war  in  Ireland 
if  the  Bill  did  not  pass,  that  civil  war 
did  at  the  present  moment  prevail  in 
Ireland .  Blood  had  been  shed  that  very 
day,  and  there  were  constant  collisions 
between  the  authorities  and  the  people. 
Ireland,  in  fact,  was  in  a  more  dangerous 
condition  than  she  had  been  at  any  pre- 
vious period  daring  the  present  century. 


notwithstanding  that  the  Qovemment 
was  armed  with  exceptional  powers. 
And  why  was  Ireland  in  that  condition  ? 
Because  the  Government  had  shilly- 
shallied with  the  land  agitation,  the 
danger  of  which  they  perceived  so  long 
ago  as  last  autumn.  And  in  the  face  of 
such  a  state  of  things  in  Ireland  they 
were  asked  to  pass  an  ameliorating, 
kindlv  measure  such  as  had  never  be- 
fore been  introduced  into  that  House. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  declared  that 
confiscation  did  not  exist  within  the 
four  comers  of  the  Bill.  But  if  con- 
fiscation did  not  exist,  what  became  of 
the  statements  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  in  1870,  and  of  other  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  who  declared  to  be  dangerous 
that  which  the  Bill  now  actually  pro- 
posed ?  The  House  had  a  right  to  ask 
those  right  hon.  Gentlemen  what  had 
occurred  since  1870  to  change  the  opi- 
nions they  then  so  solemnly  expressed. 
It  was  a  significant  fact  that  when  a 
Liberal  Ministry  came  into  power  Coer- 
cion Acts  should  have  to  be  used  for 
Ireland,  and  concessions  made  which,  in 
other  circumstances,  would  never  have 
been  entertained.  Parliament,  so  to 
speak,  was  called  upon  at  the  point  of 
the  bayonet  to  pass  a  measure  which  it 
was  perfectly  well  aware  confiscated  the 
property  of  the  Irish  landlords.  He 
knew  of  an  estate  on  which,  since  1854, 
the  landlord  had  borne  the  whole  cost 
of  the  improvements,  and  now  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  give  the 
tenant  the  right  of  selling  those  im- 
provements. If  that  was  not  confisca- 
tion he  did  not  know  what  was.  Upon 
that  same  estate,  he  might  mention,  the 
landlord,  on  coming  into  possession, 
found  no  less  that  11,000  tenants ;  but, 
foreseeing  that  with  a  failure  of  the 
potato  crop  these  unfortunate  people 
would  be  reduced  to  starvation,  he  or- 
ganized a  scheme  of  emigration  for  the 
surplus  population  on  his  land,  and  pro- 
vided the  remainder  with  proper  dwell- 
ings in  place  of  the  hovels  which  they 
had  been  occupying.  Such  landlords  as 
that — men  who  had  been  good  land- 
lords and  done  their  duty  to  the  best  of 
their  ability — ought  not,  he  contended,to 
be  brought  under  the  hard-and-fast  pro* 
visions  of  the  Bill.  The  case  he  had 
mentioned  was  not  exceptional ;  he  knew 
many  others  like  it,  with  the  details  of 
which,  however,  he  would  not  trouble 
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the  House.  He  was  in  Ireland  during 
the  first  Famine.  He  was  quartered  all 
over  Ireland.  He  was  quartered  in  the 
North  and  the  South,  the  East  and  the 
West.  He  had  ample  opportunity  of 
knowing  the  state  of  Ireland  at  that 
time,  and  he  believed  that  a  precisely 
similar  state  of  things  existed  at  present 
in  the  Western  portions  of  the  country, 
and  he  was  convinced  that  some  scheme 
of  emigration  was  an  absolute  necessity. 
If  that  was  not  done  the  sore  would 
fester  and  would  remain  open  for  the 
agitators.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the 
Bill,  if  it  became  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
would  contain  provisions  by  which  those 
living  in  the  Western  parts  of  Ireland 
might  be  removed,  either  by  means  of 
migration  or  emigration.  He  should 
like,  also,  to  see  the  number  of  tenant 
proprietors  increased ;  but  the  clauses 
dealing  with  that  point  were  so  vague 
that  he  ventured  to  say  they  would  not 
work  efiQ.cient]y.  As  to  the  reclamation 
of  waste  lands,  no  one  who  knew  Ire- 
land would  deny  that  much  might  be 
done  in  that  way,  and  he  was  sure  no 
one  on  either  side  of  the  House  would 
erudge  the  money  which  it  might  be 
found  necessary  to  expend  in  order  to 
carry  out  that  object.  In  reference  to 
manufactures,  he  might  observe  that  he 
had  seen  in  Waterford  two  mills  which 
were  doing  a  fair  business,  and  he  could 
state  of  his  own  knowledge  that  in  that 
locality  where  those  mills  were  situated 
the  people  were  being  taught  habits  of 
industry.  Such  undertakings  ought  in 
every  way,  he  thought,  to  be  encouraged 
as  affording  the  best  safeguards  for  the 
honest  employment  of  a  too  numerous 
agricultural  population.  But  now  he 
came  to  the  main  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
and  with  regard  to  them  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  they  were  such 
that  ought  never  to  receive  the  assent  of 
the  House.  Taking  the  1st,  3rd,  4th,  7th, 
and  ]  3th  clauses  together,  it  was  clear 
that  they  contained  the  principle  of 
fixity  of  tenure  pure  and  simple,  for  a 
landlord,  once  having  put  a  tenant  into 
possession  of  one  of  his  farms,  could 
never  get  rid  of  that  tenant,  hampered 
as  he  would  be  by  penalties  of  every 
kind  if  this  Bill  became  law.  Then  why, 
he  woidd  ask,  if  the  rent  was  a  fair  rent, 
and  had  not  been  raised  for  a  period  of 
15  years,  was  the  landlord  to  be  dragged 
into  Court  ?  Surely  the  landlord  ought 
also  to  have  equal  power  to  take  hie 
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tenant  into  Court,  and  show  that  his 
rent  was  just  and  moderate.  On  tiiat 
point  he  thought  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Antrim 
(Mr.  Macnaghten),  with  which  the  Prime 
Minister  found  fault,  a  most  admirable 
one,  tending,  as  it  would,  to  prevent 
litigation  and  to  save  expense,  both  to 
landlord  and  tenant.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  the  course  of  his  speech^ 
referred  to  the  estate  of  a  noble  Lord, 
against  whom  he  had  nothing  to  say, 
because  he  believed  him  to  be  a  most 
honourable  and  amiable  man,  and,  for 
one  who  might  be  called  an  abeentee 
landlord,  a  very  good  one.  But  then 
that  noble  Lord  seldom  or  never  went 
near  his  estates ;  and  yet  suoh  was  the 
man  who,  in  1881,  was  held  up  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  a  model  land- 
lord,  and  not  the  men  who  lived  on  their 
estates,  who  spent  their  money  in  the 
country,  and  who  had  been  held  up  as 
models  in  1870.  Their  system  was  now 
said  to  be  exotic,  and  not  in  accordance 
with  the  views  and  wishes  of  Irish  tenants. 
Nothing,  he  might  add,  could,  in  his  opi- 
nion, justify  such  an  expulsion  of  land- 
lords as  that  proposed  by  the  Bill,  and 
which  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  G^- 
tleman  evidently  showed  that  he  contem- 
plated. The  Bill  must,  he  maintained, 
fail,  because  it  sought  to  set  class  against 
class,  and  would  tend  to  perpetuate  liti- 
gation of  the  most  unhappy  kind.  The 
present  tenant  was  the  only  man  who 
would  be  benefited  by  the  right  of  free 
sale.  The  Bill  would  have  Uie  effect  oi 
making  Ireland  poor ;  and  for  those  rea- 
sons, and  because  he  believed  it  would 
be  mischievous  in  practice  as  well  at 
unwise  in  policy  and  unjust  in  principle, 
he  should  vote  against  the  second  read- 
ing. 

Mb.  D.  O'CONOR  said,  it  was  dear, 
from  the  speeches  which  had  been  made 
from  the  Benches  opposite,  that  the  Bill 
was  not  regarded  with  much  favour  in 
that  quarter.  He  was  greatly  astonished 
to  hear  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  f<Hr 
North  Leicestershire  (Lord  John  Man« 
ners)  urge  the  development  of  the  in- 
dustrial resources  of  Ireland,  the  estab- 
lishment of  piers,  harbours,  railways, 
&c.  He  did  not  think  he  ever  before 
heard  those  views  put  forward  by  the 
Party  opposite,  although  he  had  fre- 
quently heard  them  advocated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  County  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry),  who  had  given  Notice 
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of  a  Motion  on  the  subject  this  Ses- 
sion. The  noble  Lord  said  that  last 
year  he  supported  a  measure  for  the 
development  of  fisheries  in  Ireland ; 
l>ut  he  did  not  tell  them  what  the 
I^arty  opposite  did,  when  they  were  in 
Office,  lor  Ireland.  He  was  not  sur- 
prised at  the  action  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Hadding^nshire  (Lord 
£lcho)  and  the  Amendment  whicn  he 
bad  proposed.  The  noble  Lord  remained 
true  to-day  to  the  opinions  he  expressed 
jearsago  on  the  Land  Question,  because 
he  had  denounced  every  possible  con- 
cession to  Ireland.  He  asked  the  noble 
Liord  to  point  out  on  what  occasions 
ooncesdons  were  ever  made  to  Ireland, 
either  at  the  time  or  in  the  manner  in 
which  the  people  of  Ireland  had  de- 
manded them.  The  concessions  that 
had  been  made  were  either  granted  too 
late,  or  they  had  been  spoiled  in  the 
g^ranting  by  the  introduction  of  principles 
which  rendered  them  utterly  unsuitable 
for  the  country  for  which  they  were  in- 
tended. He  admitted  that  never  in  the 
history  of  Ireland  had  there  been  a  greater 
oonoession  than  the  Land  Act  of  1 870  ; 
but  it  possessed  two  defects — it  did  not 
establish  a  tribunal  to  prevent  an  arbi- 
trary increase  of  rent,  and  it  contained 
nothing  in  the  shape  of  fixity  of  tenure. 
Attempts  were  maae  by  Irish  Members 
at  different  times  to  get  those  defects 
remedied;  but  during  the  whole  time 
the  Party  of  the  noble  Lord  were  in 
Office  they  carried  out  the  policy  recom- 
mended by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Haddingtonshire  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land— namely,  no  concession  ;  they  told 
the  Irish  Members  that  the  Act  of  1870 
was  a  final  settlement  of  the  Irish  Land 
Question.  The  result  of  the  policy  of 
no  concession  to  Ireland  was  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  Land  League.  The 
House  was  told  that  the  present  Go- 
Temment,  in  a  few  months  aftor  they 
acceded  to  power,  turned  everything  up- 
side down.  The  fact  was  that  the  Land 
League  was  in  existence,  and  as  well 
organized  in  the  West  of  Ireland  as  it 
was  now,  during  the  last  year  the  Party 
opposite  were  in  Office.  He  looked  upon 
this  Bill  as  an  attempt  to  remedy  the 
defects  of  the  Act  of  1870  with  reference 
to  fair  rent  and  fixity  of  tenure.  In  so 
far  as  it  did  that,  it  was  a  good  Bill,  and 
would  be  successful ;  in  so  far  as  it  failed 
to  do  that,  in  so  far  it  would  be  a  failure. 
With  referenoe  to  the  question  of  fair  I 


rent,  the  Prime  Minister  showed  clearly 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Bill  to  give 
fair  rent — in  fact,  the  principal  objection 
to  the  Bill  was  that  it  made  the  rent 
unduly  fair  to  the  tenant,  and  almost 
ruinous  to  the  landlord  ;  but,  considering 
that  in  the  House  of  Commons  landlords 
were  powerful,  and  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  predominant,  it  was  natural 
to  expect  that  the  Bill  would  not  be 
passed  in  a  shape  that  was  unfair  to 
landlords.  With  regard  to  fixity  of 
tenure,  there  was  no  question  that  the 
Bill  gave  fixity  of  tenure  for  the  first  15 
years ;  but  what  was  to  be  the  position 
of  the  tenant  at  the  end  of  that  period  ? 
In  the  event  of  the  landlord  not  wishing 
to  g^  on  with  another  term,  would  he 
be  able  to  resume  possession,  and  simply 
give  the  tenant  compensation  under  the 
disturbance  clauses?  If  so,  then  the 
value  of  that  part  of  the  measure  dif- 
fered from  that  which  he  originally  set 
upon  it.  However,  fair  rents,  with  a 
certain  fixity  of  15  years,  and  with,  he 
trusted,  a  power  of  renewing  it  after* 
wards,  would  form  a  substantial  boon  to 
the  tenant,  and  he  was  not  prepared  to 
reject  that  boon  when  offered  as  it  was 
by  the  Government.  As  to  the  fifth  part 
of  the  Bill,  relating  to  the  creation  of  a 
peasant  proprietary  or  an  occupying 
ownership,  he  had  idways  held  that  that 
was  the  real  solution  of  the  Irish  diffi- 
culty. The  real  cause  of  the  present 
agitation  in  Ireland  was  the  fact  that 
the  great  bulk  of  the  people  saw  that 
the  landowners  were  a  very  small  frac- 
tion of  the  community,  and  differing  in 
class,  in  feelings,  and  opinions  from  the 
vast  majority  of  the  nation.  That  had 
led  to  the  bad  feeling  which  existed  in 
many  places  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant, and  what  the  country  required 
was  a  large  increase  in  the  number  of 
occupying  owners.  Therefore,  he  cor- 
dially approved  of  the  principle  of  that 
part  of  the  Bill,  although  he  was  afraid 
that  in  practice  that  portion  of  the  mea- 
sure would  have  little  effect  for  a  very 
long  time.  A  very  considerable  interval 
woidd  elapse  before  many  persons  could 
take  advantage  of  those  particular  pro- 
visions. In  conclusion,  he  might  add 
that,  having  been  returned  at  the  last 
Election  pledged  to  the  principles  of 
fixity  of  tenuis,  fair  rents,  and  free 
sale,  he  could  not  throw  any  obstacle  in 
the  way  of  the  passing  of  that  Bill, 
which,  whatever  might  be  said  of  it, 
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went  a  long  way  to  secure  those  three 
things  to  the  tenant. 

Mr.  PAENELL:  Sir,  I  am  sorry 
that  I  cannot  join  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  junior  Member  for  the  County 
of  Sligo  (Mr.  D.  0*Conor),  in  taking  any 
part  in  the  division  upon  the  present 
stage  of  the  Bill,  and  I  will  endeavour 
to  explain  to  the  House  my  reasons  for 
my  abstention.  It  has  been  truly  said 
that  the  debate  upon  this  measure  up  to 
the  present  has  been  very  much  a  de- 
bate upon  its  details  and  not  upon  its 
principle.  In  fact,  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  Gentlemen  who  have  been 
instrumental  in  moving  the  present 
Amendment  do  not  so  much  find  fault 
with  the  principle  of  the  Bill  as  they 
show  a  desire  to  fritter  away  the  details 
in  Committee,  so  as  to  render  it  still 
more  worthless  to  the  Irish  tenant  than 
in  its  present  form.  I  shall  step  out  of 
the  line  which  the  debate  has  taken, 
and  say  why  I  cannot  approve  of  the 
Bill,  and  try  to  show  my  reasons  why  I 
think  that  principle  is  a  defective  one. 
It  is  supposed  by  many  people  in  Ire- 
land that  this  Bill  introduces  some  new 
principle.  Now,  I  venture  to  think  that 
this  Bill  introduces  no  new  principle, 
that  it  proposes  to  restore  nothing  to  the 
Irish  tenant  besides  that  which  the  Act  of 
1870  proposed  to  restore,  for  I  look  upon 
the  Bill,  not  as  a  measure  that  gives 
anything,  but  as  a  measure  of  restitu- 
tion. Now,  Sir,  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  I  think,  is  identical  with  the  Act 
of  1870,  inasmuch  as  it  proposes  to 
establish  a  partnership  in  the  land  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant.  It  is  true 
that  for  a  very  long  time  even  the 
authors  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870  refused 
to  admit  that  any  property  was  conferred 
upon  the  tenant  by  that  Act,  or  that  any 
partnership  was  proposed  to  be  estab- 
lished. So  late  as  last  Session,  during 
the  debates  on  the  Compensation  for 
Disturbance  Bill,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was 
with  the  greatest  possible  difficulty  in- 
duced to  admit  that  the  Land  Act  of 
1870  did  confer  **8ome  kind  of  interest" 
— these  were  his  words — he  would  not 
Bay  property  upon  the  Irish  tenant.  But 
we  now  have  the  Government  coming 
forward  and  admitting  that  the  Act  of 
1870  did  confer  a  property  upon  the 
Irish  tenant  in  the  shape  of  tenant  right 
in  the  North  of  Ireland,  and  in  the 
0bape  of  oompensation  for  disturbance 

Mr.  D.  (y  Conor 


and  improvements  provided  in  the  %cb1b 
imder  that  Act.  Now,  the  only  diffier- 
ence  to  my  mind  between  the  first  main 
portion  of  this  Bill  and  the  Act  of  1870 
is  that  this  Bill  seeks  to  carry  out  the 
principle  of  the  Act  of  1 870  in  a  differ- 
ent way  from  that  provided  by  that  Act 
The  Act  of  1870,  as  I  have  said,  did 
really  intend  to  confer  a  property  apon 
the  Irish  tenant.  It  really  proposed  to 
do  so ;  but  it  failed  to  protect  that  pro- 
perty. It  proposed  to  protect  it  by 
fining  the  landlord  for  evicting  his  ten- 
ants  to  the  amount  of  value  of  property 
that  was  so  conferred  ;  but  it  was  foimd 
during  the  practice  and  the  experiencs 
of  the  1 0  years  we  have  had  with  that 
Act  that  this  system  of  fining  the  land- 
lords failed  to  protect  the  tenant  in  that 
property.  Now,  I  venture  to  aseert, 
though  I  hope  otherwise,  that  the  sys- 
tem of  establishing  a  Court  to  fix  fair 
rent  will  also  fail  in  protecting  even  the 
small  property  acknowledged  to  belong 
to  the  tenant  by  the  Act  of  1870.  We 
have  had  a  great  many  calculations  as 
to  the  amount  of  property  handed  over 
to  the  Irish  tenant.  We  were  told  by 
high  authorities  that  £80,000,000  or 
£90,000,000  were  to  be  handed  over  by 
that  Act ;  but  we  have  a  very  ea^ 
means  of  estimating  the  amount  of 
money  property  of  value  actually  trans- 
ferred by  a  Heturn  which  was  quoted 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  the  other  evening. 
From  that  Beturn  it  appears  that  the 
compensations  which  have  been  given 
by  the  County  Courts  in  operation  under 
that  Act  during  the  four  or  five  years* 
time  over  which  the  Beturn  extended  to 
the  tenants  in  claims,  both  for  compen- 
sation for  disturbance  and  improvements, 
only  amounted  to  £27  each.  We  thos 
find  that  instead  of  £80,000,000  or 
£90,000,000  handed  over  to  tenants  by 
this  Act,  a  sum  which  is  only  an  exceed- 
ingly small  fraction  of  that  amoimt  was 
actually  transferred,  and  this  only  after 
expensive  litigation  before  the  County 
Courts,  and  sometimes  before  the  Su- 
preme Courts.  Now,  in  estimating  the 
benefits  which  this  Act  was  to  confer 
upon  the  Irish  tenants,  we  must  bear  in 
mind  that  the  property  which  this  Bill 
proposes  to  acknowledge  to  the  tenant 
is  only  that  which  the  Act  of  1870  pro- 
posed to  acknowledge— nothing  more. 
The  only  difference  is  that  it  proposes  to 
protect  it  in  a  different  way,  and  this  is 


885 


Zand  Law 


(Mat  19,  1881) 


{Ireland)  Bill 


886 


the  great  boon  which  Ib  being  held  up 
to  the  Irish  people  as  the  reward  for  all 
their  miseries  during  the  last  two  years, 
and  for  all  the  sacrifices  they  have  made. 
It  simply  means  that  an  additional  value 
to  the  amount  of  £27  is  to  be  handed 
over  to  these  unfortunate  tenants,  and 
this  is  only  to  be  had  at  the  cost  of  a 
lawsuit.  The  tenant  is  not  afforded  the 
simple  means  of  even  knowing  what  his 
right  is,  except  by  tedious  and  expensive 
litigation.  Every  step  in  this  litigation 
may  be  contested  by  the  rich,  powerful, 
and  educated  landlord  opposed  to  him 
for  the  time.  We  have  then,  on  the  one 
side,  the  poor  Irish  tenant,  without 
education,  without  means,  and,  until 
Tery  recently,  without  the  power  of 
organization  and  combination,  pitted 
against  a  class  of  men  who  have  con- 
stantly shown  themselves  to  be  the  most 
able  defenders  of  their  rights  that 
have  existed  in  almost  any  country. 
But  we  have  also  the  authority  of  the 
authors  of  the  Bill  as  to  the  extent  of 
this  benefit  to  the  Irish  tenants.  We 
have,  in  addition,  the  declaration  of  the 
principal  Ministers  of  the  Crown.  We 
nave  first  of  all  the  declaration  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  introducing  the  Bill, 
that  the  landlords,  as  a  rule,  have  stood 
their  trial  well,  and  he  said  he  did  not 
propose  to  interfere  with  them  as  a  body, 
and  that  this  Bill  would  not  interfere 
with  the  rents  of  the  landlords  as  a  body. 
[Mr.  Gladstone  :  Except  in  the  case  of 
the  payment  of  excessive  rent.]  Just 
so ;  in  other  words,  that  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  the  rents  of  the  majority  of 
Irish  landlords  would  be  in  any  way  re- 
duced. We  have  also  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  the 
same  effect.  He  stated  that  he  believed 
that  a  very  small  minority  of  Irish 
landlords  would  be  affected  in  any  way 
by  the  measure.  We  have  also  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  the  other  night,  when  he 
said  that  the  Bill  would  not  reduce 
the  rents  of  more  than  one  •  tenth 
oat  of  the  whole  body  of  Irish  land- 
lords ;  and  certainly  if  I  am  entitled  to 
assume — and  anybody  can  predict  what 
would  be  the  result  of  the  work  of  this 
complicated  measure — I  am  entitled  to 
assume  that  the  three  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  are  responsible  for  this  mea- 
sure know  more  aoout  its  probable  work- 


ing than  any  other  Member.  I  now  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  County  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Shaw),  who  is  doing  so  much  to 
lubricate  the  larynx  of  the  Irish  people 
in  order  to  induce  them  to  swallow  this 
Bill,  amended  or  imamended,  as  best 
they  can,  I  ask  him  whether  he  con- 
siders anything  but  a  very  large  and 
general  reduction  of  rent  in  Ireland  will 
be  or  ought  to  be  satisfactory  to  the 
Irish  tenants  ?  The  House  will  be  good 
enough  to  recollect  what  the  situation  is. 
There  have  been  three  years  of  un- 
exampled agricultural  depression — an 
almost  total  failure  of  crops,  when 
foreign  competition  has  come  into  play 
in  a  most  unusual  and  unheard  -  of 
fashion.  We  have  compelled  the  Irish  land- 
lords to  reduce  their  rents  during  the  last 
two  years ;  the  English  landlords  have 
reduced  their  rents  of  their  own  accord, 
because  they  were  wise  in  their  genera- 
tion ;  but  the  Irish  landlords  allowed  the 
question  of  the  reduction  of  rent  to  be 
made  a  casus  belli  between  themselves 
and  their  tenants,  and  have  produced  an 
agitation  of  which,  I  believe,  none  of 
us  have  yet  seen  the  end.  Well,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  comes  forward 
with  his  voice  and  says  that  as  regards 
the  bulk  of  the  Irish  landlords  their 
rents  will  not  be  in  any  way  reduced. 
I  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  the  County  of 
Cork  how  he  can  conscientiously  recom- 
mend a  measure  of  this  kind  to  the 
Irish  people  as  a  satisfactory  settlement 
of  this  gpreat  question  while  he  hears 
these  statements  from  three  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  of  such  authority  ?  We  have 
been  accused  of  being  desirous  of  keep- 
ing up  the  agitation.  For  my  part,  I 
think  the  accusation  would  fit  very  much 
better  upon  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
I  know  of  no  better  way  for  keeping 
alive  the  agitation  than  by  supplying 
half  remedies  for  admitted  grievances. 
We  desire  this  question  to  be  settled 
now  once  for  all,  and  it  is  because  we 
have  every  reason  to  believe  that  this 
measure  will  fail  in  affording  the  satis- 
factory and  final  settlement  inat  we  re- 
fuse to  allow  ourselves  to  be  com- 
promised, and  allow  the  claims  of  the 
Irish  tenants  to  be  compromised,  by  the 
flat  and  full  acceptance  of  the  Bill  which 
the  Prime  Minister  so  much  desires. 
Let  it  not  be  supposed  that  because  we 
live  in  Ireland  we  desire  to  keep  our 
country  in  a  state  of  agitation.  Can  it 
be  supposed  that  we,  who  have  some 
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cause  for  desiring  the  interests  of  our 
country  to  prosper  and  that  it  should  re- 
turn to  quietness,  should  gain  more  by 
the  continuance  of  Irish  grievances — 
grievances  to  be  redressed  by  Liberal 
Ministries — grievances  out  of  which  they 
may  gain  Party  victories  on  election 
hustings,  without  which  it  is  much  to  be 
feared  that  Liberal  Ministries  would 
sometimes  find  their  occupation  entirely 
gone.  I  know  of  no  period  within  a 
great  many  years  when  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion has  not  been  adopted  by  the  Liberal 
Ministry  when  this  question  has  not  been 
carefully  fostered  and  cherished,  and  a 
sufficient  instalment  of  justice  given  for 
the  purpose  of  keeping  it  alive ;  and  I, 
as  an  Irishman,  protest  against  the  pre- 
sent Government  losing  this  oppor- 
tunity, an  opportunity  which  they  may 
never  have  again,  of  closing  this  ques- 
tion, and  certainly  it  will  not  be  my 
fault,  so  far  as  anything  I  can  say  or  do, 
if  they  lose  it.  Now,  Sir,  the  attempt 
to  establish  a  partnership  between  the 
landlord  and  tenant,  between  idleness 
and  industry,  is  to  be  renewed  by  the 
Government,  after  they  have  failed  in 
their  attempt  of  1870  to  establish  it ;  and 
the  miserable  restitution  of  £27,  upon 
the  average,  is  to  be  offered  to  each 
Irish  tenant  as  his  share  in  the  soil  of 
his  native  land.  This  miserable  dole  is 
to  be  again  foisted  off  upon  him  by  a 
Liberal  Government  as  his  reward,  and  as 
his  share  in  the  exertions  which  he  has 
made,  and  which  his  predecessors  have 
made  for  many  generations  in  improve- 
ment and  reclaiming  the  soil  of  Ireland. 
Becollect  that  the  tenants  have  done 
everything,  and  that  the  landlord  has 
hardly  done  anything.  We  were  told 
the  other  day  of  the  magnificent  sum  of 
£3,500,000  sterling  which  the  Irish 
landlords  had  spent  upon  improvements 
since  1841.  But  it  was  out  of  the 
tenant's  pocket.  It  ought  to  be  remem- 
bered that  all  that  money  has  been 
borrowed  from  the  Board  of  Works,  and 
that  both  principal  and  interest  have 
been  repaid  by  the  tenants  in  the  shape 
of  added  rent.  But  that  £3,500,000 
very  accurately  represents  the  so-called 
exertions  of  the  landlords,  and  it  came 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  tenants.  It 
has  been  exceedingly  easy  for  landlords 
to  borrow  money ;  they  can  do  so  much 
more  easily  than  landlords  in  England. 
Now,  the  annual  income  from  land  in 
Ireland  was £17,000,000  or  £18,000,000, 


and  the  Irish  landlords  only  pretended 
to  have  spent  £3,500,000.  ^Riey  hay* 
had  the  land  of  their  country  absolutely 
under  their  control.  No  foreign  despot 
ever  wielded  more  power  over  the  good 
of  the  people  and  over  the  resources  of 
the  country  than  the  Irish  landlords,  and 
they  have  left  us  in  an  appalling  and 
miserable  state.  Ireland  is  the  worst 
cultivated  and  worst  formed  and  the 
most  miserable  country  on  the  face  of 
the  earth.  Evidence  of  this  is  to  be 
seen  on  every  hand  ;  yet  because  we 
have  asked  that  the  land,  which  has  been 
the  absolute  property  of  this  privileged 
class  for  so  many  centuries,  and  which 
they  so  shamefully  neglected,  should  be 
transferred  to  the  only  people  that  hare 
ever  done  anything  to  improve  it,  we 
are  to  be  charged  with  being  rerola- 
tionists,.  and  with  a  desire  to  confiscate. 
We  do  not  desire  to  confiscate  anything. 
The  Land  League  doctrine  is  that  any 
attempt  to  reconcile  the  respective  in- 
terests, of  the  landlord  and  tenant  is  im- 
possible. It  is  time,  after  the  Piime 
Minister  has  made  an  ineffectual  at- 
tempt to  deal  with  the  question,  and 
when  he  is  entering  upon  another  at- 
tempt which  we  fear  will  also  prove  in- 
effectual, it  is  time  that  the  doctrine  we 
preach  should  be  thoroughly  examined, 
and  that  it  should  be  entertained  with  a 
little  more  tenderness  and  regard  for  the 

i'ust  claims  of  the  Irish  people.  How 
las  the  Land  League  proposed  that  the 
existing  system  in  Ireland  should  be  put 
an  end  to  ?  We  have  never  asked  for  the 
expropriation  of  the  landlords.  [**0h, 
oh!"]  And  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
County  of  Gal  way,  who  is  the  chief  pro- 
pagator of  that  delusion,  is  taking  upon 
himself  a  grave  responsibility  when  he 
holds  out  such  an  agpreeable  prospect  to 
the  Irish  landlords.  The  members  of 
the  Land  League  do  not  think  the  pro- 
perty of  the  landlords  has  yet  toucned 
bottom,  and  are  of  opinion  that  thcjy 
should  not  be  caught  out  until  more  is 
known  of  the  change  which  American  im- 
portations are  likely  to  produce.  But  the 
League  has  undoubtedly  reoonmiended 
compulsory  expropriation,  though  not  for 
all  landlords.  We  have  recommended 
that  power  should  be  given  to  a  Commis- 
sion to  expropriate  compulsorily  thoee 
landlords  who  may  be  acting  as  centres 
of  disturbance,  to  use  the  expression  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  That  ii 
all  that  the  League  has  recommended 
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tip  to  the  preeent  time  in  the  shape  of 
oompulsory  expropriation.  We  have 
asked  that  the  price  to  be  paid  to  those 
landlords  who  have  broken  the  trust  re- 
posed in  them  by  the  State  should  be 
fixed  at  20  years'  purchase  at  the  Poor 
Law  Taluation,  and  we  believe  that  the 
mere  threat  of  expropriating  them  at 
such  a  price  would  do  more  to  reduce 
rack-rents  than  all  the  legal  parapher- 
nalia of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  draftsmen.  We  have  also  asked 
Parliament  to  restore  to  the  tenant 
his  old  Common  Law  rieht,  which  was 
taken  away,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  told  usy  by  the  Act  of  1816,  be- 
fore which  date  ejectment  was  a  difficult 
matter.  The  League  last  year  had  re- 
conmiended  that  ejectment  cdiould  be  sus- 
pended for  two  years ;  and  it  appears  to 
me  that  the  essential  way  in  which  to 
effect  their  suspension  would  be  by  re- 
pealing the  enactments  passed  by  land- 
lord Parliaments  in  favour  of  landlords  in 
the  years  1816,  1850,  and  1861.  Another 
restitution  which  Ireland  may  fairly 
daim  from  England  has  been  already 
alluded  to  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  who  has  told  the  House  that 
the  £52,000,000  worth  of  property  sold 
in  the  Encumbered  Estates  Court  has 
been  sold  without  any  regard  to  the  in- 
terest of  the  tenants.  But  did  it  not 
occur  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
if  this  great  wrong  had  been  done  it 
would  be  fair  to  undo  it,  and  that  there 
would  be  no  hardship  upon  a  landlord 
who  had  purchased  in  the  Encumbered 
Estates  Court  if  he  were  asked  to  give 
up  his  purchase  upon  receiving  what  he 
had  paid  for  it?  If  the  land  were  to 
revert  to  the  State  at  the  price  paid  for 
it  in  the  Encumbered  Estates  Court,  the 
tenants  would  have  their  property  in  the 
Boil  protected,  and  they  could  remain  as 
State  tenants  under  the  Government,  or 
oould  become  landowners  by  the  pro- 
cess indicated  the  other  night  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster. 
Is  £52,000,000  too  large  a  sum  of  monev 
for  this  country  to  spend  upon  this  Irish 
question  ?  The  money,  I  feel  sure,  can  be 
got  by  a  loan  at  4  per  cent  in  the  open 
market.  fSeveral  Irish  Membebs:  Three 
per  cent.  J  If  Parliament  can  but  sum- 
mon up  courage  to  undo  the  mischief 
that  has  been  done,  a  great  deal  of  good 
may  be  effected  without  any  necessity 
for  such  complicated  legal  machinery  as 
is  now  proposed.    Among  the  landlords 


who  have  purchased  &e  large  amount 
of  property  to  which  I  have  just  alluded 
will  probably  be  found  a  very  large  pro- 
portion of  the  worst  and  most  rack-rent- 
ing. I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  rack- 
renting  is  entirely  confined  to  the  new 
landlords,  for  I  know  many  absentee 
landlords,  and  many  old  landlords,  whose 
estates  are  just  as  highly  rented  as  those 
of  the  new  landlords.  But  there  is  a 
very  large  proportion  of  rack-renting 
landlords  among  the  latter,  and  they 
are  the  curse  of  their  country.  Having 
said  thus  much  upon  the  fundament^ 
principles  of  the  measure,  and  upon  some 
points  which,  I  venture  to  think,  may 
assist  the  solution  of  the  question  before 
us,  I  will  pass  on  to  a  very  brief  con- 
sideration of  some  of  the  more  strik- 
ing details  of  the  measure,  and  show 
how  impossible  it  is  for  the  Irish 
tenant  to  hope  that  this  Bill  will  really 
give  him  even  the  small  amount  of  pro- 
perty which  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury proposes  to  restore  to  him.  How, 
I  ask,  is  this  little  property  of  £27  to  be 
secured  to  the  tenant  r  The  tenant  can- 
not be  considered  as  the  owner  of  that 
property  until  he  shall  have  successfully 
wrested  it  from  the  landlord.  Every 
point  in  his  case  is  liable  to  be  contested 
in  a  Court  of  Law ;  every  right  which 
he  claims  may  be  subjected  to  modifi- 
cation, and  the  onus  of  proof  is  thrown 
upon  him  from  the  first.  He  will  have 
to  pay  for  skilled  witnesses  to  give  evi- 
dence as  to  the  improvements  on  his 
holding ;  he  will  have  to  engage  counsel 
and  solicitors,  and,  if  finally  successful, 
he  will  get  £27.  It  should  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  majority  of  tenants 
are  very  jpoor  men  and  very  small 
holders.  Out  of  600,000  tenants  in 
Ireland,  320,000  were  valued  under  the 
yearly  value  of  £8,  and  of  these  175,000 
are  valued  under  £4.  These  fig^es 
show  how  useless  it  will  be  for  many 
tenants  to  hope  that  they  will  gain  any- 
thing from  the  measure  under  consi- 
deration. The  costs  of  the  suits  will,  in 
nine  cases  out  of  10,  eat  up  all  the  pro- 
fits which  the  tenant  can  expect  to  gain. 
The  old  proverb  of  **  The  shell  for  thee ; 
the  oyster  is  the  lawyer's  fee,"  will  have 
to  be  modified  if  the  Bill  were  to  be- 
come law,  for  a  tenant  will  have  the 
shells  while  his  landlord  and  the  lawyer 
will  divide  the  oyster  between  them.  I 
am,  however,  happy  to  say  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  up  the 
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idea  of  the  Connty  Court  as  the  tribunal 
of  first  instance  under  the  Bill.  It  is 
true  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
rather  shabbily  covered  his  retreat  by 
throwing  the  blame  upon  the  draftsmen. 
I  desire,  however,  some  statement  in 
reference  to  this  question  of  the  Court, 
for  we  are  still  ignorant  of  what  the 
composition  of  the  tribunal  will  be. 
From  the  statement  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister with  regard  to  the  draftsman  of 
the  Bill,  it  appears  that  he  was  prepared 
to   allow  tenants  the  option  of   going 

Sast  the  County  Court  and  applying 
irectly  to  the  Commission.  I  presume, 
then,  that  he  would  have  to  substitute 
a  great  number  of  suVCommissioners. 
This  announcement  must  have  whetted 
the  appetite  of  the  multitude  of  office- 
seekers  who  are  hanging  around  this 
Bill,  and  who  are  looking  forward  to  its 
results  with  far  more  hope  than  the  un- 
fortunate tenants.  I  presume  he  would 
appoint  a  large  number  of  sub-Commis- 
sioners to  fix  what  the  fair  rents  should 
be,  and  for  the  purpose  of  deciding  all 
the  other  points  which  are  left  to  the 
Court  to  decide.  Now,  that  is  one  of 
the  chief  defects  of  the  Bill  incident  to 
the  principle  as  well  as  to  its  detail.  It 
is  practicaUy  impossible,  in  an  agricul- 
tural country  like  Ireland,  where  there 
is  no  other  resource  than  agriculture,  to 
find  a  tribunal  which  will  not  be  preju- 
diced either  in  favour  of  one  side  or  the 
other.  For  the  purpose  of  deciding  those 
questions,  all  the  educated  classes  from 
whom  you  would  most  likely  draw  your 
sub-Commissioners  will  be  either  land- 
lords themselves  or  their  relations,  or  in 
some  way  under  their  influence,  and  in 
favour  of  the  maintenance  of  the  land- 
lord system  in  its  full  integrity.  I  pass 
on  now  to  the  question  of  arrears  of 
rent,  and  I  would  say  that  it  was  worthy 
of  more  than  the  passing  notice  which 
the  Prime  Minister  gave  it.  There  is  an 
overwhelming  accumulation  of  evidence 
in  the  Reports  of  both  Boyal  Commis- 
sions as  to  the  indebtedness  of  the  ten- 
ants, both  with  regard  to  arrears  of 
rent  to  their  landlords  and  debts  to  the 
shopkeepers.  You  offer  nothing  in  this 
Bill  that  you  did  not  offer  the  tenant  in 
the  small  Bill  called  the  Compensation 
for  Disturbance  Bill  last  year.  You  do 
not,  in  fact,  offer  him  so  much,  because 
you  only  give  him  the  right  of  selling 
his  interest ;  and  you  gave  him  the 
prospect,  at  all  events,  of   something 
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more  under  that  Bill  in  the  iliape  d 
compensation  for  disturbance.     IToa  60 
not  give  him  the  opportunity  of  remaxB- 
ing  in  his  holding,  and  of  enjoyini?  tfa« 
reduced  rent  which  you  hope  the  Cosrt 
may  in  some  cases  fix.   You  simplj  giwm 
him  the  right  of  selling  his  interest  ia 
order  to  discharge  the  arrears  of  rack- 
rent  which  have  accumulated  daring  th« 
past  three  bad  seasons  to  the  landlordL 
Considering,  as  I  have  said,  that  thcM 
small  tenants  in  arrear  constitute  t^ 
majority  of  the  Irish  tenants,   X  think 
we  are  entitled  to  make  a  strong  staad 
in  behalf  of  the  interests  of  those  unfor> 
tunate  people.     The  Government  evi- 
dently see  that  their  Bill  affords  no  pro- 
tection to  the  small  tenants,  for  thej 
have  made  a  very  strong  point  of  th» 
emig^tion  clauses  as  the  real  remedy 
for  their  case.    The  Prime  Minister  and 
his  Colleagues  have  said  that  ther  do 
not  hope  to  remove  the  congestion  im 
the    West    of    Ireland    by    any    other 
means  than  by  emigrating — the  peopk 
in  families.     It  is  admitted  on  all  haadi 
that  the  congestion  which  has  existed  ia 
many  parts  of  the  West  of  Ireland  most 
be  got  rid  of  somehow  or  other.     The 
tenants  are  crowded    upon    poor    and 
small  holdings,  where  it  would  be  diifi- 
cult  for  them  to  exist  in  decent  comfort 
if  they  had  no  rent  to  pay  at  alL    I 
would  ask  the  Government  to  take  tfaaso 
small  tenants  under  their  protection,  to 
place  them  under  the  protection  of  ths 
Commission,  and  not  to  doom  them  to 
banishment.     It  is  impossible  for  these 
poor  people  to  be  happy  in  America.     I 
have  seen  many  of  them  in  America.    I 
have  seen  them  on  the  land ;  I  have  seen 
them  in   the  cities,  and  they  are   not 
^*^PP7»    *^<i    they   are    not    contented. 
Passing  their  lives  in  the  West  of  lie- 
land,  and  many  of  them  having  arrived 
at  an  advanced  age,  they  are  not  fitted  to 
undertake  the  troubles  and  the  str aggies 
of  a  new  world   such   as  America  is. 
Young  people,  when  they  go  out  there, 
thrive  well  and  can  assimilate  themselves 
to  the  new  phase  of  existence  which  they 
have  to  commence ;  but  to  carry  out  these 
poor  old  men  and  women,  and  to  set 
them  down  upon  the  prairies  of  Minne- 
sota or   Iowa,    is  indeed  a    very   poor 
mockery  of  English  justice  to  Ireland. 
The  example  of  what  was  done  by  Father 
Nugent,  of   Liverpool,   and  by  Bishop 
Ireland,  of  St.  Paul,  was  quoted  during 
some  of  the  discussions  upon  this  fiUL 
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As  showing  the  advantages  of  emigpra- 
tion,  Father  Nugent  emigrated  some  20 
selected  families  from  the  West  of  Ire- 
land, sent  them  over,  and  placed  them 
tinder  the  care  of  Bishop  Ireland.  Father 
Nugent  is  a  remarkable  judge  of  cha- 
racter ;  and  I  will  only  say  of  Bishop 
Ireland  that,  if  he  could  not  make  emi- 
gration succeed,  no  other  man  is  likely 
to  do  so.  But,  with  the  exception  of 
two  or  three  families,  all  those  20  families 
have  proved  failures  as  emigrants,  and 
the  colony  which  Bishop  Ireland  estab- 
lished last -year  had  to  be  broken  up 
and  the  people  scattered  in  different 
directions.  I  would  ask  the  Qovemment 
to  look  into  this  matter.  Emigration  is 
simply  a  short  cut  for  them.  It  is  simply 
an  evasion  of  the  responsibility  which 
rests  on  their  shoulders.  They  desire  to 
shift  the  duties  which  belong  to  them, 
as  the  responsible  Government  of  the 
country,  upon  some  emigration  agency, 
and  at  the  expense  of  the  British  tax- 
payer. We  require  the  labour  of  every- 
body in  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
veloping the  resources  of  our  country. 
We  have  plenty  of  land.  I  have  been 
accused  of  wanting  to  migrate  them  from 
the  plains  of  Mayo  to  the  fertile  fields  of 
Meath.  I  believe  once  in  the  United 
States  I  was  guilty  of  an  oratorical  flight 
of  that  nature ;  but  it  was  only  an  ora- 
torical flight.  There  is  no  practical 
necessity  for  bringing  the  people  from 
Mayo  to  Meath.  There  is  plenty  of 
improvable  land  in  Mayo  for  everybody 
there.  TTie  Gardeners*  Chronicle  says  there 
are  4,000,000  acres  of  land  laid  down  in 
pasture  in  Ireland  which  are  not  fit  for 
pasture,  and  which  is  every  year  dete- 
riorating and  becoming  less  capable  of 
producing  food.  I  should  like  to  give 
the  Commissioners  power,  by  way  of 
experiment,  to  buy  land  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  these  congested  districts 
under  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation 
Acts,  and  to  transplant  the  best  of  those 
tenants  if  they  desired  it — and  I  am 
•ure  they  would — upon  those  lands,  and 
give  them  a  chance  of  cultivating  some 
of  this  improvable  land,  and  making  it 
produce  wnat  it  is  capable  of  producing. 
The  adoption  of  this  course  with  regard 
to  some  60,000  tenants  would  remove 
the  crowded  condition  of  things  in  Mayo, 
Donegal,  and  one  or  two  other  Western 
counties ;  and  we  should  produce  a  great 
deal  more  food  for  the  Lnglish  market. 
I  believe  if  you  get  60,000  or  60,000  of 


the  people  on  to  these  grazing  tracts 
which  are  not  fitted  for  grass,  and 
ought  not  to  be  left  one  instant  longer 
in  grass — I  am  not  speaking  of  the 
rich  grazing  lands,  which  it  would  be 
a  mistake  to  break  up,  but  land  capable 
of  improvement  and  in  want  of  labour 
— I  believe  we  could  give  these  poor 
people  some  chance  of  making  them 
productive.  I  ventured  the  other  night 
to  make  a  suggestion  in  that  direction 
to  the  Government.  I  suggested  the 
Commission  should  have  the  power  of 
buying  land  for  the  purpose  of  building 
decent  labourers'  houses  ^and  allotting 
half  an  acre  or  so  to  labourers,  wher- 
ever it  was  found  they  were  not  already 
provided  for.  However,  I  was  at  once 
pounced  upon  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  and  a  lecture  in 
political  economy  was  read  to  me  which 
I  shall  not  soon  forget.  We  were  told 
that  that  was  the  sure  way  to  bring 
about  a  return  to  the  condition  of  the 
old  40*.  freeholder ;  that  if  you  gave  the 
Irish  labourer  land  he  would  try  to  live 
upon  it,  and  would  refuse  to  work  for 
the  farmers  in  his  district.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  think,  answered  his 
own  speech  in  another  speech  he  sub- 
sequently delivered  on  the  Land  Bill, 
far  more  effectually  than  I  could  have 
answered  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  shown  that  the  small  cottier  tenants 
in  the  West  of  Ireland — tenants  holding 
not  more  than  from  half  an  acre  to  five 
or  six  acres — are  migratory  labourers, 
in  the  habit  of  migrating  every  year  to 
England,  or  wherever  they  can  get  em- 
ployment. They  took  their  labour  to 
the  best  market,  and  worked  very  hard 
in  their  employment.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  eulogized,  with  all  his 
well-known  eloquence,  the  industry  and 
energy  of  these  poor  people— people 
who  come  to  England  and  Scotland  every 
year,  and  live  on  6 J.  a- day,  working, 
very  often,  12  or  14  hours  a-day,  for  the 
purpose  of  paying  the  rack-rent  exacted 
from  them  for  their  little  holdings  at 
home  by  the  landlords.  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  then,  if  the  mi- 
gratory labourers  of  the  West  of  Ireland, 
holding  their  five  or  six  acres  of  land,  or 
more  than  the  half  acre  which  has  been 
spoken  of,  are  not  prevented  from  work- 
ing, and  working  very  hard,  to  better 
their  position,  why  should  he  suppose 
that  labourers  in  other  parts  of  Ireland, 
with  much  less  land  given  them,  would 
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be  prevented  from  working,  as  the  right 
hon.  (j-entleman  had  suggested  in  his 
first  speech  on  this  question  ?  I  feel 
convinced  that  if  the  labourers  were  ren- 
dered independent,  on  the  one  hand,  of 
the  landlord,  and,  on  the  other,  of  the 
farmer,  if  he  were  independent  to  the  ex- 
tent only  of  his  small  house  and  his  little 
g^den  plot,  the  quality  of  his  labour 
would  be  much  improved,  and  he  would 
be  contented  with  his  lot;  a  stimulus 
would  be  given  to  his  industry  in  the 
shape  of  the  hope  of,  in  time,  becoming 
possessed  of  greater  property.  In  that 
way  a  fresh  incentive  to  industry  would 
be  held  out  to  the  agricultural  labourer 
of  Ireland.  I  do  not  think  the  question 
of  the  agricultural  labourer  could  be 
settled  by  meddling  with  the  farmers,  or 
by  insisting  upon  the  latter  building 
houses  or  improving  the  labourers'  little 
plots.  I  would  put  the  labourer  imder 
the  protection  of  the  Commission,  just 
in  the  same  way  as  I  propose  that  the 
smaller  tenants  should  be  put  under  it ; 
and,  if  the  Commission  were  formed  of 
men  who  would  not  shrink  from  trouble 
— of  Gentlemen  such  as  I  now  see  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  some 
Englishmen  and  some  Irishmen — ^I  feel 
convinced  that  the  result  would  be  an 
enormous  improvement  in  the  condition 
of  the  labourers  throughout  Ireland,  and 
a  material  diminution  in  the  amoimt  of 
disaffection  that,  at  present,  unfortu- 
nately exists  among  the  lower  classes  of 
Ireland.  You  cannot  expect  that  the 
people  will  be  contented  as  long  as  they 
are  starving.  At  any  rate,  before  you 
apply  the  remedy  of  emig^tion  try  the 
other  plan — namely,  the  development  of 
the  resources  of  the  country,  and  I  will 
undertake  to  say  you  will  not  be  dis- 
appointed in  the  result.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  has  asked,  **  Why 
are  there  no  industries — why  is  there  no 
enterprize  in  Ireland  ?  "  It  is  not  very 
difficult  to  find  the  reason.  The  Irish- 
man has  been  trained  to  the  knowledge 
that  the  result  of  his  labour  will  not 
accrue  to  him.  He  has  learned  that 
that  also  has  been  the  experience  of  his 
fathers  before  him ;  and  he  has  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  less  capital  he 
lays  by  and  invests  in  the  land,  or  any- 
thing else,  the  better  for  him,  and  the 
less  is  he  at  the  mercy  of  other  people. 
We  cannot  have  industry  in  a  country 
without  a  spirit  of  enterprize ;  enterprize 
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comes  from  hope,  and  the  Irish  peopla 
have  no  hope.     Go  amongst  them  and 
see  how  listless  and  despondent  they  are. 
Go  to  America  and  see  what  Irishmen 
are  there.    They  have  made  the  rail- 
roads, they  have  built  cities,  and  Irish- 
men are  to  be  found  there  disting^oished 
in  every  walk  of  life.     They  are  to  b« 
found  as  employers  of  labour,  as  manu- 
facturers, and  as  professional  men.     We 
know  that  Fulton,  the  inventor  of  the 
steamboat,  was  the  son  of  an  Irishman ; 
we  know  that  Koche,  the  great  ship- 
builder,    and    Mackey,     flood,     and 
O'Brien,   the    most    successful    miners 
that  exist,  are  all  true- bom  Irishmen. 
Here  is  an  example  of  Irish  enterprize. 
When  I  was  in  Cincinnati  a  short  time 
ago,  Mr.  Holland,  an  Irishman,  took  me 
over  his  shop,  and  presented  me  with  ^0 
dollars  and  a  gold  pencil-case,  in  aid  of 
the  Land  League.    Mr.  Holland  emi- 
grated some  nine  or  ten  years  ago  from 
the  Citv  of  Cork  as  a  poor  boy,  who 
found  that  he  could  not  g^t  on  in  hit 
own  country.     I  foimd  him  employing 
200  hands  in  the  manufacture  of  eold 
and   silver   pencil-cases,   and    sendinff 
his  goods  to  Manchester,   Paris,   and 
other    places,    successfully    competing 
with     other    manufacturers.       I     saw 
that  Mr.  Holland  had  just  made  a  dis- 
covery, which  promised  to  make  a  revo- 
lution in  electric  lighting.     He  has  dis- 
covered how  to  fuse  the  metal  iridium* 
which  has,  hitherto,  been  considered  to 
be  infusible,  and  has  so  supplied  the 
want  of  an  electric  burner.     Now,  the 
reason  the  Irish  do  not  succeed  in  Ire- 
land is  because  a  nation  governed  by  an- 
other nation  never  does  succeed.   Under 
such  circumstances,   communities    lose 
that  feeling  of  independence  which  to 
themis  just  as  necessary  as  to  individuals, 
in  order  to  promote  exertion.    The  corse 
of  your  rule — of  foreign  rule  in  Ire- 
land, overshadows  everything.   The  con- 
duct of  Her  Majesty's  Government  dar- 
ing the  past  few  months  has  been  lead- 
ing   many  moderate    men    to    believe 
that  until   your  Chief  Secretaries  and 
Under   Secretaries,   your   Privy  Coun- 
cillors and  your  Central  Boards,  your 
stipendiary   magistrates    and    military 
police,  your  landlords  and  bailiffs,  are 
cleared  out  bag  and  baggage,  there  can 
be  no  hope  of  any  permanent  improve- 
ment of  the  country.  I  think  Sir,  I  have 
said  enough  to  show  why  I  ought  not  to 
compromisemyself  or  those  whomi  repre- 
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sent,  bjaooepting  a  measore  which  I  fear 
cannot  be  either  a  final  or  a  satisfactory 
solution  of  this  question.  I  regret  verj 
much  that  the  Goyemment  appear  deter- 
mined to  miss  the  great  chance  which  is 
open  to  them.  I  believe  that  if  they  had 
adopted  a  different  course— had  they 
permitted  remedial  legislation  to  precede 
coercion — they  would  have  found  a  very 
much  stronger  feeling  in  this  country  be- 
hind them,  and  that  they  would  nave 
been  enabled  to  have  carried  through 
this  House,  and  also  through  the  other 
House,  a  much  stronger  and  more  per- 
fect Bill.  I  hope  the  result  will  prove 
that  I  am  wrong  in  my  forecast  as  to  the 
effect  of  the  Bifl.  No  one  hopes  more 
sincerely  than  I  do  that  the  measure  will 
turn  out  better  for  the  Irish  tenants  than 
I  fear  it  can.  As  I  have  said,  I  and  my 
Friends  have  no  desire  to  keep  things  in 
a  perpetual  state  of  confusion.  We  de- 
sire to  see  this  Land  Question  and  every 
other  Irish  question  settled.  We  desire 
to  see  this  division  amongst  the  classes 
— which,  I  fear,  some  Englishmen  desire 
to  perpetuate  for  their  own  purposes — 
done  away  with.  We  do  not  want  the 
Irish  landlords  and  the  Irish  tenants 
continually  to  live  in  opposing  camps. 
As  individuals,  the  lanolords  are  well 
fitted  to  take  their  place  as  the  leaders 
of  the  Irish  nation.  They  have  been 
placed,  up  to  the  present  time,  by  legis- 
lation in  a  false  position,  and  they  would 
have  been  more  than  human  if  they 
could  have  filled  it  without  shame  and 
disgrace.  I  would  entreat  the  Gt)vern- 
ment  to  re-consider  the  question,  and  to 
endeavour,  in  Committee,  to  make  the 
measure  more  healthy  for  the  poor  peo- 
ple, and  less  hurtful,  and  to  bring  about 
such  improvement  in  it  that  we,  the  Irish 
Members,  may  vote  for  it  without  feeling 
that  we  are  compromisiug  the  position 
we  have  hitherto  occupied  and  sustained. 
Sib  STAFFORD  NORTUCOTE  :  I 
do  not  know,  Mr.  Speaker,  what  impres- 
sion the  speech  we  have  just  listened  to 
has  produced  upon  the  mind  of  tho 
House.  For  my  own  part,  I  must  pay 
that  I  have  listened  to  it  with  much 
interest,  and,  at  the  same  time,  a  great 
deal  of  pain.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
told  us  very  frankly  that  he  is  some- 
times subject  to  tho  temptation  to  take 
**  oratorical  flights,"  and  therefore  I 
hope  that,  with  reference  to  some  of 
the  observations  he  has  mode,  wo  are 
not  to  look  on  them  as  altogether  tho 
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result  of  his  deliberate  conviction,  Uttt 
that  he  may  have  indulged  in  some  of 
those  remarks  which  he  sometimes  yields 
to  the  temptation  of  making.  I  cer- 
tainly would  fain  hope  that  some  of  his 
closing  remarks  are  of  a  character  that 
he  would  not,  upon  reflection,  desire  us 
to  take  as  his  deliberate  conviction  ;  but, 
whether  that  be  so  or  not,  I  think  there 
is  one  thing  we  may  learn  from  the 
speech — and  that  is,  that  in  approach- 
ing the  consideration  of  this  Bill  which 
the  Government  have  presented  to  us 
to  work  upon,  we  must  lay  aside  the 
idea  that  the  measure  is  to  be  passed 
— whether  we  approve  of  it,  or  whe- 
ther we  disapprove  of  it  in  our  own 
minds — for  the  purpose  of  pacifying  the 
people  who  are  causing  the  agitation  and 
trouble  in  Ireland.  It  is  perfectly  clear 
from  the  speech  —  indeed,  there  have 
been  other  speeches  delivered  in  the 
course  of  these  debates  that  would  show 
the  same  thing — that  no  measure  such 
as  this — probably  no  measure  that  any 
Government  would  be  likely  to  submit  to 
the  House — will  have  the  effect  of  satis- 
fying and  silencing  the  demands  of  those 
who  are  represented  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  think  it  is  well  at  the  outset  to 
take  note  of  that  fact,  because  we  have 
before  us  a  most  serious  question,  and 
we  have  to  consider  matters  of  very 
great  difficulty  and  very  great  delicacy ; 
and  there  is  no  doubt  that  we  approach 
them — that  hon.  Members  in  different 
parts  of  the  House  approach  them — from 
different  points  of  view,  and  are  guided 
by  very  different  considerations.  It  is 
well  that  we  should  know,  in  considering 
those  matters,  what  are  the  grounds  we 
have  for  believing  that  the  measure— of 
the  intrinsic  merits  of  which  we  may 
have  doubts— ought  to  be  passed  for  the 
sake  of  giving  peace  and  preventing  con- 
fusion in  Ireland.  Now,  we  have  arrived, 
I  think,  at  the  end  of  the  eighth  night 
of  these  debates,  and  we  are  still  dis- 
cussing the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ; 
and  it  has  been  said  that  a-  very  con- 
siderable proportion  of  the  discussions 
which  wo  have  carried  on  have  been 
discussions  on  points  that  ought  rather 
to  have  been  considered  in  Committee. 
But  I  venture  to  think  that  we  have  not 
been  at  all  excessive  in  the  time  we  have 
bpont  in  tlie  consideration  of  this  mea- 
sure, or  in  tho  manner  in  which  it  has 
been  criticized,  bornuse,  in  polut  of  fact, 
this  is  a  Bill  oa  to  which  so  very  much 
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depends  upon  the  details,  and  the  details 
themselves  are  of  such  a  character,  that 
you  can  hardly  consider  them  properly 
if  you  take  them  one  by  one,  and  do  not 
consider  them  as  a  whole.  The  Bill,  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  is  one  which  does  not,  at 
first  sight,  exactly  speak  for  and  explain 
itself.     There  are  many  things  which, 
when  you  look  at  them  in  the  first  in- 
stance, you  think  you  understand,  but 
with  regard  to  which,  when  you  come  to 
compare  one  clause  with  another,  you 
become  somewhat  bewildered.  We  have 
heard  a  good  deal  on  several  of  those 
points,  and  it  is  not  my  intention  to- 
night to  go  at  any  length  into  those 
points  which  have  been  the  subject  of 
so  much  discussion ;  but  I  will  take  one 
as  an  instance  of  the  sort  of  difficulty  in 
which  we  find  ourselves  placed  on  an 
examination  of  the  Bill.     I  will  take  the 
first  lines  of  the  1st  clause  of  the  Bill — 
the  most  important,  probably,  of  all  the 
provisions  that  are  contained  in  the  mea- 
sure— ^in  which  it  is  laid  down  that  the 
tenant  of  a  holding  shall  have  the  right 
to  dispose  of  his  tenancy  at  the  best  price 
he  can  ^et  for  it,  subject,  of  course,  to 
certain  hmitations  which  are  afterwards 
referred  to.  We  want  to  know  the  mean- 
ing of  that  expression — **  tenancy."  We 
look  to  the  interpretation  clause  as  we 
look  at  a  glossary,  in  order  to  see  what  is 
the  meamng  of  *'  his  tenancy  " — what  it 
is  he  has  to  dispose  of.     We  turn  to  the 
end  of  the  Bill,  and  we  find  this  defini- 
tion— **  tenancy  means  the  interest  in  a 
holding  of  a  tenant  and  his  successors 
in  title  during  the  continuance  of  a  te- 
nancy."   That  is  one  of  the  most  extra- 
ordinary definitions  I  ever  heard.     It 
is  open  to  the  sort  of  objection  taken 
to  a  particular  mathematical  equation, 
when  you  get  a  solution  in  the  terms 
of  the  unknown  quantity.     It  reminds 
me  very  much  of  one  of  the  answers 
which    Sir    Eobert   Peel  told  us  was 
^ven  to  his  celebrated  question — "What 
IS  a  poimd?"     The  answer  was — **It 
is  the  interest  of  £33  68,  Sd,  at  3  per 
cent  for  12  months."     That  is  really 
very  much  the  sort  of  explanation  given 
to  these  words — "  his  tenancy."    It  is 
important  we  should  know  exactly  what 
it  is  the  tenant  is  to  have  the  right  of 
disposing    of;    and    we  want  a  much 
clearer  explanation  than  that  which  is 
contained  in  the  four  comers  of  the  Bill. 
When  we  hear  of  **  his  tenancy,"  we  are 
led  to  suppose  it  is  some  property  the 
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tenant  has,  and  that  he  is  to  be  at  liberty 
to  dispose  of  it  just  as  he  can  dispose  of 
his  horse,  or  his  plough,  or  any  other 
article  that  belongs  to  him.    I  think  I 
heard  from  one  of  the  speakers,  I  forget 
which — either  the  Attorney  General,  or 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ihin- 
dalk,  or  some  other  legal  Member — the 
statement  that  there  was  no  meaning  in 
the  idea  of  a  man  having  property  un- 
less he  was  at  liberty  to  dispose  of  it 
Then,  if  that  is  so,  we  want  to  know 
what  is  the  meaning  of  these  limitations 
of  yours  ?  If  this  is  a  man's  own  tenancy 
— his  own  property — why  do  you  put 
any  limitation  upon  the  right  which  you 
give  him  to  dispose  of  it  ?    Or,  again^ 
when  you  talk  of  "his  tenancy,"  will 
you  teU  us  exactly  how  it  is  that  he  be- 
came possessed  of  the  right  ?    Some  gei 
up  and  say — **  Oh,  it  is  perfectly  obvious 
how  he  became  possessed  of  it.     He  was 
the  man  who  improved  the  farm;  he 
was  the  man  who  by  his  capital  and  by 
his  energy  made  it  what  it  is ;  and  he  is 
entitled  to  the  value  of  the  improve- 
ments which  he  has  made."    Certainly, 
nobody  disputes  that.     We  are  all  per- 
fectly ready  to  agree  on  that  point ;  and 
we  are,  and  have  been — ^have  been  for 
a  lonff  time — endeavouring  by  legislation 
— under  the  Act  of  1 870  and  otherwise^ 
to  secure  to  the  tenant  the  full  value  of 
whatever  he  has  done  to  improve  his 
holding.    But  we  are  told  there  is  some- 
thing   besides  that.     Well,   it  is  that 
something  else  we  want  to  know  and 
understand ;  and  the  great  difficulty  we 
have  in  finding  out  what  that  something 
else  is  has  been  the  cause   of  a  very 
great  part  of  the  debates  we  have  had 
to  listen  to.    I  am  bound  to  say  now,  I 
feel  the  very  greatest  difficulty  in  nuiLlrifig 
up  my  own  mind  as  to  what  is  intended 
by  that  expression.  The  Prime  Minister 
the  other  day,  as   I  understand  him, 
told  us  that  everything  in  the  nature  of 
what  is  sometimes  called  the  unearned 
increment — everything  that  arises  ^m 
an  increase  in  the  demand  for  and  a 
deficiency  in  the  supply  of  land,  every- 
thing that  exceptionally  raises  the  value 
of  land  belongs,   not   to  the  landlord, 
but  to  the  tenant  who  happens  to  be 
in    occupation.      [Mr.  Gladstone    dis- 
sented.]     The  Prime   Minister   shakes 
his  head.     That  may  not  have  been  his 
meaning;  but  it  was  the  meaning  he 
conveyed  to  us.     There  it  is — we  never 
know  exactly  where  we  are — when  we 
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try  to  express  a  supposed  meaning,  we 
are  told  we  are  wrong ;  and  when  we 
try  another,  we  are  told  we  are  equally 
at  fault.  The  measure  is  avowedly 
framed  with  less  regard  to  the  laws  of 
political  economy  than  we  are  in  the 
habit  of  observing  in  legislation,  because 
we  have  to  deal  with  an  exceptional 
state  of  things  which  makes  it  impossible 
to  treat  the  case  of  Ireland  as  you  would 
treat  any  other  case,  and  because  it  is 
extremely  difficult  to  explain  the  points 
on  which  a  solution  is  to  be  given. 
When  you  bear  in  mind — as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Antrim  said  in  his  excellent 
speech  the  other  day — the  question  as  to 
how  this  matter  will  be  interpreted  by 
the  Court,  or  Commission,  that  will  have 
to  decide  on  it,  that  will  appear  to  be  the 
real  question  we  have  to  consider,  and 
that  will,  I  venture  to  say,  keep  all  Ire- 
land in  a  ferment  for  a  very  consider- 
able time.  If  that  is  the  case,  do  let  us 
cx>nsider  for  a  moment  how  important  it 
is  that  we  should  address  ourselves  to 
the  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  endeavouring 
to  understand  it,  and  seeing  how  far  it 
will  meet  the  evils  which  it  is  designed, 
or  purposes  to  be  designed,  to  meet. 
Hon.  Gentleman  get  up  and  say — **  Settle 
this  question  once  for  all ;  "  others  say — 
"  Pass  this  Bill,  or  something  dreadful 
will  happen  ;  "  and  others — **  You  will 
be  misunderstood  in  Ulster  if  you  do  not 
vote  for  this  Bill;  and  it  is  important 
that  you  should  not  shake  confidence  in 
the  Ulster  Custom."  But  no  one,  that  I 
know  of,  has  any  wish  to  shake  that 
custom ;  we  all  want  to  confirm,  and  ratify, 
and  strengthen,  and  bear  up  that  custom. 
When  we  come  to  what  we  may  call 
the  minor  premiss  of  the  argument,  we 
begin  to  perceive  its  weakness.  You 
say — **  Settle  this  question  once  for  all.** 
We  answer—'*  Will  this  BUI  settle  it?" 
You  say — **  Pass  this  Bill,  or  something 
dreadful  will  happen.**  We  answer — 
*'Will  the  passing  of  this  Bill  prevent 
something  dreadfiu  happening  ?  **  You 
say — **  If  you  do  not  pass  the  Bill,  you 
will  shake  confidence  in  the  Ulster  Cus- 
tom.** We  reply — **  We  are  anxious  to 
ratify  and  strengthen  that  custom ;  but 
this  Bill  does  not  do  it.**  When  all 
these  things  are  said,  we  cannot  but  re- 
member that  very  similar  statements 
were  made  in  1870.  We  were  told  the 
same  thing  when  we  were  dealing  delibe- 
rately and  scientifically  with  the  great 
Upas  tree  which  was  overshadowing  Ire- 


land, and  when  we  were  making  a  great 
sacrifice  with  a  view  to  a  permanent  and 
final  settlement  of  this  question.  We 
are  informed  now  that  in  those  days 
the  Conservative  Party  was  wiser  than 
it  seems  to  be  to-day  ;  that  we  were 
advised  in  1 870  by  our  gpreat  Leader  not 
to  oppose  the  settlement  proposed ;  and 
that,  moreover,  when  it  came  to  work  it 
did  not  produce  those  formidable  results 
that  were  foretold,  but  that  property 
rose  in  value,  and  every  good  thing  hap- 
pened. But  why  was  all  that  ?  It  was  be- 
cause we  were  then  deluded  into  the  be- 
lief that  that  Act  was  a  final  settlement. 
And,  whether  property  did  rise  in  value 
or  not — which  is  a  matter  open  to  some 
dispute — at  all  events  we  believed  that 
security  would  be  obtained,  and  confi- 
dence might  very  well  be  restored.  But 
we  cannot  feel  that  now.  I  would  only 
say  a  few  words  upon  what  really  im- 
presses me  in  this  matter.  We  are 
dealing  with  a  question  which  is  one  of 
a  gravity  it  is  impossible  to  exaggerate. 
It  is  not  a  mere  question  as  between 
landlord  and  tenant.  It  is  not  merely  a 
question  of  providing  for  the  improve- 
ment and  advancement  of  Ireland.  It 
is  a  question  which  touches  the  whole 
peace  and  happiness  and  welfare  of  that 
country,  and  of  the  whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  It  is  impossible  to  exag- 
gerate the  importance  of  the  question. 
Then,  for  Heaven's  sake !  do  not  let  us 
apply  a  false  remedy — a  remedy  that 
will  not  touch  the  disease,  and  which  is 
more  likely  to  do  harm  than  good.  What 
is  it,  after  all,  that  Ireland  requires  ?  It 
requires  for  its  development  the  applica- 
tion of  capital ;  it  requires  the  confidence 
which  produces  capital ;  and  it  requires 
what  is  still  more  important,  energy  and 
wisdom  in  the  application  of  that  capital. 
Until  these  are  obtained  it  will  be  im- 
possible for  the  people  of  Ireland  to 
woi^  out  their  salvation.  Do  not  sup- 
pose that  by  any  measure  you  can  pass 
you  can  do  for  the  people  of  Ireland 
that  which  they  can  only  do  for  them- 
selves. They  must  themselves  be  pre- 
pared to  work  with  a  proper  spirit  and 
energy;  and  it  can  only  be  by  the 
oxercise  of  those  great  moral  qualities 
of  enterprize,  self-restraint,  and  self- 
oxertion,  that  they  can  become  a  happy 
and  contented  people.  Now,  is  the  mea- 
sure which  you  are  proposing  well  cal- 
cidated  to  bring  out  these  qualities  ?  I 
will  not  say — we  should  be  not  quite  un« 

2  Q  2  [Si^Mk  Night'] 


908 


ZandZauf 


lOOMMONSj 


{LrOtmt)  Bin. 


904 


justly  accused  of  harshness  if  we  were  to 
say — ^to  the  people  of  Ireland — *'  We  can 
give  you  no  help  in  these  difficulties; 
you  will  have  to  struggle  through  them 
unaided  by  combining  energy  with  self- 
denial.'*  God  knows,  the  people  of  Ire- 
land have  had  enough  of  suffering,  and 
anything  we  can  do  to  help  them  ought 
to  be  done  freely  and  liberally.  For 
my  own  part,  I  would  not  be  too  strict 
in  observing  all  the  principles  of  political 
economy  in  this  matter,  if  I  thought 
that  good  could  be  done  by  a  departure 
from  a  course  that  might  seem  to  be  not 
properly  applicable.  But  let  us  take 
care  we  are  helping  in  the  right  way. 
I  do  not  in  my  conscience  believe,  and  I 
very  much  doubt  that  there  are  many 
persons  in  this  House  who  do  believe, 
that  the  way  to  promote  ppace  and 
happiness  in  Ireland  is  to  brine  about 
all  this  quarrelling,  and  all  this  con- 
fusion in  the  relations  between  landlords 
and  tenants.  There  are  still  points  which 
we  may,  no  doubt,  carefully  consider, 
with  the  view  of  placing  landlords  and 
tenants  on  the  best  terms;  but,  even 
then,  if  the  changes  which  might  result 
be  such  as  do  not  amount  to  a  total  revo- 
lution in  the  whole  state  of  society — if 
they  do  not  amount  to  the  absolute  de- 
struotionand  overtumingof  whatiscalled 
landlordism — I  venture  to  say  that  many 
of  the  smaller  changes  that  you  may 
make  will  not  touch  the  fringe  of  the 

fuestion  with  which  you  have  to  deal, 
know  there  are  measures  pointed  at 
in  the  6th  part  of  this  Bill  which  seem 
to  me  to  present  something  of  a  much 
more  hopeful  character ;  and  for  my  own 
part  I  am  desirous,  and  my  Friends  near 
me  are  desirous,  to  promote  as  far  as 
possible  that  portion  of  the  measure. 
feut,  even  there,  we  feel  ourselves  in  con- 
siderable doubt,  because  we  are  unable 
to  assure  ourselves  how  far  the  Govern- 
ment are  really  in  earnest  in  endea- 
vouring to  press  that  part  of  the  Bill. 
We  know  very  well  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  has  alwavs 
been  a  strong  advocate  for  the  establisn- 
ment  of  a  peasant  proprietary  in  Ireland. 
That  is,  no  doubt,  the  part  of  the  Bill  to 
which  he  will  give  nis  support,  and 
which  he  looks  upon  as  a  matter  of 
great  importance.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  the  other 
day,  in  a  speech  which  he  made  outside 
this  House,  spoke  of  it  as  being  the 
principal  object  which  the  Bill  had  in 
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view — ^to  make  the  people  owners  of  the 
soil — and  spoke  of  the  other  portions  of 
the  Bill  as  being  only  a  moduM  Hremdi 
until  that  was  done.  But  I  very  much 
doubt,  from  the  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  whether  that  is  the  view  which 
he  takes.  It  would  seem  that  he  re- 
garded the  first  part  as  the  principed  part 
of  the  Bill,  and  that  he  looked  for  the 
regeneration  of  Ireland  to  the  alteration 
of  the  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  and  to  the  recognition  of  the 
tenant's  interest  in  the  property  to  an 
extent  which  I  could  not  gather,  but 
which  1  understood  him  to  say  indaded 
all  that  rise  in  value  which  might  be 
due  to  the  great  competition  for  land. 
I  think  it  well  that  we  should  be  made 
to  understand  that  point,  because  tliers 
seems  to  be  considerable  doubt  with  re- 
gard to  it.  I  do  not  wish  to  misrepre- 
sent the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  bat  we 
understood  him  the  other  day  to  say 
that  the  expression,  "fair  rent  at  the  mar^ 
ket  rate,"  was  a  contradiction  in  terms, 
because  the  highest  market  rent  included 
two  things — the  one  being  the  value  that 
was  obtained  by  the  tenant's  outlay,  the 
other  the  value  acquired  from  the  com- 
petition for  land  in  consequence  of  its 
scarcity  and  the  earth  hunger ;  and  he 
said  the  tenant  had  a  property  in  both 
those  thin^.  Those  were  the  expres- 
sions used  by  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman ; 
but,  if  the  statement  DC  correct,  when  was 
that  property  conferred  ?  Was  it  given 
by  the  Act  of  1870,  or  was  it  an  original 

Eossession  of  the  tenant  restored  to  him 
y  that  Act,  or  is  it  something  that  has 
grown  up  since  the  passing  of  the  Act  ? 
Sometimes  we  are  told,  although  when 
the  Act  of  1870  was  passed  we  were  led 
to  believe  the  contrary,  that  even  if  we 
were  not  aware  of  it,  we  were  by  that 
legislation  actually  giving  this  property 
to  the  tenant.  I  must  say  that  g^reatly 
shakes  our  confidence  as  to  the  way  in 
which  we  are  now  asked  to  proceed. 
For  we  may  again  be  giving  something 
more  than  we  are  aware  of,  and  may 
not  find  it  out  till  too  late.  I  will 
not  at  this  late  hour  detain  the  House 
by  going  into  the  other  parts  of  the 
Bill;  but  there  is  one  important  point 
about  which  I  wish  to  say  a  word 
or  two,  and  that  is  the  constitution  of 
the  Oommission  which  is  to  be  the  great 
tribunal  erected  bv  the  Bill.  We  have 
had  as  yet  no  real  discussion  upon  the 
nature  of  that  Commission,  and  it  does 
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teem  to  me,  that,  looking  to  the  enor- 
moos  extent  of  its  fiinotions  and  the 
work  to  be  performed  by  it,  we  ought  to 
have  had,  at  an  early  period  of  the  dis- 
cussion, a  much  more  complete  defini- 
tion of  its  powers  than  we  have  at  pre- 
sent. It  is  not  a  mere  Oommission  which 
is  to  act  as  a  judicial  tribunal.  It  is  not 
that  which  most  of  us,  I  believe,  would 
be  perfectly  willing  to  agree  to — some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  a  tribimal  that 
might  assist  in  arbitrating  in  cases  of 
difficulty  with  regard  to  rents.  I  am 
not  at  all  indisposed  to  examine  pro- 
posals that  may  eo  to  the  introduction 
of  a  system  by  which  an  appeal  could  be 
made  in  the  case  of  fixing  rents,  espe- 
(dally  in  the  case  of  the  smaller  tenants 
who  are  unable  to  take  care  of  them- 
selves. But  the  Oommission  proposed 
in  this  Bill  goes  a  great  deal  beyond 
that.  It  is  somethinjT  in  the  nature  of 
those  commissions  of  liquidation  which 
are  occasionally  appointed  to  settle  and 
wind  up  complicated  estates  in  bank- 
ruptcy. Some  of  these  special  powers, 
which  are  now  given  to  the  Commission, 
aeem  to  have  been  copied  bodily  from 
those  which  were  given  to  arbitrators  in 
the  case  of  the  London,  Chatham,  and 
Dover  Railway  Company.  There  are 
powers  g^ven  by  the  provisions  of  the 
l^ill  to  the  Commission  of  the  most 
extensive  character;  and  it  looks  as 
if,  not  only  those  poor  people  of  whom 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  has 

g>oken,  but  the  whole  of  the  people  of 
eland,  were  to  be  put  into  the  hands 
of  the  Commission.  That  would  be  a 
most  serious  state  of  things  to  establish. 
You  are  going  to  bring  about  a  revolu- 
tion in  the  country,  and  its  regulation  is 
to  be  entrusted  to  a  Commission  of  whose 
composition  and  powers  we  do  not,  at 
the  present  time,  know  anything.  I  may 
point  out,  with  regard  to  these  matters, 
that  it  would  be  very  well  worth  while 
if  we  were  allowed  to  discuss  some  of 
these  important  parts  of  the  Bill  before 
we  discuss  that  which  is  regarded  as  less 
vital.  It  would  be,  I  think,  of  very 
great  advantage  to  us  if  we  could  make 
sure  as  to  the  composition  of  this  Com- 
mission ;  and  it  would  be  also  of  great 
advantage  if  we  were  ablo  to  make 
sure  of  the  5th  part  of  the  Bill,  which 
relates  to  what  we  consider  to  be  a  very 
materialportion  of  the  proposed  mea- 
sures, we  know  there  have  been  cases 
in  finmer  times  in  which  large  and  im- 


portant Bills  have  been  brought  in,  and 
where  some  portions  of  the  Bill  that  were 
considered  the  most  popular  and  the 
most  important  were  dropped  as  the 
Bill  proceeded  through  Committee,  and 
thrown  over  either  for  want  of  time,  or 
upon  some  other  grounds.  I  am  afraid 
we  shall  have  something  of  that  kind  in 
connection  with  the  present  measure.  I 
am  afraid,  if  we  go  into  Committee 
without  an  understanding,  we  shall  find 
ourselves  fighting  hard  over  some  of  the 
earlier  clauses  in  trying  to  settle  the  re- 
lations of  tenants  and  landlords;  and 
that  when  we  come  to  the  5th  part  of 
the  Bill,  and  consider  what  are  really 
its  beneficial  portions — those  relating 
to  emigration,  the  reclamation  of  waste 
lands,  the  planting  of  a  tenant  proprie- 
tary on  the  soil,  and  other  matters  such 
as  all  of  us  regard  as  important  for  the 
development  of  the  resources  of  land  in 
Ireland — I  say,  I  fear  we  may  be  told 
that  these  matters  are  too  big  to  be 
taken  up  in  connection  with  this  Bill, 
and  that  the  part  of  the  measure  for 
which  many  of  us  would  have  been 
ready  to  vote  on  the  second  reading  will 
be  laid  aside.  Sir,  I  wish  to  explain  what 
is  the  position  of  the  Conservative  Party 

fen  orally  with  regard  to  this  question, 
do  not  know  whether  I  need  take  that 
trouble,  because,  a  few  days  affo,  the 
Prime  Minister,  who  likes  to  play  his 
opponent's  game  as  well  as  his  own,  was 
good  enough  to  tell  us  how  we  ought  to 
move  all  our  pieces,  and  also  to  explain 
what  he  thought  of  the  policy  we  were 
pursuing.  However,  so  far  as  I  can 
myself  offer  any  contribution  towards 
tlurowing  light  upon  our  proceedings,  I 
will  point  out  to  the  House  exactly  how 
we  stand  in  the  matter.  We  have  never 
denied,  and  we  never  shall  deny,  that  it 
is  a  very  proper  and  desirable  thing  to 
legislate  upon  these  questions.  We  are 
perfectly  ready  to  enter  into  the  discus- 
sion of  questions  of  the  character  of 
those  to  which  our  attention  has  been 
invited;  and,  as  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Plunket)  said  no 
longer  ago  than  last  night  at  Bristol, 
the  Conservative  Party,  before  they  saw 
this  Bill,  did  look  forward  with  hope  to  its 
beingsomethingofacharacter  which  they 
would  be  able  to  support.  [Zaii^A^#r.  J 
That  statement  seems  to  amuse  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite ;  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  standpoint  from  which  some 
of  them  appioaoh  this  question  is  one 
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whicli  has  more  of  a  political  and 
Party  character  about  it  than  anything 
else.  No  doubt,  some  hon.  Members 
opposite  prefer  that  position  to  the  more 
solid  grounds  upon  which  it  might  be 
possible  to  deal  with  this  question.  But 
that  is  not  our  view.  We  have  looked 
into  this  Bill,  and  we  have  taken  some 
little  time  to  consider  what  course  we 
ought  to  pursue.  We  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  BiU,  as  it  stood,  involved 
and  contained  within  itself  principles  of 
such  intrinsic  injustice,  and  principles 
which  appeared  to  us  to  be  so  exceed- 
ingly open  to  objection  on  economical 
grounds,  that  we  could  not  conscien- 
tiously accept  it,  or  give  it  our  fiat  by 
voting  for  the  second  reading.  On  the 
other  hand,  we  were  not  disposed  to 
take  up  a  position  of  blank  resistance 
and  say — **  We  will  have  nothing  to  do 
with  the  Bill,  but  will  do  our  best  to 
throw  it  out.'*  We  thought  it  proper 
to  express  in  a  Kesolution  what  our 
views  were  with  regard  to  the  policy  to 
be  pursued  towards  Ireland.  That  policy 
is  to  be  found  in  the  Besolution  of  which 
Notice  has  been  given  by  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Leicester- 
shire (Lord  John  Manners).  The  Reso- 
lution runs  thus — 

"  That  this  House,  while  anxious  to  maintain 
and  secure  in  full  efficiency  the  customs  of 
Ulster  and  other  analogous  customs  in  Ireland, 
and  to  remedy  anj  proved  defects  in  the  Land 
Act  of  1870,  is  disposed  to  seek  for  the  social 
and  material  improvement  of  that  country  hy 
measures  for  the  development  of  its  industrial 
resources  rather  than  hy  a  measure  which  con- 
fuses, without  settling  on  a  just  and  permanent 
basis,  the  relations  of  landlord  and  tenant.'* 

[  *  *  Oh !  " ]  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who 
cry  "  Oh.^*'  would  seem  to  hate  landlords 
more  than  they  love  L'eland.  It  would 
appear  to  be  their  contention  that  nothing 
can  be  done  in  the  way  of  improvement 
for  Ireland  by  measures  for  the  develop- 
ment of  her  industrial  resources,  and 
that  it  is  impossible  that  any  injustice 
or  any  mischief  can  arise  from  measures 
which  we  think  we  see  in  the  BiU  before 
us — measures  for  upsetting  and  entirely 
confusing  the  relations  between  land- 
lords and  tenants  in  Ireland.  However 
that  may  be,  I  have  expressed  the  views 
we  hold,  and  we  are  prepared  to  stand 
by  the  policy  which  we  have  announced 
in  the  words  of  my  noble  Friend,  al- 
though we  are  not  able,  on  Parlia- 
mentary conditions,  to  move  it  in  the 
form  of  a  Besolution  contradictory  to 

Sir  Stafford  NorthcoU 


the  issue  before  the  House.  My  noU* 
Friend  the  Member  for  Haddlington- 
shire  (Lord  Elcho)  stands  first  with  an 
Amendment,  with  regard  to  which  ire 
admit  entirely  the  justice  and  literal 
truth  of  the  language  employed.  It  is 
perfectly  true  that  there  are  many  things 
in  the  Bill  which  we  must  consider  od* 
jectionable  on  the  grounds  of  justice  mnd 
economy.  That,  however,  is  not  the  way 
in  which  we  ourselves  should  prefer  to 
meet  the  question.  But,  having  to  meel 
it,  we  are  reduced  to  the  altematiTe  of 
considering  whether  we  shall  vote  for 
the  words  standing  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion— **That  the  Bill  be  now  reed  a 
second  time  "  —  or  whether  we  shall 
vote  against  them.  It  would  be  abso- 
lutely impossible  for  us,  feeling  as  we 
do  with  regard  to  the  character  of  this 
Bill,  to  vote  in  favour  of  the  words 
standing  part  of  the  Question,  becaase 
that  would  seem  to  imply  that  we  were 
insensible  to  the  very  objectionable  prin- 
ciples contained  in  the  measure  before 
us ;  and  we  know  perfectly  well  how  a 
vote  of  that  sort  would  be  used  by  a 
disingenuous  opponent,  who  would  take 
care  to  draw  from  it  inferences  which  be 
would  well  know  how  to  apply.  On  the 
other  hand,  it  is  said  we  can  abstain 
from  voting;  but  that  cannot  be.  To 
abstain  from  voting  would  be  unworthy 
of  us.  We  feel,  therefore,  that  it  is  our 
duty  to  vote,  in  the  first  instance,  for 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire,  with 
the  reservation  that  if  we  ooold  our- 
selves substitute  a  Besolution  of  our 
own  for  that  which  he  proposes,  we 
should  adopt  that  of  my  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Leicestershire. 
I  hope  the  House,  in  the  decision  it  may 
take  to-night,  will  bear  in  mind  that 
this  is  but  a  preliminary  discussion  as 
to  the  consideration  of  the  Bill  in  its 
future  stages.  If  the  Bill  g^ee  into 
Committee,  we  shall  do  our  very  best  to 
clear  up  those  points  which  appear  to  us 
to  be  doubtful,  to  eliminate  those  pro- 
posals which  appear  to  us  to  be  contrary 
to  justice,  and  to  maintain  and  strengthen 
those  points  which  appear  to  us  to  be 
really  calculated  for  the  benefit  of  Ire- 
land. I  am  quite  certain  of  this — that, 
at  the  present  moment,  there  is  a  great 
deal  that  depends  on  the  oourse  that 
this  Bill  may  take;  and  it  is  not  by 
shutting  our  eyes  to  the  facts,  not  by 
thinking  that   everything   is   pleasaiU 
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because  it  is  oonyeDient  to  you  to  make 
it  pleasant,  that  jou  will  get  out  of  the 
difficulty  in  which  the  country  finds 
itself.  We  have  had  a  fair  note  of 
warning  from  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  to-night.  We  are  perfectly 
well  aware  of  the  view  that  he  and  those 
who  act  with  him  take.  We  know 
how  great  their  influence  has  been  in 
Ireland;  and  we  know  very  well  how 

freat  has  been  their  influence  on  the 
enches  opposite.  We  ourselves  will 
not  shrink  from  doing  that  which  we 
believe  to  be  our  duty.  We  will  not  be 
deterred  by  any  menaces  or  alarms  that 
may  be  held  out  as  to  something  dread- 
ful that  may  happen  if  we  venture  to 
make  any  Amendments  to  these  pro- 
posals. We  will  do  that  which  we  feel 
to  be  our  duty ;  and  we  do  it  not  in  the 
interests  of  one  particular  class.  We  do 
not  come  forw£^  and  say  merely  be- 
cause this  Bill  involves  the  confiscation 
of  the  property  of  landlords — which  it 
does— and  because  it  aflbrds  no  com- 
pensation— which  it  does  not,  and  is, 
therefore,  unjust — we  do  not  say  simply 
on  these  grounds  we  object  to  the  Bill ; 
for,  if  that  were  all,  you  might  cure  it  by 
offering  compensation,  and  by  measures 
which  would  somewhat  take  off  from 
the  severity  of  the  confiscation.  But 
we  say  we  are  perfectly  convinced  that 
legislation  such  as  this — and  especially 
legislation  won  and  wrung  from  you,  as 
this  has  been,  by  the  agitation  of  which 
the  ooimtry  has  been  for  so  many  months 
the  scene — we  say  that  such  legislation 
is  calculated  to  inflict  an  evil  on  the 
whole  of  Ireland,  and  on  the  whole  of 
the  Empire,  quite  above  and  far  exceed- 
ing any  class  interest  you  could  imagine 
to  be  injured  by  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  You  will  be  teaching  the  people 
the  lesson  backwards — instead  oi  teach- 
ing them  that  they  should  relv  on  their 
own  energies,  and  be  prepared  by  their 
own  energies,  and  by  hard  work,  and 
by  self-denial,  to  work  out  a  better  po- 
sition either  in  Ireland  or  in  some  other 
country.  You  will  be  teaching  them  to 
look  exclusively  to  the  Government,  to 
the  Commission — to  anybody  rather  than 
themselves — and  you  will  be  teaching 
them  to  consider  that  when  they  are  in 
difficulties  there  is  a  simpler  course  than 
work,  and  that  is  agitation.  It  is  with 
the  object  of  protesting  against,  and,  as 
far  as  possible  averting,  that  mischief 
which  we  believe  would  fall  on  the  whole 


of  Ireland,  that  we  take  our  stand  against 
many  of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill. 

The  Maequess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  regret  extremely  that  this 
long  debate  could  not  be  concluded  by  the 
speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  which  was,  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  delivered  last  Monday  to  a 
House  far  less  full  than  the  present  one  ; 
and  I  can  assure  the  House  that,  at  this 
hour  of  the  night,  I  have  no  intention  of 
attempting  to  fulfil  the  duty  which  has 
fallen  upon  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister  of  winding  up  this  de- 
bate. I  will  endeavour  to  occupy  the 
House  for  a  very  short  time ;  and  I  hope 
they  will  allow  me,  before  going  to  a 
division,  to  make  one  or  two  observa- 
tions on  the  attitude  assumed  on  this 
measure  by  the  two  Parties  who  sit 
opposite.  A  position  has  been  taken  by 
the  Gentlemen  who  sit  immediately  op- 
posite to  us  which  has  been  a  subject  of 
some  surprise,  and  I  cannot  say  it  has 
been  fully  cleared  up  by  the  explanation 
which  has  just  been  given.  We  quite  un- 
derstand that  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Friends  shoiud  wish  to  take  some 
time  for  the  consideration  of  what  course 
they  should  adopt  in  regard  to  this  Bill ; 
and,  although  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  seemed  to 
have  made  up  his  mind  pretty  well  on 
the  first  night  of  the  debate  on  the 
second  reading,  and  delivered  a  most  un- 
compromising denunciation  of  the  Bill, 
we,  perhaps, have  no  right  to  wonder  that 
no  distinct  step  was  taken  on  the  part 
of  the  Opposition  on  that  occasion.  But 
when,  after  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord 
Elcho),  he  sat  down  without  being  able, 
on  account  of  the  Forms  of  the  House, 
to  move  any  Amendment,  and  when, 
subsequently,  the  obstacle  in  the  way 
of  moving  a  further  Amendment  was 
withdrawn,  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site did  not  even  then  seem  very  anxious 
to  step  into  the  gap,  but  allowed  the 
noble  Lord,  two  or  three  nights  after 
his  speech  had  been  delivered,  to  get 
up  and  step  into  the  vacant  place  and 
move  his  Amendment.  Although  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  shown 
quite  the  alacrity  which  we  might  have 
expected  from  some  of  his  speeches,  it 
does  not  appear  to  me  to  signify  very 
much  whether  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
vote  for  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 

lEighth  Ni$lU.1 


911 


Zand  Law 


(COMMONS} 


(Ir^bmi)  SiO, 


•t4 


Lord  tbo  Member  for  Haddingtonsliire 
(Lord  Elcho),  or  for  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North 
Leicestershire    (Lord   John    Manners). 
Everyone  knows  that  an  Amendment,  in 
whatever  terms  it  maybe  couched,  moved 
on  the  second   reading    of   a    Bill  is 
virtually  and  essentially  a  Motion  for 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill.    And  in  voting 
for  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  North  Leicestershire,  if 
they  had  done  so,  not  less  thsui  in  voting 
for  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire,  they 
would  vote  for  the  rejection  and  destruc- 
tion of  this  Bill.     That  decision  seemed, 
from  the  speech  we  have  just  heard,  to 
have  been  arrived  at  not  without  some 
deliberation.    It  seems  somewhat  incon- 
sistent   with    some    opinions  we  have 
heard  from  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
on  former  occasions,  and  even  this  even- 
ing.   TTie  hon.  Member  for  North- West 
Lancashire,  speaking  the  other  night, 
said  that  when  the  details  of  the  Bill 
came  to  be  considered  in  Committee,  it 
would  be  subjected  to  the  same  tem- 
perate criticism  as  had  marked  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  second  reading  ;  and  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin,  speaking  last  night 
at  Bristol,  said  he  thought  the  Bill  would 
become  a  moderate  and  useful  measure 
as  it  progressed.     And  I  thought  I  heard 
in  the  closing  passages  of  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman   just    now, 
some    expression   of   the    same    kind, 
pointing  to  a  desire    on    his  part  to 
amend  the  Bill  in  Committee.     But  if 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  succeeds  in 
defeatmg  this  Bill  on  the  second  read- 
ing, how  is  it  to  be  submitted  to  this 
temperate  criticism,  and  how  is  it  to  be 
amended  and  made  a  useful  measure  in 
Committee?    From  the  language  hold 
by  the   hon.   and  gallant  Member  for 
North- West  Lancashire  (Colonel  Stan- 
ley), and  the  right  hon.   and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.   Gibson),    and  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  himself,  I  can  come  to  no 
other  conclusion  that  they  do  not  with 
tlieir  whole  hearts  support  this  Motion 
fur  the  rejection  of  this  Bill.     They  do 
not  wish  the  Amendment  to  be  carried ; 
and  it  is  only  a  step  they  are  supporting 
for  the  purpose  of  relieving  themselves 
from  some  responsibility  for  the  Bill, 
and   perhaps  to  satisfy   some    of   the 
rather  more  ardent  Members  of  their 
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own  Party.    I  wish  to  ask  the  Houas 
whether  that  position  on  the  part  of  a 
great  Party,  and  in  regard  to  such  a 
measure  and  such  a  question  as  tlu%  is 
either  a  dignified  or  a  useful  pooitioii  ? 
I  conceive  that  on  such  a  questiofi  and 
on  such  a  measure  every  Member  of  the 
House  is  bound — and  more  eepeciallT 
the  Leaders  of  a  great  Gonstitatioiuu 
Party — to  have  an  opinion  of  thmr  own, 
and  that  they  are  bound  to  vote  as  if 
the  fate  of  the  Bill  depended  upon  that 
vote.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
told  us  that  he  regrets  having  to  ^re  a 
vote  against  the  Bill,  and  he  looks  for- 
ward to  Amendments.    I  do  not  oon- 
sider  that  the  speech  we  have  just  heard 
is  one  which  indicates  in  the  slightest 
degree  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentiemaa 
had  the  power  of  rejecting  the  Bill,  he 
would  take  the  responsibility  of  exercia- 
ing  that  power.      If  hon.   Gentlemea 
opposite  think  that  no  change  is  re- 
quired ;  if  they  agree  with  the  tenns  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  North  Leicestershire  that  all 
that  is  wanted  is  a  development  of  the 
industrial  resources  of  Ireland ;  if  they 
think  that  the  present  crisis  is  to  be  met 
by  loans  or  g^tts — an  increase  of  fishery 
loans  and  an  incre€»e  of  the  grant  for 
fishery  piers — then  I  think  they  ought 
to  reject  this  Bill.     If  thej  think  ^at 
the  principles  of  the  Bill  are  unsound ; 
if  they  think  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  and  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  lor  Preston 
(Sir  John  Holker),  that  this  Bill  is  a 
Bill  of  confiscation  and  spoliation,  and 
that  it  will  lead  to  other  measures  of 
Communism  and  robbery  —  if  that  is 
their  opinion,  then  they  ought  to  reject 
the  Bill,  and  they  ought  not  to  make 
excuses  for  voting  against  the  second 
reading.     I  can    understand  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire,  after  the 
eloquent  and  able  denunciation  of  the 
legislation  of  1870,  and  of  the  proposed 
legislation  of  1881 ,  which  we  have  heard 
this  evening — I  can  imderstand   him, 
and  can  beheve  that  he  does  vote  with 
all  his  heart  and  soul  for  the  rejection 
of  the  Bill,  and  that  if  the  fate  of  the 
Bill  depended  upon  his  vote,  that  Tote 
would  be  given  for  the  rejection.     But 
what  reasons  have  we  heard  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  for  rejecting  the  Bill  ?    He  said 
he  would  not  go  into  details ;  but  it  ap- 
peared to  me  that  almost  the  whole  of 
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speech  consisted  of  criticisms  of  de- 
tails.    He  is   not   going  to  reject  the 
Sill  hecause  he  is  satisfied,  I  suppose, 
with  the  meaning  of  tenancy  ;  or  because 
of  a  difference  of  opinion  between  him- 
self and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  be- 
Iiind  me  as  to  the  unearned  increment ; 
or  because  he   objects  to  the  order  in 
which  the  parts  of  the  Bill  are  arranged. 
He  said  he  could  not  vote  for  the  Bill 
because  it  contained  the  principle  of 
intrinsic  injustice ;  but,  having  spent  a 
ffreat  deal  of  time  in  the  discussion  of 
aetai£s,  I  did  not  hear  him  make  any 
distinct  declaration  as  to  what  the  prin- 
ciple of  intrinsic  injustice  is.     [Sir  Stap- 
FOBO  NoBTHOOTB :  I  spoko  of  Confisca- 
tion.]    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  say  what  were  the  provisions  of  the 
£111   which  involved  confiscation.     He 
did  not  spend  nearly  so  much  time  on 
liis  ideas  as  to  confiscation  as  on  the 
definition  of  tenancy  and  other  parts. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  they  consider  that 
some  change  is  necessary ;  if  they  do 
not  ag^ee  with  the  terms  of  the  Amend- 
ments of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho)  and 
the  noble  I^rd  the  Member  for  'North 
Leicestershire  (Lord  John  Manners) ;  if 
they  consider  that  some  change  is  neces- 
sary, but  that  we  are  setting  about  the 
change  in  the  wrong  way,  then,  again,  it 
is  their  dutv  to  reject  the  Bill,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  to  indicate  in  what  di- 
rection they  consider  the  change  ought 
to  be  made.    If,  however,  they  think, 
as  I  believe  some  of  them  do,  that  the 
principles  of  the  Bill  are,  in  the  main, 
just  and  sound,  but  that  they  are  pushed 
too  far,  or  that  they  are  imskilfmly  ap- 
plied, then  it  would  be  their  duty,  in 
my  opinion,  to  accept  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  pointing  out  in  what 
way  they  think  the  Bill  is  capable  of 
amendment,  and  to  devote  their  ener- 
gies to  Amendments  in  Committee.     For 
fiiese  reasons,  I  think  the  course  they 
are  taking  is  not  extremely  dignified ; 
and  I  venture  to  doubt  whether  it  is  a 
very  useful  course.  They  indicate  plainly 
enough  that  they  expect  the  second  read- 
ing to  pass ;  and  they  are  going  to  turn 
their  attention  to  Amendments  in  Com- 
mittee.   Well,  Sir,  are  they,  by  oppos- 
ing the  second  reading,  taking  the  best 
course  to  enable  them  to  amend  the  Bill 
in  Committee  ?    If  they  had  supported 
or  acquiesced  in  the  second  reading, 
they  would  have  had  a  right  to  come  I 


forward  on  the  discussion  in  Committee 
as  allies  and  fellow- workers,  at  all  events, 
in  the  same  cause ;  and  there  are  many 
Amendments  which  they  could  have 
brought  forward,  and  which  would  have 
been  entitled  to  respectful,  and  possibly 
favourable,  consideration.  But  what 
view  must  we  take  of  Amendments 
which  are  brought  forward  in  Com- 
mittee by  hon.  Members  who  have 
announced  themselves,  by  their  oppo- 
sition to  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
opponents  and  enemies  of  the  Bill? 
Every  Amendment  brought  forward  un- 
der such  circumstances  must  be  looked 
at  by  the  Mends  of  the  Bill  with  doubt 
and  suspicion.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  does  not 
intend  to  vote  for  the  second  reading. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Stafford 
Northoote)  is  going  to  oppose  the  second 
reading ;  but  it  is  more  clear  and  much 
easier  to  understand  why  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  should  wish  to 
defeat  the  Bill  or,  at  all  events,  to  be 
indifferent  to  its  success.  The  hon. 
Member  has  on  various  occasions  indi- 
cated what  the  policy  of  the  Land 
League  is.  He  has  repeated  it  to-night. 
His  policy  I  have  always  conceived  to 
be  the  total  expropriation  of  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland,  accompanied  by  more 
or  less  compensation  for  that  expropria- 
tion. Thenon.  Member  has  told  us  to- 
night that  he  is  not  in  favour  of  the  expro- 
priation of  all  landlords,  but  that  he  is 
in  favour  of  the  power  being  given  to 
expropriate  all  landlords ;  and  i  can  see 
that  the  position  of  those  who  are  not 
expropriated  will  not  be  one  of  any 
great  security.  Then  the  hon.  Member 
proposes  to  substitute  for  the  landlords 
occupying  proprietors ;  and  he  would  do 
this,  not  by  a  voluntary,  but  by  a  com- 

EulsOry  process.  What  are  the  means 
y  which  he  intends  to  accomplish  this  ob- 
ject ?  He  intends,  as  far  as  is  in  his  and 
his  Friends'  power,  to  deprive  the  land- 
lords now  and  hereafter  of  their  means 
of  subsistence ;  he  intends  to  embitter 
the  relations  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant ;  and  he  intends,  as  far  as  he  can,  to 
make  the  landlords'  existence  intolerable, 
imtil  they  will  be  willing  to  accept  any 
terms  offered  them.  Naturally,  no  Bill, 
the  object  of  which  is  to  improve  the 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant  ; 
no  Bill,  which  is  intended  to  restrain 
the  abuse  of  a  system  which  he  wishes 
entirely  to  get  rid  of— no  such  Bill  as 
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that  would  be  satisfactory  to  tlie  hon. 
Member.  Whatever  may  be  the  case 
•with  the  landlords,  whatever  may  be  the 
case  with  the  tenants,  he,  at  all  events, 
can  aflPord  to  wait.  The  landlords  may 
not  be  able  to  afford  to  wait,  they  may 
be  unable  to  meet  their  obligations, 
they  mav  be  deprived  almost  of  the 
means  of  living;  the  tenants  may  not 
be  able  to  live  much  longer  in  this  state 
of  continual  warfare  against  their  land- 
lords ;  it  may  be  almost  impossible  for 
the  people  of  these  countries  to  endure 
much  longer  the  state  of  anarchy  which 
this  conflict  involves ;  it  may  be  impos- 
sible for  anyone  else  to  wait ;  but  it  is 
perfectly  possible,  in  fact,  it  is  the 
game  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  to  wait,  because  the  longer  this 
state  of  things  continues,  the  longer  the 
feud  between  landlord  and  tenant  is 
kept  up,  the  more  embittered  the  rela- 
tions between  landlord  and  tenant  be- 
come, the  more  violent  the  measures  of 
attack  on  the  rights  of  property  and  the 
measures  of  defence  of  tne  rights  of 

Sroperty,  the  more  it  suits  the  hon. 
[ember's  purpose,  and  the  sooner  he 
will  accomplish  his  end.  His  object  is 
perfectly  plain,  and  I  am  not  surprised 
the  hon.  Member  refuses  his  support  to 
the  BiU.  But  I  cannot  imagine  how 
hon.  Members  opposite  can  have  any 
sympathy  with  those  objects.  It  is  their 
desire — it  must  be  their  desire — that 
this  question  should  be  settled,  and 
settled  as  satisfactorily  and  as  speedily 
as  may  be  ;  it  must  be  their  object  and 
desire  that  the  question  should  be  settled 
with  the  smallest  amount  of  change  of 
which  it  is  capable.  What  is  the  neces- 
sity for  legislation  on  this  subject  at 
all?  The  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
colnshire (Mr.  Chaplin)  has  said  he 
does  not  consider  any  of  the  reasons 
given  by  the  Prime  Minister  adequate 
or  complete,  and  that  in  his  opinion 
the  real  reason  why  the  BiU  has  been 
brought  in  is  the  agitation  in  Ire- 
land, and  the  obstruction  which  has 
been  encountered  in  this  House.  Sir, 
I  deny  that  it  Is  the  agitation  in  Ireland 
or  the  obstruction  in  this  House  which 
is  the  cause  of  this  le^slation  ;  but  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  admit,  and  I  do  not 
think  there  can  be  any  doubt  of  it,  that 
one  of  the  causes  which  rendered  legis- 
lation necessary,  and  legislation  of  this 
character,  is  the  present  condition  of 
Ireland.  This  condition  has  been  caused 
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partly  by  the  agricultural  dopiosaaoa 
which  has  visited  England  and  Ireland 
alike  during  the  last  few  years,  irhich 
has  partly  caused  the  agitation,    and 
partly  by  the  condition  of  Ireland  whick 
has  been  produced  by  the  agitation.     It 
is  not  the  fact,  as  has  been  frequantlj 
alleged,  that  tliis  condition,    which   in 
the  opinion  of  everybody  necessttates 
legislation  of  some  kmd,  is  a  new  tihin^r 
or  that  it  dates  j&om  the  accession  of  tb« 
present  Government.  In  the  years  1878, 
1879,and  1880,di8CU8sionanponthe,qiiea^ 
tion  took  place  in  the  House  of  Lords;  dis- 
cussions to  which  I  would  refer  at  greater 
length  were  it  not  for  the  lateness  of  the 
hour.     In  the  summers  of  1878-9-80, 
the    disturbed    state    of    Ireland 
acknowledged  by  Lord  Cairns,  who 
then  Lord  Chancellor,  and  by  the  Daks 
of  Eichmond  and  Gordon ;  and  in  1880 
a  quotation  was  made  from  a  charge  of 
Judge  Fitzgerald,  in  which  descriptions 
were  given  of  the  state  of  certain  coun- 
ties in  the  West  of  Ireland,  which  reiudA 
word  for  word  with  the  descriptions  of 
what  was  going  on  in  Ireland  daring  the 
last  winter  in  a  much  more  extended 
area.    The  causes  which  had  produced 
the  state  of  things  in  a  limited  part 
of  Ireland  in  1878-9-80  have  produced  it 
elsewhere  since;  and  if  the  late  GoTom- 
ment  were  unable  to  cope  with  the  agita- 
tion in  a  very  limited  area  in  1878-9-80, 
how  is  it  possible  to  argue  that  it  is  en- 
tirely owing  to  the  remissness  of  the 
present  Government  that  that  agitation 
has  spread  ?  It  seems  to  me  that  a  more 
unfortunate  quotation  was  never  used 
than  was  used  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  senior  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket) 
last  night.   He  quoted  from  Shakspeare 
the  lines — 

**  A  little  fire  ia  quickly  trodden  out, 

"  Much  suffered,  rivers  ^dll  sot  quench.** 

Sir,  that  little  fire,  which  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  seems  to  think 
has  been  burning  only  since  the  acces- 
sion of  the  present  Government  to  power, 
was  burning,  as  I  have  said,  and  as  is 
acknowledged  by  Members  of  the  lato 
Govemment,duringtheir  tenureof  Office. 
That  state  of  things  was  existing  in  the 
counties  of  Galway  and  Mayo  during  the 
three  last  years  of  the  tenure  of  power 
of  the  late  Government.  [Sir  Stafford 
NoBTHGOTE  disscuted.]  i  see  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Stafibrd  North* 
cote)  shaking  his  head*    I  am  afiraid  X 
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must  read  the  extracts.  In  1878,  Lord 
Oaims  said — 

"  I  also  rcgr<>tto8ay,onthe  part  of  the  Govem- 
ment,  that  there  Ib  much  reason  to  helieve  that 
these  occurrences  in  that  district  are  not  merely 
isolated  acts  having  their  ori^n  in  purely  local 
circumstances,  but  that  they  are  more  or  less  con- 
nected with  a  larger  organization — an  organiza- 
tion having  the  double  effect  of  leading  to  the 
commission  of  these  crimes,  and  bringing  to  bear 
in  the  district  where  they  are  committed  a  sys- 
tem of  terrorism  and  alarm  which  prevents  any 
evidence  being  given  against  the  authors  of  the 
crimes.  With  all  the  means  of  information 
which  we  possess,  while  I  cannot  say  that  un- 
detected and  unpunished  crime  has  increased 
and  is  increasing  in  the  greater  par^  of  Ireland, 
I  believe  that  in  the  particular  locality  to  which 
reference  has  been  made  the  state  of  the  country 
is  serious,  and  it  is  certainly  a  subject  of  great 
anxiety  to  the  Government."  — [^  Hansard ^ 
oczxxiz.  1209.] 

In  the  next  year  the  Duke  of  Bichmond 
and  (iordon  made  a  similar  declaration ; 
and  in  the  spring  of  last  year,  on  March 
15thy  the  following  quotation  was  made 
in  the  charge  of  Judge  Fitzgerald  : — 

**  There  seems  to  bo  sufficient  evidence  of  an 
extensive  combination  for  the  purpose  of  for- 
cibly interfering  to  prevent  thepayment  of  rent 
by  tenants  to  their  landlords.  This  combination 
manifests  its  existence  in  various  ways — by  the 
posting  of  threatening  letters  demanding  such 
reduction  as  these  persons  judge  themselves  en- 
titled to ;  by  threats  of  violence  to  those  who 
continue  the  payment  of  rent,  and  to  those  who 
it  is  apprehended  are  willing  to  pay  it,  and  in 
some  instances  by  actual  violence  to  those  who 
discharge  their  legal  obligations  in  the  payment 
of  their  rent.  The  feeling  has  further  displayed 
itself  by  threats  against  ministers  of  the  I^w 
whose  duty  it  is  to  serve  civil  bill  processes,  by 
the  use  of  violence  to  those  who  have  discharged 
this  duty,  and  in  many  instances  by  violence 
and  irritation  committed  in  the  face  of  the  con- 
stituted authority.  This  last  nature  of  agrarian 
crime  is  dangerous,  because  it  is  plain  it  will 
lead  to  bloodshed,  which  no  one  can  contem- 
plate calmly." 

Well,  I  ask  whether  these  descriptions 
are  not  descriptions  of  identically  the 
same  state  of  things  that  now  exists? 
[Lord  HAin>oLFH  Churchill  :  Then  there 
were  the  Peace  Preservation  Acts.] 
There  was  the  little  fire  burning.  It  was 
only  in  a  small  part  of  Ireland,  and  the 
late  Goyemmont  were  able  to  devote  and 
concentrate  their  whole  attention  upon 
it.  They  could  use  all  the  powers  of 
the  Peace  Preservation  Act;  but  they 
did  not  prevent  it.  The  state  of  things 
I  have  shown  to  exist  was  not  sup- 

rsed  in  any  one  of  the  three  years, 
the  General  Election  in  1880,  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  was  returned,  with  20  or  80 


Members,  pledged  to  support  an  exten- 
sion of  this  system.  Well,  that  was  the 
condition  of  the  country,  which  had  long 
existed,  and  which  I  admit  had  be- 
come infinitely  worse  during  the  last 
year,  and  which  I  have  also  shown  the 
late  Government  were  absolutely  imable 
to  cope  with,  although  it  was  then  on  a 
much  smaller  scale.     Sir,  what  is  the 

E resent  condition  of  Ireland  ?  It  is  too 
ttle  to  say  that  we  are  within  a  mea- 
surable distance  of  civil  war.  In  some 
parts  of  the  coimtry  there  does  actually 
exist  civil  war  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  and  the  consequences  to  the  com- 
munity are  equally  deplorable,  which- 
ever Party  may  be  in  power.  Many 
parts  of  ^e  country  are  in  such  a  con- 
dition that  rent  cannot  be  collected  ex- 
cept it  is  at  the  cost  of  wholesale  evic- 
tions— evictions  which  turn  numbers  of 
persons  out  of  house  and  home,  and 
which  create  a  most  bitter  feeling  be- 
tween classes  in  Ireland.  And  u  the 
law  is  not  enforced,  the  consequence  is 
equally  deplorable,  because  a  number 
of  landlords  are  defrauded  of  their  just 
and  legitimate  rights.  Well,  Sir,  such 
a  state  of  things  as  exists  in  a  s^at  part 
of  Ireland,  and  which,  on  a  limited  scale, 
existed  during  the  last  years  of  the 
tenure  of  Office  of  the  late  Government, 
was  the  sole  reason  for  the  legislation 
with  regard  to  this  question.  I  will 
onlv  say  one  word  concerning  the  prin- 
ciples contained  in  the  Bill.  With  the 
exception  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  we  have 
heard  no  strong  denunciation  of  those 
principles.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  has  g^atly 
changed  his  views  since  last  year,  when 
he  referred  to  the  **  three  F's  "  as 
''Fraud,  Force,  and  Folly."  I  think 
that  to-night  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
expressed  his  adhesion  to  one  of  the 
"three  F's"—" flair  rent."  At  all  events, 
I  have  not  heard  him  say  ho  was  un- 
willing there  should  be  an  interference 
by  a  Court  of  Law  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
gelating the  rent.  Well,  Sir,  there  is 
nothing,  after  all,  that  is  very  dreadful 
in  the  **  three  F's."  If  there  is  any  ob- 
jection to  the  ''three  F's,"  it  is  to  the 
extent  to  which  they  may  be  applied, 
or  to  the  manner  in  which  they  are  en- 
forced. In  the  **  three  F*s"  themselves, 
taken  as  principles,  there  is  nothing  to 
be  alarmed  at.  On  the  contrary,  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  "  three 

[EigMk  NiglU.I 


919 


Land  Zau> 


fOOMMONS) 


(Tr§hmti  BiO. 


F's  "  at  this  moment  form  the  basis  of 
the  management  of  a  g^eat  many  of  the 
best  estates  in  Ireland.  Those  prin- 
ciples, recognized  already  to  a  great  ex- 
tent by  many  landlords  in  Ireland,  are 
to  be  found  in  this  Bill ;  but  they  are 
to  be  found,  not  pure  and  simple,  not 
without  limitation,  but  with  limitations 
of  every  description.  And  the  question 
is  whether  those  principles,  which  are 
admitted  to  be  sound  by  many  landlords 
in  the  management  of  their  own  estates, 
cannot  safely  be  engrafted  on  the  Land 
Code  of  Ireland,  secured  as  they  are  by 
the  limitations  in  the  Bill  ?  Those  prin- 
ciples were  advocated  by  the  late  Mr. 
Butt,  who,  while  sympathizing  warmly 
with  the  tenants  of  Ireland,  certainly 
did  not  entertain  any  of  the  ideas  which 
are  now  held  as  to  the  expropriation  of 
landlords;  they  were  recommended  by 
the  authority  of  one  Commission,  and  by 
the  authority  of  the  majority  of  another 
Commission  —  the  Richmond  Commis- 
sion. Whatever  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  may 
say,  I  am  prepared  to  maintain  that  the 
most  vital  of  the  "three  F*s,"  and  that 
which  involves  the  adoption,  to  a  certain 
extent,  of  the  others,  is  contained  in  the 
Beport  of  the  majority  of  the  Duke  of 
Bichmond's  Commission.  It  must  be 
admitted  that  a  passage  in  that  Beport 
does  contain  the  principle  of  judicial  in- 
terference in  the  fixing  of  rent.  No 
doubt,  the  hon.  Member  said  it  was  only 
meant  that  that  power  should  be  exer- 
cised in  certain  places,  and  with  refer- 
ence only  to  improvements  made  by  ten- 
ants. Bat  if  there  is  to  be  interference 
at  all,  you  must  empower  the  Court  to 
decide  when  that  interference  is  to  take 
place.  You  admit  the  principle  when  you 
admit  the  interference  of  the  Court  at  all. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  pointed  out  to  us  in  a 
tone  of  triumph  that  the  Commissioners 
were  not  prepared  to  support  the  **  three 
r*8"  in  their  integrity ;  but  it  does  not 
follow  that  if  they  were  not  prepared  to 
support  the  *'  three  F's  "  in  their  inte- 
grity, they  were  not  the  logical  conse- 
quence of  the  recommendations  which 
the  Commissioners  made.  If  you  once 
sanction  the  principle  of  judicial  inter- 
ference for  the  purpose  of  fixing  rents 
you  will  find  that  you  have  obtained  a 
reality  without  security.  I  will  not, 
at  this  hour  of  the  night  (1.20),  de- 
tain the  House  by  recapitulating  the 
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provisions  of  the  Bill.  We  ahAll 
an  ample  opportunity  of  diBcuasinff  u 
by-and-bye.  The  question  for  ue 
cision  of  the  House  is  an  eztremelj 
simple  one.  In  my  idea,  the  law  in  Ire- 
land has  too  long  neglected  to  reoogniaa 
the  customary  and  equitable  rights  o£ 
the  tenant.  Nothing  could  be  mora  di»- 
tinct  than  the  Beport  of  the  majoritj  of 
the  Duke  of  Bichmond's  CommiaBka 
that  it  has  been  the  practice  for  a  loxt^ 
time  in  Ireland  for  the  tenant  to  mako 
the  substantial  improvements,  and  irher* 
that  is  the  case  it  must  inevitably  faXkm 
that  the  tenant  has  equitable  rigfat& 
We  have  gone  all  this  time  on  the 
assumption  that  the  tenants  in  Ireland 
were  able  to  protect  these  eqoitahk 
rights,  and  that  there  ought  to  be  free- 
dom of  contract.  But  we  cannot  do  se 
now.  We  have  to  acknowledge  thai 
freedom  of  contract  does  not  exist  in 
Ireland,  and  that  the  tenants  never  have 
been  and  are  not  in  a  position  to  pro- 
tect themselves  in  the  possession  of  thaae 
equitable  rights.  The  law  has  given  a 
presumption  in  favour  of  the  landlord 
and  against  the  tenant.  It  haa  given 
everything  to  the  landlord  and  nothing 
to  the  tenant.  From  1870  we  have  en- 
deavoured to  reform  that  state  of  things 
by  the  Land  Act  of  that  year.  We  en- 
deavoured, by  a  system  mainly  based  on 
the  imposition  of  certain  penalties,  and 
upon  other  provisions,  to  protect  theM 
customary  and  equitable  rights  to  which 
the  tenants  of  Ireland  are  entitled.  The 
Act  of  1870  has  been  found  practicallj 
inadequate ;  and  what  this  Bill  propoeefl 
to  do  is  to  supplement  that  Act  by  oihet 
and  more  direct  provisions  intended  to 
secure  to  the  tenant  his  equitable  and 
customary  rights.  That  issue  is  suffi- 
ciently intelligible.  Is  it  expedient  that 
changes  in  this  direction  should  be  made; 
and  if  it  is  expedient  that  the  equitable 
and  customary  rights  of  the  tenants  of 
Ireland  should  be  more  fully  recognized 
than  they  have  been,  do  the  changes 
proposed  in  this  Bill  fidly  and  equitably 
meet  that  object?  My  belief  is  that 
they  do,  and  that  the  Bill  does  supple* 
ment  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1870 
in  both  particulars  where  hitherto  it  has 
failed.  And,  in  that  beHef,  I  think  the 
House  would  do  well  to  support  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  determiiie 
for  itself,  if  it  is  necessary,  in  Com* 
mittee  to  make  dearer  and  more  simple 
provisions. 
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Mb.  OALLAN  had  no  wish  to  detain 
the  House  for  more  than  a  few  minutes, 
and  he  should  not  interpose  at  all  if  it 
were  not  for  the  fact  that  in  justifica- 
tion both  of  himself  and  his  consti- 
tuents he  felt  bound  not  to  give  a  silent 
Tote.  He  happened  to  belong  to  a  sec- 
tion of  the  House,  of  whom  there  were 
now  only  two  survivors,  who,  on  an  occa- 
sion siinilar  to  the  present,  when  dis- 
oosfiing  a  Land  Bill  for  Ireland,  felt 
bound  to  vote  ag^nst  it.  He  did  not 
on  the  present  occasion  propose  to  follow 
a  precedent  which  many  of  his  Friends 
opposite  deemed  to  be  an  unwise  one. 
But,  while  he  did  not  intend  to  oppose 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  he  re- 
g;retted  the  absence  from  it  of  what  he 
conceived  to  be  a  cardinal  principle — 
namely,  fixity  of  tenure.  During  the 
Becess  he  had  endeavoured  to  study  the 
views,  not  of  the  enemies  of  the  Bill, 
bat  of  such  of  its  friends  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
C.  Eussell).  Speaking  of  free  sale,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  that 
in  his  judgment,  if  the  restrictions  now 

OX)sed  were  allowed  to  remain  in  the 
,  the  expression  "  free  sale  "  would 
be  a  perfect  misnomer.  Had  anything 
occun^  in  the  course  of  the  debate  to 
hold  out  a  hope  that  in  Committee  the 
Bill,  in  this  respect,  would  be  improved? 
The  same  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
speaking  of  the  resumption  by  the  land- 
lord, stated  clearly  and  emphatically 
that  the  power  of  resumption  by  the 
landlord  was  a  one-sided  arrangement, 
which  gave  powers  to  the  landlord 
that  might  oe  used  with  injurious 
effect  towards  the  tenant.  He  would 
ask  whether  any  promise  had  been 
made  by  the  Government  that  that 
complaint  would  be  remedied?  Then, 
again,  the  same  hon.  and  learned 
Gfentleman,  in  speaking  of  the  question 
of  '*  fair  rent,"  gave  expression  to  the 
feeling  which  evidently  pervaded  the 
majority  of  Members  of  that  House — 
namely,  that  the  provisions  of  the  mea- 
sure in  regard  to  fair  rent  were  most 
ambiguous.  Although  he  (Mr.  Oallan) 
believed  he  understood  what  the  object 
of  the  clause  was,  yet  he  confessed  that 
he  was  by  no  means  certain  that  he 
knew  what  was  really  meant  by  *'fair 
rent."  It  was  the  most  vital  point  in 
the  whole  of  the  Bill,  and  it  ought  to  be 
expressed  in  language  that  '*he  who 
runs  may  read."    He  had  waited  with 


some  anxiety  for  an  explanation  of  what 
fair  rent  was  supposed  to  mean ;  but  the 
matter  remained  still  as  it  did  on  the 
first  day  of  the  introduction  of  the  Bill, 
a  kind  of  geometrical  puzzle.  Since  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill  on  the  7th  of 
April,  he  had  twice  visited  Ireland,  and 
he  had  spent  a  considerable  time  in 
travelling  through  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts of  Louth,  Armagh,  and  Monaghan, 
in  order  to  ascertain  the  opinions  of  the 
farmers  in  regard  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill,  and  especially  in  refer- 
ence to  the  jurisdiction  it  was  pro- 
posed to  confer  upon  the  County  Court 
Judges.  He  had  hoped  that  some  pro- 
mise would  be  made  by  the  Government 
that  in  Committee  the  clause  relating  to 
the  County  Court  Judges  would  be  elim- 
inated from  the  Bill.  But  what  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister say  on  Monday  ?  He  said  it  would 
not  only  be  unwise  but  impossible  to 
pass  over  a  body  of  gentlemen  who  had 
had  an  opportunity  under  the  Land 
Act  of  collecting  a  mass  of  experience 
such  as  was  not  possessed  by  any  other 
body  of  gentlemen  in  Ireland.  He 
would  give  the  House  the  opinion  of 
an  hon.  and  learned  Member  who  was 
not  a  violent  Land  Leaguer,  but  was  a 
supporter  of  the  Government,  and  who 
sat  immediately  beside  them  —  the 
same  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
whom  he  had  alreadv  alluded  (Mr.  0. 
Bussell).  What  did  that  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  say  of  these  County 
Court  Judges,  whom  they  were  told  by 
the  Prime  Minister  it  was  impossible  to 
pass  over  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
said  he  had  never  recul  a  Bill  which,  in 
its  practical  operation,  would  more  tho- 
roughly and  entirely  depend  upon  the 
machinery  by  which  it  was  to  be  carried 
out.  He  believed  the  Bill  might  be 
made  a  boon  to  the  Irish  tenants  if 
it  were  wisely,  sympathetically,  and 
honestly  carried  out ;  but  it  was  also  a 
Bill  capable  of  being  made  restrictive 
and  oppressive,  if  worked  by  people 
who  chose  to  take  an  unsympathetic 
view  of  it.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber then  went  on  to  say  that  the  Coimiy 
Court  Judges  did  not  possess  the  confi- 
dence of  the  Irish  people.  He  did  not 
belong  to  the  tenant  class ;  he  did  not 
move  amongst  them;  he  had  no  sym- 
pathy with  them,  and  those  he  moved 
amongst  were  those  who  felt  no  sym- 
pathy with  them.     He  (Mr.  Callan)  had 


923 


ZandZaw 


(CX}MMONS| 


{Ir9ltmi)  BW. 


924 


bad  some  experience  of  county  chair- 
men, and  of  three  in  particular,  in  his 
own  county.  He  might  say  of  two 
of  them,  who  were  Conservatives,  that 
while  they  were  ready  to  express  every 
sympathy  for  the  Irish  tenants  in  their 
acts,  they  had  never  been  known  to 
show  such  sympathy.  Yet,  by  this  Bill, 
they  would  be  placed  in  a  position  to 
judge  what  was  a  fair  and  an  unfair 
rent.  Happening  to  be  upon  some  pro- 
perty in  the  county  of  Louth  on  Satur- 
day, he  had  examined  the  Poor  Law 
valuation,  and  he  found  there  was 
one  tenant  whose  farm  was  valued  at 
£31  10«.,  but  who  paid  to  a  county 
chairman  a  rent  of  £63  Is,  4d, — more 
than  100  per  cent  above  the  Poor  Law 
valuation.  In  the  case  of  another  ten- 
ant, whose  property  was  valued  at  £14 
a-year,  the  rental  was  more  than  100 
per  cent  above  the  Poor  Law  valua- 
tion. These  tenants  were  voters ;  and, 
therefore,  he  had  called  upon  them  in 
order  to  see  where  the  shoe  pinched  in 
regard  to  the  present  Bill,  and  they 
said — '*  What  justice  could  we  expect 
from  a  county  chairman  if  he  happens 
to  be  similarly  circumstanced  to  ours  ? 
Our  landlord  is  the  county  chairman  of 
another  county,  and  he  exacts  from  us 
an  exorbitant  rent — 100  per  cent  over 
Griffith's  valuation.''  He  (Mr.  OaUan) 
might  enter  further  into  this  matter,  but 
he  had  no  wish  to  make  charges,  indis- 
criminately, against  the  county  chairmen. 
The  gentleman  to  whom  he  referred  was 
a  Catholic,  and  a  Liberal,  connected  with 
the  county  of  Louth,  and  he  put  himself 
forward  as  a  tenant-righter.  He  wished 
his  hon.  Friends  the  Members  for  Sligo 
joy  of  the  county  chairman  they  had 
got;  but  he  certainly  hoped  that  the 
poor  impoverished  tenants  of  that 
county  would  have  some  other  Judge, 
under  the  provisions  of  the  present  Bill, 
than  a  county  chairman  who  exacted 
from  his  tenants  a  rent  that  was  more 
than  100  per  cent  more  than  Griffith's 
valuation.  Then,  again,  in  regard  to 
leases,  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
something  should  be  done  beyond  what 
was  proposed  by  the  Bill  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Even  the  Prime  Minister  himself 
admitted  that  the  subject  was  one  that 
was  worthy  of  consideration.  In  the 
course  of  his  progress  last  Saturday  he 
(Mr.  Callan)  called  upon  an  aged  lady, 
andhehadreceivedfiromher  in  confidence 
certain  documents  which,  in  confidence, 

Mr.  CaUan 


he  would  show  to  any  hon.  Member. 
She  held  a  lease  from  an  Engliah  nobl»» 
man.  To  his  (Mr.  Callan' s)  knowledge, 
the  late  tenant  had  built  upon  the  pro- 
perty a  house  and  offices,  and  within 
the  last  25  years  had  spent  sometkinir 
like  £1,600  upon  it.  He  laid  it  afl 
down  in  grass,  and  since  the  paasing  of 
the  Act  of  1870  his  lease  had  expired. 
And  what  did  this  English  nobleman,  or 
rather  his  trustees,  do  ?  He  forced  apoai 
this  Irish  tenant  a  lease  by  which  he 
covenanted  to  relinquish  all  rights  nnder 
the  Land  Act  of  1870.  He  held  in  his 
hands  all  the  correspondence,  and  among 
it  was  a  letter  dated  in  1879.  It  was  a 
letter  to  the  tenant  saying — **  Please  get 
the  enclosed  lease  signed  and  returaed 
forthwith."  And  three  days  af  terwardi, 
the  tenant,  not  having  complied  with 
this  mandate,  received  another  couched 
as  follows : — 

"  I  understand  that  you  declined  to  sign  Xh» 
yearly  agreement  forwarded  to  you  aa  my  ten. 
ant.  I  therefore  require  you  to  give  up  poMos- 
sion  forthwith,  as  the  covenants  contaiiied  ta 
your  lease  expired  last  May.  I  intend  to  Bend 
the  bailiff  to  your  house  on  Monday  for  th« 
purpose  of  taking  it  over,  and  I  hope  you  win 
give  up  po3session  without  delay.  Of  courte«  il 
you  forward  the  lease  signed  without  delay,  I 
have  instructed  the  bailiff  not  to  take  f  ortha 
notice." 

Thus,  with  his  blunderbuss  presented  at 
his  head,  the  tenant,  who  alone  had 
made  the  farm  a  valuable  one,  was 
compelled  to  submit  to  the  landlord's 
terms.  He  was  told — **K  you  do  not 
sign  that  document,  relinquishing  your 
rights  and  debarring  yourself  from  aU 
benefit  under  the  Land  Act  of  1870, 
I  will  turn  you  out."  Beference  had 
been  made  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
to  the  late  Mr.  Butt,  particularly  by  the 
noble  Marquess  who  had  just  addreaaed 
the  House  (the  Marquess  of  Hartingtonl 
whose  kindly  and  sympathetic  speech 
made  him  (Mr.  Oallan)  regret  exceed* 
ingly  that  the  noble  Marquess,  instead 
of  being  appointed  to  preside  over  the 
affairs  of  India,  had  not  been  placed  at 
the  head  of  the  Irish  Executive.  Mr. 
Butt,  speaking  of  the  Land  Bill  of  1870, 
and  summing  up  its  merits  and  demerits, 
used  these  almost  prophetic  words — 

"  Such  a  measure,  if  successful  in  tome  re* 
spects,  will  leave  in  our  system  such  elements 
of  disaster  as  will  yet  shake  Irish  aocietT  to  its 
base.*' 

Mr.  George  Power  Bryan,  in  moving  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill  of  1870,  said  the 
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BOl,  aa  it  stood,  did  not  fulfil  the  as- 
pirations of  the  Irish  people.  The  same 
thing  miffht  he  said  or  the  present  Bill. 
Did  it  fuml  the  aspirations  of  the  Irish 
people  ? 

"  You  may  pass  it  into  law,"  said  Mr.  Biyan ; 
*•  but  do  not  deceive  yourselves.  It  will  entirely 
fail  to  satisfy  the  country.*' 

The  same  warning  was  applicahle  to  the 
present  measure.  Would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land venture  to  tell  the  House  that  the 
Bill  now  hefore  it  would  satisfy  the 
country  and  quiet  the  disaffection  which 
now  existed  ?    Mr.  Bryan  added — 

'*  It  is  because  I  am  of  opinion  that  if  the  Bill 
should  pass  in  it«  present  shape,  litigation  and 
consequent  ill-feeung  would  be  perpetuated 
between  the  two  cmsses  of  the  community 
which,  beyond  all  others,  ought  to  live  in  con- 
cord and  unity ;  and,  also,  because  I  feel  that 
tho  just  demands  of  the  Irish  people  miist  be 
met,  that  I  oppose  the  Bill." — [3  Hansardf  cxcix. 
1376-7.] 

He  (Mr.  Callan)  and  a  small  minority 
of  Irish  Memhers  supported  Mr.  Bryan 
on  that  occasion ;  and  on  the  present 
occasion  he  helieved  that  three  times  the 
number  of  Irish  Members  would  take  a 
similar  course.  At  the  risk  of  inter- 
ruption and  of  wearying  the  patience  of 
the  House,  he  had  considered  it  neces- 
sary to  make  these  remarks  rather  than 
give  a  silent  vote.  He  had  never,  since 
he  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  the  House, 
shirked  a  vote  or  given  a  vote  which  he 
thought  he  ought  not  to  have  given.  At 
any  rate,  he  had  had  the  courage  of  his 
convictions,  and  he  could  not  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  endorse  the  Bill  as  accepted 
by  the  Irish  people. 

Sib  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  in  the 
year  1870  he  voted  against  the  Bill  in- 
troduced by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  because,  useful  as  it 
was,  it  did  not  embrace  the  principles 
to  support  which  he  was  elected  to  that 
House.  Now,  in  1881,  he  was  there 
to  say  he  would  support  the  Bill  then 
under  consideration ;  and  why  ?  Bo- 
cause  it  did  recognize  tho  principles 
known  by  the  noubriquet  of  the  '*  throe 
F's,"  to  support  which  not  only  himself 
and  those  who  acted  with  him  were 
elected,  but  also  the  large  majority  of  the 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  now  recognized 
the  lead  of  the  hou.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork.  That 
hon.  Member,  in  the  speech  which  they 
bad  so  lately  heard,  addressed  his  hou. 


Friend  the  Member  for  the  County  of 
Cork,  and  asked  him  upon  what  grounds 
he  had  recommended  the  Bill  to  the 
Irish  people  ?  Would  it  not  have  been 
more  fitting  in  the  hon.  Member  to  have 
first  asked  that  question  of  the  large 
minority  of  his  own  supporters  who  had 
wished  to  support  the  Bill,  and  had 
voted  against  his  proposition  for  absten- 
tion ?  Whatever  might  be  said  in  that 
House,  he  believed  that  the  vast  ma- 
jority of  moderate  men — from  Arch- 
bishops down  to  tenant  farmers — were, 
with  Amendments,  in  favour  of  the  Bill ; 
and  he  would  say  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  did  not  perform  their  duty  and 
their  promise  to  their  constituents  by 
refusing  to  support  a  Bill  embodying 
the  principles  upon  which  they  were 
elected,  and  thereby  weakening  its 
chance  of  becoming  law.  They  had 
heard  that  evening  that  under  the  Act 
of  1870  the  average  amount  of  money 
obtained  as  compensation  by  the  tenants 
in  Ireland  was  only  £27  each ;  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  had 
omitted  to  state  that  the  Act  was  passed, 
not  for  the  purpose  of  levying  damages, 
but  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  evic- 
tion. He  had,  however,  totally  ignored 
the  thousands  of  cases  of  eviction  that 
were  prevented  by  the  Act  of  1870.  He 
(Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  heard  a  rumour 
that  over  30  Tenant  Right  Representa- 
tives were  about  to  abstain  from  voting 
on  that  night.  If  it  were  so,  he  would 
be  indeed  surprised.  For  the  absten- 
tion of  some  he  did  not  find  it  difficult 
to  suggest  a  reason.  They  had  to  de- 
cide between  the  interests  of  the  Irish 
tenant  farmers  and  the  commands  of  The 
Irish  World,  who  would  stop  the  supplies 
if  the  Bill  were  supported  ;  and  he  sup- 
posed, in  face  of  such  an  eventuality, 
they  would  abstain  ftx)m  voting.  But 
there  was  in  Ireland  the  Land  League 
organization  ;  and  though  there  were 
many  villages  and  country  towns  which 
derived  no  benefit  from  the  money  re- 
ceived from  America,  the  local  leaders  of 
the  movement  had  become  petty  kings  and 
dictators,  and  created  a  sense  of  import- 
ance which  caused  men  in  their  neigh- 
bourhood to  fear  them  in  the  exalted  po- 
sition which  they  occupied.  The  occupa- 
tion of  those  gentlemen  would  be  gone  if 
they  had  no  money  to  keep  up  this  or- 
ganization, and  they  would  resume  their 
old  appellations  of  Paddy,  Jim,  or  Mike, 
and  be  relegated  to  their  former  unim- 
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portant  and  humble  positionB.  Again, 
he  had  heard  the  organization  defended 
upon  public  platforms  on  the  gpround 
that  it  was  to  wipe  out  the  old  confis- 
cations in  Ireland — Williamite,  Crom- 
wellian,  and  Elizabethian — if  anjr  such 
latter  now  existed.  To  assert  this  was 
'too  amusing ;  the  more  especially  when 
they  recollected  that  only  the  other  day, 
in  the  North  of  Ireland,  when  address- 
ing an  Orange  meeting,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  boasted  that 
he  was  the  descendant  of  one  who  had 
crossed  the  Boyne  with  that  William  III., 
whom  he  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  supposed 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  would 
call  the  **  Great  Deliverer."  As  re- 
garded the  labourers,  he  found  that  at 
public  meetings  their  claims  were  alluded 
to  at  the  tail  of  the  proceedings  with 
a  bald  resolution,  like  the  toast  of  the 
** Press"  at  a  public  dinner;  but  no 
proposition  was  made  in  their  favour, 
nor  any  plan  suggested  by  which  their 
cruel  case  should  be  dealt  with.  For 
himself,  at  that  hour  of  the  morning,  he 
could  not  go  through  the  many  pro- 
posals of  the  Bill.  In  Committee,  he 
had  reason  to  hope,  many  Amendments 
would  be  carriea  out.  Leaseholders, 
for  instance,  should  not  be  forgotten. 
But  afl  a  Bill  embodying  in  the  spirit 
the  fi^at  principle  of  the  **  three  F's," 
to  which  he  had  pledged  hinself  before 
his  constituents,  it  should  receive  his 
hearty  and  cordial  support. 

Me.  STOEEE  said,  that,  notwith- 
standing the  lateness  of  the  hour,  he 
could  not  sit  quietly  without  saying  one 
word  of  explanation  in  answer  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  who 
had  so  wrongfully  accused  the  Conser- 
vative Party  with  regard  to  the  course 
they  had  taken  in  opposing  the  Bill. 
He  wished  to  say  that  the  Bill  was  op- 
posed by  those  who  sat  near  him  en- 
tirely upon  principle.  They  considered 
that  the  principles  contained  in  it  were 
not  in  accordance  with  political  economy 
or  the  rights  of  property,  and  that  the 
Bill  would  entirely  fail  in  obtaining  the 
object  intended.  Further,  he  desii^  to 
reply  to  the  allegations  made  against 
the  Conservative  Party  that  they  were 
responsible,  in  some  degree,  for  the 
agitation  in  Ireland,  by  saying  that 
those  allegations  were  totally  imfounded, 
as  was  proved  by  the  admission  of  the 
Prime  Minister  himself  in  his  Mid 
Lothian  campaign.    In  his  opinion,  the 

iSir  Ft^ick  O'Brm 


Bill  would  fail  to  stop  agitation  in 
land,  because  it  was  the  interest  of  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  that 
it  should  continue,  and  the  sore  remain 
unhealed. 

Mr.  HEALY  observed,  that  it  was 
gratifying  that,  at  any  rate,  one  Con- 
servative Member  had  risen  to  protest 
against  a  system  which,  on  the  occasion 
of  great  debates,  allowed  the  Whips  to 
arrange  amongst  themselves  when  the 
division  was  to  take  place,  and  allowed 
a  number  of  Gentlemen  who  came  down 
to  the  House  on  those  occasions  to  shout 
down  those  who  got  up  to  speak  at  a 
late  hour.     For  his  own  part,  he  thought 
the  course  which  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gtingway  ought  to  pursue  who  felt 
themselves  aggrieved  by  the  oondact  of 
hon.  Members  opposite  in  this  respect, 
would  be  to  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate.     He  pointed  out  that  when 
hon.  Members  who  sat  on  that  side  of 
the  House  rose  to  speak,  no  matter  how 
great  the  question  and  important  the 
arguments  they  adduced,  they  were  not 
listened  to.     On  the  other  hand,  when 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
or  on  other  Benches  that  were  not  in  the 
cold  shade  of  Opposition  rose  to  apeak, 
it  was  supposed  tnat  their  oontributiona 
to  the  discussion  were  so  important  thai 
they  ought  to  be  listened  to  witboat  the 
slightest  interruption.     He  expressed  a 
hope  that  no  hon.  Gentleman  below  the 
Gangway  would  be  a  party  to  any  ar- 
rangement of  the  kind  he  had  referred 
to,  but  would  at  all  times,  when  neces- 
sary, exercise  his  right  of  speaking. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  352  ;  Noes 
176:  Majority  176. 

AYES. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Agar-Rohartes,hii.T.C. 
Agnew,  W. 
Ainsworth,  D. 
Allen,  H.  G. 
Allon,  \V.  8. 
Allman,  K.  L. 
Ainory,  Sir  J.  H. 
Anderson,  O. 
Archdule,  W.  H. 
Armitage,  B. 
ArmiUtcad,  G. 
Arnold,  A. 
Ashley,  hon.  E.  M. 
Rildwin,  E. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Balfonr.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  J.  S. 


Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  ViAcoant 
Barnes,  A. 
Bairan,  J. 
Baas,H. 

Baxter,  rt  hoa.  W.  E. 
Bellingham,  A,  H. 
Beresfoni,  G.  de  U  P. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Blako,  J.  A. 
Blenneriiaiisett,  8ir  R. 
Blennerhaasett,  R.  P. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Borlaao,  W.  C. 
Brand,  II.  R. 
BraaBov,  H.  A. 
Brafliey,  T. 
Brett,  R.B. 


929 


Zand  Law 


(May  19,  18811 


{Ireland)  Bill 


930 


Bright,  J.  (Manchester) 
Bright,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Brinton,  J. 
Broadhuret,  H. 
Brooks,  M. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Bryce,  J. 
Burt,  T. 
Buszard,  M.  C. 
Butt,  C.  P. 
Buxton,  F.  W. 
Cainc,  W.  S. 
Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  Lord  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Campbell-  Bannerman, 

H. 
Carbutt,  E.  H. 
CaringtoD,  hon.  R. 
Carington,  hn.  Colonel 

W.  H.  P. 
Cartwright,  W.  C. 
CauAton,  R.  E. 
Cavendish,  Lord  E. 
Cavendibh,  Ix>rd  F.  C. 
Chaine,  J. 

Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chambors,  Sir  T. 
Chootham,  J.  F. 
Chi  Iders,  rt.  hn.  H .  C.  E. 
Chittv,  J.  W. 
Clarke,  J.  C. 
Clifford,  C.  C. 
Clobo,  M.  C. 
Coheu,  A. 

Colcbro(;k<*,  Sir  T.  E. 
Colling?,  J. 
Collins,  E. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
Colthurat,  Col.  D.  la  T. 
Corbett,  J. 
Cotes,  C.  C. 
Court auld,  G. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cowan,  J. 
Cowen,  J. 
Cowper,  hon.  H.  F. 
Craig,  W.  Y. 
Cre>'ke,  R. 
Cropper,  J. 
Cro«8,  J.  K. 
Cvum,  A. 
Cnnliffe,  8ir  B.  A. 
Currie,  D. 
DUy,  J. 
Davey,  H. 
Davies,  D. 
Durics,  R. 
Daviet,  W. 
De  Feirioufl,  Baron 
Dickson,  J . 
Dilke.  A.  W. 
Dilke,  Sir  C.  W. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds,  J. 

Dodton,  rt.  hon.  J.  G. 
Duckham,  T. 
Duff,  rt.  hon.  H.  E.  G. 
Dnff,  R.  W.     ' 
Dnndaa,  hoo.  J.  C. 


Earp,  T. 
Edwards,  H. 
Edwards,  P. 
Egerton,  Adm.  hon.  F. 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Errington,  G. 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fairbaim,  Sir  A. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Fawcett,  rt  hon.  H. 
Fay,  C.  J. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Ffolkes,  Sir  W.  H.  B. 
Findlater,  W. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  E. 
Fitzwilliam,  hn.  H.  W. 
Fitz William,  hn.  W.  J. 
Flower,  C. 
Foljambe,  C.  G.  S. 
Foljambe,  F.  J.  8. 
Forster,  Sir  0. 
Forster,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Fort,  R. 
Fowler,  H.  H. 
Fowler,  W. 
Fry,L. 
Fry,  T. 

Gabbett,  D.  F. 
Givan,  J. 

Gladstone,  rt.  hn.  W.  E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gladstone,  W.  H. 
GljTi,  hon.  S.  C. 
Gordon,  Sir  A. 
Gordon,  Lord  D. 
(iourley,  E.  T. 
Gower,  hon.  E.  F.  L. 
Grafton,  F.  W. 
Grant,  A. 
Grant,  D. 
Grant,  Sir  G,  M. 
Greer,  T. 
Grenfell,  W.  H. 
Grey,  A.  H.  G. 
Guest,  M.  3, 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Hamilton,  J.  G.  C. 
Harcourt,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Hastiogv,  G.  W. 
Hayter,  Sir  A.  D. 
Henderson,  F. 
Heneage,  E. 
Henry,  M. 
HerbcheU,  Sir  F. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
Hill,  Lord  A.  W. 
Hill,  T.  U. 
Holland,  S. 
Hollond,  J.  R. 
H«'lms,  J. 
Holms,  W. 
Hopwood,  C.  H. 
Howard,  E.  S. 
Howard,  G.  J. 
Howard,  J. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hutchinson,  J.  D. 
niingworth,  A. 


Inderwick,  F.  A. 
James,  C. 
James,  Sir  H. 
James,  W.  H. 
Jardine,  R. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Johnson,  E. 
Johnson,  W.  M. 
Joicev,  Colonel  J. 
Kingscote,  CoL  R.  N.  F. 
Kinnear,  J. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Laing,  S. 

Lambton,  hon.  F.  W. 
Law,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  W. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Laycock,  R. 
Lea,  T. 
Leake,  R. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leatham,  W.  H. 
Lee,  H. 
Leeman,  J.  J. 
Lefevre,  right  hon.  G. 

J.  S. 
Leigh,  hon.  G.  H.  C. 
Leighton,  Sir  B. 
Lewis,  C.  E. 
Litton,  E.  F. 
Lloyd,  31. 
Lusk,  Sir  A. 
Lymington,  Viscount 
Lyons,  R.  D. 
Macartney,  J.  W.  E. 
Macdonald,  A. 
Mackie,  R.  B. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Macliver,  P.  S. 
Macnaghten,  E. 
M*Arthur,  A. 
M* Arthur,  W. 
M*Clure,  Sir  T. 
M'Coan,  J.  C. 
M'lntyre,  JSneas  J. 
M' Lagan,  P. 
M*Laren,  C.  B.  B. 
McLaren,  J. 
Magniac,  C. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  F.  T. 
Marjori  banks,  Sir  D.  C. 
Marjoribanks,  E. 
Blarriott,  W.  T. 
Martin,  P. 
Martin,  R.  B. 
Mason,  H. 

Misscy,  it.  hon.  W.  N. 
Max  well- Heron,  J. 
Meldon.  C.  H. 
Milbank,  F.  A. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
Moore,  A. 
Morcton,  Lord 
Morgan,  rt.  hn.  G.  O. 
Morley,  A. 
Morley,  S. 
MulhJlland,  J. 
MundclUfrt.  hon.  A.  J« 
Nicholson,  W. 
Noel,  E. 
*  OBeime,  Major  F. 


YOL.  OOTjXI.    [thibd  sirixs.] 


2  H 


O'Brien,  Sir  P. 
O'Conor,  D.  M. 
O'Donoghue,  The 
O'Shaughnessy,  R. 
O'Shea,  W.  H. 
Otway,  A. 
Paget,  T.  T. 
Palmer,  C.  M. 
Palmer,  G. 
Palmer,  J.  H. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Pease,  A. 
Peddie,  J.  D. 
Peel.  A.  W. 
Pender,  J. 
Pennington,  F. 
Philips,  R.  N. 
Playfair,  rt.  hon.  L. 
Portman,  hn.  W.  H.  B. 
Putter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  J.  O'C. 
Price,  Sir  R.  G. 
Pugh,  L.  P. 
Pulley,  J. 
RalU,  P. 
Ramsden,  Sir  J. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Reed,  Sir  E.  J. 
Reid,  R.  T. 
Rendel,  S. 
Richard,  H. 
Richardson,  J.  N. 
Richardson,  T. 
Roberts,  J. 
Robertson,  H. 
Rogers,  J.  E.  T. 
Roundell.  C.  8. 
Rusacll,  Lord  A. 
Russell,  C. 
Russell,  G.  W.  E. 
Rylands,  P. 
St.  AubjTi,  Sir  J. 
Samuelson,  B. 
Samuelson,  H. 
Seely,  C.  ^Lincoln) 
Seely,  C.  (Nottingham) 
Shaw,  W. 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Shield,  H. 
Simon,  Serjeant  J. 
SUgg,  J. 
Smith,  E. 
Smyth,  P.  J. 
Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stanley,  hon.  E.  L. 
Stansfeld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Stanton,  W.  J. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Stewart,  J. 
Storey,  8. 

8tory-Maskelyne,M.H . 
Stuart,  H.  V. 
Summers,  W. 
Synan,  E.  J. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tavistock,  Marquess  of 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Tennant,  C. 
Thomasson,  J.  P. 
Thompson,  T.  C. 
Thomson,  H. 
TilUtt,J.H. 

[Eighth  NigM.] 
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Torrens,  W.  T.  M*0. 
Tracy,   hon.  F.  S.  A. 

Hanbury- 
Trevelyan,  G.  O. 
Villiers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Vivian,  A.  P. 
Vivian,  H.  H. 
Wallace,  Sir  R. 
Walter,  J. 
Waterlow,  Sir  S. 
Waugh,  E. 
AVebster,  Dr.  J. 
Wedderbum,  Sir  D. 
Whalley,  G.  H. 
Whitbread,  S. 
Whitworth,  B. 
Wiggin,  H. 


Williams,  B.  T. 
Williams,  S.  C.  E. 
Williamson,  S. 
Willis,  W. 
Wills,  W.  H. 
Willyams,  E.  W.  B. 
Wilson,  C.  H. 
Wilson,  I. 
Wilson,  Sir  M. 
Wodehouse,  E.  B. 
Woodall,  W. 
Woolf ,  S. 

TELLERS. 

Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Kensington,  Lord 


NOES. 


Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Aylmer,  Capt.  J.  E.  F. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Balfour,  A.  J. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Beach,  rt.  hn.  Sir  M.  H. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Boctive,  Earl  of 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
Birkbeck,  E. 
Blackbume,  Col.  J.  I. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Boorke,  right  hon.  R. 
Brise,  Colonel  R. 
Broadley,  W.  H.  H. 
BrodricK,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Bruce,  hon.  T. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Bumaby,'General  E.  8. 
Burrell,  Sir  W.  W. 
Cameron,  D. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carden,  Sir  R.  W. 
Cecil,  Lord  E.H.B.G. 
Cha^din,  H. 
Christie,  W.  L. 
Churchill,  Lord  R. 
Clarke,  E. 

CUve,  Col.  hon.  G.  W. 
Cobbold,  T.  C. 
Cole,  Viscount 
Compton,  F. 
Cotton,  W.  J.  R. 
Cross,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R.  A. 
Cubitt,  rt.  hon.  G. 
Dalrymple,  C. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Dawnay,  CoL  hn.  L.  P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Digby,  Col.  hon.  E. 
Dixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Donaldson-Hudson,  C. 
Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Dyke,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W.  H. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Egerton,  hon-  W. 
Elliot,  G.  W. 
Eml^,  Viscount 
Ennis,  Sir  J. 
Estcourt,  G.  S. 
Ewing,  A.  0. 


Feilden,Major-General 
R.  J. 

Fellowes,  W.  H. 

Fenwick-Bisset,  M. 

Filmer,  Sir  E. 

Finch,  G.  H. 

Fitzpatrick,  hn.B.E.B. 

Floyer,  J. 

Folkestone,  Viscount 

Forester,  C.  T.  W. 

Foster,  W.  H, 

Fowler,  R.  N. 

Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F. 

Galway,  Viscount 

Gardner,  R.  Richard- 
son- 
Gamier,  J.  C. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon.  E. 

GifFard,  Sir  H.  S. 

Goldney,  Sir  G. 

Gore-liangton,  W.  8. 

Gorst,  J.  E. 

Greene,  E. 

Gregory,  G.  B. 

Halsey,  T.  F. 

Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 

Hamilton,  I.  T. 

Harcourt,  E.  W. 

Harvey,  Sir  R.  B. 

Hay,  it.  hon.  Admiral 
Sir  J.  C.  D. 

Herbert,  hon.  S. 

Hicks,  E. 

Hill,  A.  S. 

Hinchingbrook,  Vise 

Holker,  Sir  J. 

Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 

Home,  Lt.-CoL  D.  M. 

Hope,  rt  hn.  A.J.B.B. 

Jackson,  W.  L. 

Johnstone,  Sir  F. 

Kennard,  CoL  E.  H. 

Kcnnaway,  Sir  J.  H. 

Knight,  F.  W. 

Lawrence,  Sir  T. 

Legh,  W.  J. 

Lcighton,  S. 

Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 

Levett,  T.  J. 

Lewisham.  Viscount 

Lindsay,  Col.  R.  L. 

Loder,  R. 

Long,  W.  H. 


Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Mac  Iver,  D. 
M*Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Manners,  rt  hn.  Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Master,  T.  W.  0. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Miles,  Sir  P.  J.  W. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Monckton,  F. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Moss,  R. 

Mowbray  ,rt.hn.SirJ.R. 
Murray,  C.  J. 
Newport,  Viscount 
Nicholson,  W.  N. 
Noel,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Northcote,  H.  8. 
Northcote,  rt.  hn.  Sir 

S.  H. 
Onslow,  D. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
Palliser,  Sir  W. 
Peek,  Sir  H.  W. 
Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Percy,  Earl 
Phipps,  C.  N.  P. 
Phipps,  P. 

Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Rankin,  J. 
Rendlesham,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Rolls,  J.  A. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Ross,  C.  C. 
Round,  J. 


St.  Anbyn,  W.  M. 
Sandon,  Viicoast 
Schreiber,  C. 
Sclater.Booth,rthn.O. 
Scott,  Lord  H. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetaon,  Sr 

H.J. 
Seveme,  J.  £. 
Smith,  A. 

Smith,  rt.  bon.  W.  H. 
Stanhope,  hon.  £. 
Stanley,  it.  hn.  CoL  P. 
Storer,  G. 
Sykes,  O. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  rt,  hn.  C0LT.E. 
Thornhill,  T. 
Thynne,  Lord  H.  P. 
ToUemache,  H.  J. 
ToUemache,  hon.  W.  P. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Walrond,  CoL  W.  H- 
Warburton,  P.  E. 
Warton,  C.  N. 
Watney,  J. 
Whitley,  E. 
Williams,  Colonel  0. 
Wilmot,  Sir  H. 
Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Winn,  R. 
Wolff,  Sir  H.  D. 
Wortlev,  C.  B.  Stoaii- 
Wroughton,  P. 
Wyndham,  hon.  P. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 

TBLLEBS. 

Elcho,  Lord 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 


Mcdn  Question  put,  and  agr6€i  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  annmUUi 
for  ThuTBday  next. 


london  oity  lands  (thames  bicbaitk- 

ment)  bill. 

Select  Committee  nominated  on  London  City 
Lands  (Thames  Embankment)  Bill :  —  Mr. 
BouRKE,  Mr.  Brani>,  Mr.  Cubitt,  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre,  Sir  John  Li'bbock,  Mr.  M*Coax, 
Sir  Hexry  Peek,  Mr.  Rbndel,  Mr.  Ktlaxpi, 
and  Mr.  Sohubibbb. —{Xor<^  Frederick  (kH»- 
dith,) 

OHUBOH   FATBONAOB  (NO.    2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stanhope,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Laws  relating  to  patronage,  simonv,  wi* 
exchange  of  Benefices  in  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, ordered  to  he  brought  in  by  Mr.  SrASHOfii 
Mr.  Stuart- WoRTLET,  Mr.  John  Talbot,  Mr. 
Albert  Grby,  and  Mr.  Stanlby  Lbiohto5. 

BUlpresented,  and  read  the  fiiBt time.  [Bill  I7d.] 

HouM  adjourned  at  half  f^f 

Xwoo'doclu 
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MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— JVV**  Re<uUng^ 
Local  GoTeminent  Proyisional  Orders  (Poor 
Law)  (No.  2)  •  (88). 

Second ^^mdinff-^Bridgea  (South  Wales)*  (83). 

Committee — Report — Elementary  Education  Pro- 
visional Order  Confirmation  (Clay  Lane)* 
(69). 

Report — Inclosure  Provisional  Orders  (Scotton 
and  Ferry  Common)  •  (64) ;  Regulation  Pro- 
visioinal  Order  (Langbar  Moor),  now  Com- 
mons Kegulation  Provisional  Order  (Langbar 
Moor)*  (63);  Regulation  Provisional  Order 
(Beamsley  Moor),  now  Commons  Regulation 
Provisional  Order  (Beamsley  Moor)  •  (62J ; 
Metropolitan  Commons  Supplemental  *  (65)  ; 
Inclosure  Provisional  Order  (Wibsey  Slack 
and  Low  Moor  Commons)  •  (71). 

AFFAIRS  OF  TUNIS.— QUESTION. 

Ea&l  DE  la  WAER  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs- 
Whether  there  was  any  further  corre- 
spondence relative  to  the  affairs  of  Tunis 
about  the  date  of  the  first  despatch  al- 
ready communicated  to  the  House  (July, 
1878),  which  it  would  be  convenient  for 
him  (Earl  Qranville)  to  produce  ? 

Eakl  GEANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  no. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION -THE  NEW 
UNIFORMS. 

OBSRBVATIONS.      QUESTIOK. 

Lord  WAVENEY  said,  their  Lord- 
ships were  aware  that  among  the  other 
changes  of  nniform  which  under  a  Ge- 
neral Order  were  directed  to  be  made 
was  that  the  uniform  of  the  Militia 
Artillery  was  to  be  assimilated  to  the 
nniform  of  the  Royal  Artillery.  An- 
other change  which  the  Militia  had 
to  make  was  in  the  embroidery,  which 
was  to  be  gold,  instead  of  silver,  as 
hitherto.  The  Militia  was  a  Force 
which  had  its  own  objects  and  its  own 
duties,  and  he  did  not  think  that  the 
attempts  at  assimilating  it  with  the 
Begular  Army  wore  well  devised.  The 
change  from  silver  to  gold  was  not 
popular  with  the  Militia  officers ;  but 
the  point  to  which  he  wished  to  draw 
attention  was  the  uncertainty  in  which 
commanding  officers  were  at  present  loft 
as  to  uniforms.  The  equipment  of  a 
soldier,  like  his  pay,  was  a  part  of  his 
covenant,  and  he  should  have  it.    He 


j  begged  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (1).  When  the  dress  regu- 
lations for  officers  of  Militia  would  be 
issued,  and  what  nniforms  were  to  be 
worn  in  the  interim;  and  (2),  When 
tile  Military  equipment  of  the  Militia 
was  to  be  completed  by  the  issue  of 
helmets,  regard  being  had  to  the  ap- 
proaching tndning  season  ? 

The  Earl  of  LONGFORD  observed, 
that  others  besides  Militia  officers  were 
affected  by  capricious  changes  of  uniform. 
He  knew  of  one  general  officer  who,  being 
uncertain  as  to  the  uniform  which  he  was 
at  present  expected  to  wear  at  Court,  sent 
his  own  to  an  Army  tailor,  who  made  the 
necessary  alterations  for  five  guineas;  but 
it  cost  another  officer  30  guineas  to  have 
his  rendered  conformable  to  the  most  re- 
cent requirements.  If  changes  in  uniform 
were  necessary  and  well  considered  for 
the  advantage  of  the  Service,  by  all 
means  let  them  be  carried  out ;  but  if 
those  changes  were  introduced  without 
absolute  necessity,  it  was  hardly  fair  to 
impose  on  officers  the  expense  which 
such  alterations  must  always  involve. 

Viscount  H  ARDINGE  asked,  Whether 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
could  state  how  soon  after  the  1st  of 
July  officers  of  territorial  regiments 
would  be  required  to  provide  themselves 
with  new  uniforms  ?  He  believed  that 
a  certain  amount  of  compensation  would 
be  paid  to  the  officers  of  those  regi- 
ments; but  as  the  amount  must  vary 
according  to  circumstances,  he  supposed 
the  Under  Secretary  could  not  say  what 
it  would  amount  to. 

The  Earl  of  MORLEY  said,  that  the 
instructions  on  the  subject  of  the  noble 
Viscount's  Question  would  be  found  in 
paragraphs  15  and  16  of  the  General 
Order.  Where  officers  already  in  a 
regiment  had  to  provide  an  entire 
change  of  uniform,  they  would  have 
imtil  the  1st  of  April,  1882,  to  do  so, 
except  in  the  case  of  the  7drd,  which 
would  adopt  its  new  uniform  on  July  1 
of  this  year.  Officers  joining  any  of 
these  regiments  in  the  interval  would 
only  be  requested  to  appear  in  undress 
uniform.  As  regards  facings  and  badges, 
the  changes  would  come  into  opera- 
tion on  the  1st  of  July  next;  officers 
joining  on  and  afler  that  date  must 
adopt  the  new  uniform.  Officers  now 
in  the  regiments  would  only  have  to 
get  new  uniforms  as  required  to  replace 
tiieir  old  ones.    His  right  hon.  Friend 
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the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
announced  that  it  was  his  intention  to 
give  some  pecuniary  assistance  to  offi- 
cers in  the  regiments  which  were  to  be 
converted  into  Rifles  or  kilted  regi- 
ments— the  amount  of  this  assistance 
had  not  yet  been  fixed;  but  it  would 
not  be  the  same  in  all  cases.  With  re- 
ference to  what  had  been  said  by  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Waveney),  he  must 
remark  that  the  change  in  the  Militia 
from  silver  lace  to  gold  had  been  re- 
commended verystronglyby  a  Committee 
on  which  there  were  some  distinguished 
Militia  officers.  On  the  whole,  he  be- 
lieved that  change  would  be  very  popular 
with  the  Militia,  and  woidd  take  effect 
on  the  1st  of  July.  When  the  Militia 
required  new  uniforms,  they  would  re- 
place those  which  they  at  present  wore 
with  those  of  the  battalions  with  which 
they  were  to  be  incorporated.  As  some 
time  must  necessarily  elapse  before  all 
the  arrangements  in  reference  to  the 
new  uniforms  could  be  completed,  offi- 
cers joining  Militia  regiments  in  the 
interval  would  only  be  required  to  pro- 
vide themselves  with  undress  uniform 
until  then.  With  regard  to  the  second 
Question,  it  was  not  intended  in  the 
present  year,  any  more  than  in  former 
years,  to  issue  helmets  for  the  use  of 
the  Militia. 

The  Eael  of  GALLOWAY  wished 
to  know,  Whether,  in  the  case  of  the 
Boyal  Scots  Fusiliers — which  would  be 
converted  from  a  Lowland  to  a  Highland 
regiment — the  uniform  would  be  en- 
tirely changed?  He  also  asked  what 
was  the  intention  of  the  authorities  as 
to  the  Militia  regiment  which  was  to  be 
affiliated — the  21st  Regiment  ?  He  did 
not  think  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Morley)  was  well  informed  when  he 
said  the  change  would  be  popular  with 
the  Militia.  The  Militia  officers  would 
not  approve  of  having  to  wear  gold  lace  ; 
and  the  result  would  be  that  for  the 
next  1 5  years  a  groat  many  Militia  regi- 
ments would  remain  in  a  piebald  state, 
some  of  the  officers  wearing  gold  and 
some  silver  lace. 

The  Earl  of  MORLEY  asked  that 
the  Question  should  be  put  again  pri- 
vately, as  he  was  not  prepared  to  make 
a  statement  with  regard  to  the  Scots 
Fusiliers  offhand.  He  might  say,  how- 
ever, he  did  not  know  of  any  exception 
to  the  general  Regulation  being  made 
in    favour   of   that   regiment.      There 

The  JSarl  of  Morley 


would  be  no  more  helmets  iasued  than 
usual. 

Lord  WAVENEY  asked,  Whether,  aa 
the  change  from  silver  to  gold  was  not 
to  be  made  before  the  1st  of  July,  be 
would  be  guilty  of  any  breach  of  regu- 
lation if  he  instructed  the  officers  under 
his  command,  who  were  without  uni- 
form, to  provide  themselves  with  new 
uniforms  in  accordance  with  the  new- 
Regulation  before  the  date  mentioned  ? 

The  Earl  of  MORLEY  thought  it 
would  be  better  for  them  to  wait  till 
the  1st  of  July. 

HouAe  adjourned  at  a  quarter  befon  Six 

o'dook,  to  Monday  next« 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
lYiday,  20th  May,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Nbw  Mbmbek  Sworjc— : 

CullinB,  esquire, /or  Knareeboroni^h. 
PtnLic  Bills — Second  Rtading — Pier  and  Har> 

bour  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)*   [161]; 

Newspapers  •  [164]. 
Committee  —  Infectious    Diseases    Notificatkm 

(Ireland)  •  [40],  [House  counted  out]. 
Report — Local   Government  (Gas)   Pro 


Order  •[145];  Local  Government  Pro visiooal 
Order  (Birmingham)  •  [1*4];  Local  GoTen- 
ment  Provisional  Orders  (Brentford  Unioa, 
&c.)  •  [149]. 

NEW  IMEMBER  SWORN. 

Thomas  Oollins,  esquire,  for  Knaras- 
borough. 

THE  PARLIAMENTARY  OATH. 

Sir  WILFEID  LAWSON:  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  rose  as  the  hon.  Member  fur 
Kuaresborough  advanced  to  the  Table 
to  take  the  Oath,  intending  to  take  the 
same  course  which  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net opposite  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote) 
was  permitted  to  take  last  month  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  pre- 
sented himself.     [*'  Order!"] 

Me.  KITCHIE:  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
wish  to  know,  Sir,  whether  there  ia  anj 
Question  before  the  House  ? 

Sir\VILFRID  LAWSON:  I  will  con- 
elude  with  a  Motion.  I  presumed,  Sir — 
[Mr.  Warton  :  Hear,  hear!] — I  pre- 
sumed,  Sir,  to  follow  the  example  which 
you  permitted  to  be  set  by  the  nght  hon. 
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Member  for  Northampton — [Laughtsr,"] 
— I  mean  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
North  Devon.  You,  Sir,  on  the  occasion 
I  refer  to»  allowed  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  move  and  interpose  a  Motion 
when  the  Member  for  Northampton  came 
forward  to  fulfil  the  statutory  obligation, 
because  he  had  an  objection  to  that  hon. 
Member  taking  the  Oath  which  the  law 
imposed  upon  him  ;  and  I  wish  to  follow 
that  precedent,  because  I  desire  to  point 
out  to  the  House  that  we  have  now 
adopted  a  new  course  in  this  House. 
Formerly,  a  person  coming  up  to  take 
the  Oath  at  the  Table  took  it  on  his  own 
responsibility;  and  if  he  did  anything 
wrong  in  taking  the  Oath  he  was  liable 
in  a  Court  of  Law  to  suffer  for  what  he 
had  done.  But  the  proceedings  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  have  put  this 
question  and  the  House  in  a  totally  new 
position.  The  House  has  now  assumed 
to  itself  the  guardianship  of  the  Oath. 
It  has  relieved  the  individual  from  that 
responsibility,  and  taken  it  upon  itself. 
Now,  Sir,  I,  as  you  are  aware,  totally 
dissent  from  those  proceedings.  In  my 
humble  opinion,  this  House  had  no 
Constitutional  right  to  interfere  with  a 
subject  of  Her  Majesty  in  performing 
the  duty  imposed  upon  him  by  the  Sta- 
tute Law,  and  I  had  proposed  to  move  that 
such  proceedings  were  illegal ;  but  you, 
Sir,  decided  that  that  could  not  be  al- 
lowed. If  not  allowed  to  move  that  the 
proceedings  were  illegal,  I  concluded 
that  they  were  legal ;  and,  being  legal, 
I  wanted  to  make  them  impartial.  I 
wanted,  when  the  opinions  of  a  person 
coming  to  take  the  Oath  were  previously 
inquired  into,  to  see  that  such  a  pro- 
ceeding was  impartially  carried  out,  and 
that  we  had  sufficient  guarantee  con- 
cerning the  opinions  of  every  Member 
before  he  came  to  the  Table.  [  Laughter,^ 
It  is  a  more  important  question  than 
some  hon.  Members  seem  to  think. 
For  the  first  time  for  generations  this 
House  has  appointed  a  Parliamentary 
Inquisition  to  inquire  into  the  opinions 
of  hon.  Members  before  they  take  the 
Oath.  [**Nor'J  Hon.  Members  say 
'*  No  !  "  What  do  they  mean  ?  Is  there 
any  other  reason  why  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  should  not  be  allowed 
to  take  the  Oath,  except  that  he  holds 
certain  opinions  concerning  the  sanctity 
of  the  Oath?  My  point  is  that  there  was 
no  evidence  in  this  Houce  at  the  time  as 
to  what  his  opinions  were.    [*'0h!  "] 


There  was  not  the  slightest  then.  There 
was  evidence,  perhaps,  of  what  his  opi- 
nions were  some  months  ago ;  but  there 
was  no  legal  or  official  evidence  of  what 
his  opinions  were  when  he  came  to  the 
Table  to  take  the  Oath.  I  say,  again, 
that  this  House  has  appointed  a  Parlia- 
mentary Inquisition  into  the  opinions  of 
Members.  That  I  object  to ;  but,  if  de- 
cided upon,  it  ought  to  be  carried  out 
fairly  and  impartially,  and  we  ought  to 
have  a  guarantee  concerning  every  man's 
opinions  before  he  comes  to  the  Table. 
What  I  meant  to  have  moved  I  will  read 
to  the  House,  because  it  explains  what 
I  want  to  do,  and  explains  why  I  think 
I  was  unfairly  treated  by  having  a  noise 
made,  and  not  allowed  to  move  the  Ee- 
solution,  which  I  think,  according  to 
your  ruling  in  regard  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  ought  to  have  been  al- 
lowed to  move.  The  Besolution  runs  as 
follows : — 

**  That,  having  regard  to  the  preo<Kient  of 
April  27,  1881,  when  this  House  decided  that  a 
duly  elected  Member  should  not  be  permitted  to 
go  through  the  form  of  repeating  the  words  of  the 
Oath  prescribed  by  Statutes  29  Vict.  c.  13,  and 
31  and  32  Vict.  c.  72,  Mr.  Thomas  Collins  be 
not  permitted — 

["  Order!"]  I  am  reading  a  Resolution 
which  I  had  written  out  before  he  came 
up  to  take  the  Oath — 

*'  to  repeat  the  words  of  the  said  Oath  until  this 
House  shall,  by  moans  of  a  Select  Committee  or 
otherwise,  satisfy  itself  as  to  the  nature  of  his 
opinions  touching  the  sanctity  of  the  Oath.'* 

I  say  that  the  House,  having  taken  the 
Oath  under  its  charge,  should  be  most 
anxious  that  there  should  be  no  profana- 
tion of  the  Oath,  and  ought  to  take 
every  precaution  against  anything  of 
the  sort.  I  have — 1  think  unfairly — 
not  been  allowed  to  move  that ;  but  as 
I  should  like  to  hear  from  some  of  those 
hon.  Members  opposite,  who  so  loudly 
shouted  at  me  some  articulate  reasons 
why  they  would  not  allow  me  to  perform 
my  Parliamentary  duty,  I  will  conclude 
with  a  Motion  which  I  would  not  other- 
wise have  made— "That  this  House  do 
now  adjourn." 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  :  I  beg  to  second 
the  Motion.  It  would  be  very  amusing, 
if  this  were  not  so  grave  a  matter,  to  seo 
how  grown-up  men  can  treat  a  question 
of  such  deep  significance  as  has  been 
done  by  hon.  Members  opposite.  I  am 
very  glad  to  say  that  tho  action  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  ha^  brought  us  thia  result 
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— that  we  now  have  it  on  your  high 
authority,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  if  any 
Member  rise  when  a  newly-introduoed 
Member  is  about  to  take  the  Oath,  he 
fihall  not  be  listened  to — that  he  shall 
have  no  right  to  interfere  with  the  taking 
of  that  Oath.  I  must  congratulate  the 
H<)use  upon  that  result — proved  by  the 
way  in  which  you  have  treated  this  mat- 
ter. I  am  sUre  it  is  your  deliberate 
judgment  upon  it,  and  we  shall  always 
DO  able  in  niture  to  cite  your  demean- 
our on  that  occasion  as  a  precedent. 
It  cannot  be  read  otherwise.  When  my 
hon.  Friend  rose,  the  Gentleman  re- 
ferred to  and  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  knew  perfecUy  well  what  he  was 
about  to  do.  They  raised  a  clamour, 
they  raised  laughter,  and  they  took  care 
that  my  hon.  Friend's  words  should  not, 
Bir,  reach  you.  And  I  have  no  doubt. 
Sir — I  am  sure  I  say  it  with  all  respect 
to  the  Chair — that  you  knew,  by  rumour 
or  direct  Notice,  what  my  hon.  Friend 
was  about  to  do ;  but  you  were  of  opi- 
nion that  my  hon.  Friend  had  no  right  to 
interrupt  in  the  taking  of  the  Oath,  and 
that  no  one  can  question  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber upon  any  views  he  may  entertain.  In 
seconding  tnis  Motion,  I,  therefore,  con- 
gratulate the  House  that  we  have  now 
a  decision  and  a  ruling — by  the  demean- 
our of  yourself,  if  not  by  express  utter- 
ance— ^to  which  no  exception  can  be 
taken. 

Mb.  statelet  HILL :  I  rise,  Sir, 
to  Order.  I  wish  to  know  whether  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  is  in  Order  in 
calling  in  question  the  authority  of  the 
OhirirT 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  :  I  have  not  in  the 
least,  Sir,  called  in  question  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Chair.  I  have  pointed  out 
what  is  the  inevitable  conclusion  to  be 
drawn  from  the  manner  and  action  of 
the  highest  authority  we  have  in  the 
House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{8%r  WUfrid  Lawson.) 

Mb.  H.  B.  SAMUELSON  :  I  beg  to 
ask  you.  Sir,  wherein  the  position  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ejiaresborough,  in  re- 
gard to  being  sworn,  before  he  took  the 
Oalh,  differed  from  that  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh,  neither  of  them  since  their  elec- 
tion having  made  any  statement  respect- 
ing their  religious  opinions,  or  as  to 
whether  they  conside^d  the  Oatti  bind- 
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ing  upon  their  consoiraioee,  and  bolh  of 
them  having  been  equally  willing  to 
complete  their  election  by  taking  the 
Oath  and  their  seats  ? 

Mb.    SPEAKER:    I    may   state  to 
the  House  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Knaresboroughpresented  himself  at  the 
Table  of  the  House  to  take  the  Oftth 
of  Allegiance,  as  required  by  law,  and 
according  to  the  usual  practice  of  tihis 
House.     It  had  been  reported  to  me, 
no  doubt,  that  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Carlisle  intended  to  inter- 
pose;  and  I  had  determined    that    if 
any  such  interposition  was  attempted 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  or  by  any  oiher 
hon.  Member  of  the  House — either  to 
ut  any  question  to  the  hon.  Member 
or  Knaresborough,  or  to  interfere  ia 
any  manner — it  was  my  duty  not  to 
allow  such    interposition.      I  wiidi   to 
point  out  to  the  House  that  the  case  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  was 
essentially  different.    That  hon.  Mem- 
ber himself  raised  questions  which  de- 
manded the  consideration  of  this  House, 
and  led  to  those  proceedings  with  whidi 
the  House  is  familiar.     Had  he,  in  the 
first  instance,  presented  himself  at  the 
Table  to  take  the  Oath,  as  the  haiL 
Member  for  Ejiaresborough  has  done 
to-dav,  I  should  not  have  permitted  any 
Memoer  to  interpose;   and  I  am  per- 
suaded that  in  so  doing  I  should  have 
taken  a  course  which  would  be  consistent 
with  my  duty  to  this  House. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  not  snxe 
whether  it  may  not  appear  officious  on 
mv  part  to  say  one  w(^  after  what  has 
fallen  from  you,  Sir,  as  to  the  opinion 
of  the  Ohair.  But  I  may,  perhaps,  so 
as  far  as  this — ^to  say  that  I  think  the 
distinction  to  which  ^ou  have  adverted 
is  an  obvious  distinction.  My  own  <^- 
nion,  if  it  be  of  any  value,  and  the  o^- 
nion,  I  think,  of  the  ^eat  majority  of 
those  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
is  very  well  known.  It  is  that  Uiere 
ought  to  have  been,  ah  initio^  no  inter- 
ference whatever  with  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
or  with  anv  other  person,  in  the  per* 
formance  of  what  he  deemed  to  be  his 
statutory  duty.  But  that  is  not  the 
question  now  before  us.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Carlisle  founds  himself 
on  the  fact  that  such  interference  was 
permitted  Arom  the  Chair  on  the  former 
occasion,  and  he  argues  that  ^e  two 
cases  are  parallel,  and  that  suok  inter* 
ference  should  in  oonaiftenoj  be  per* 
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mittad  by  the  Ohair  on  the  present  oo- 
oadon.  Now,  the  Honee  will  recollect 
that  when  the  interference  took  place  on 
the  part  of  the  right. hon.  Baronet 
opposite,  it  was  permitted  by  you,  Sir, 
not  on  any  technical  grounds,  but  on 
the  distinct  and  separate  ground  of  the 
prior  proceedings  of  the  House.  There 
are  no  prior  proceedings  in  this  case. 
Therefore,  I  submit  that  the  two  cases 
Btand  to  be  judged  as  separate  matters 
and  on  their  separate  merits;  and  I  do 
not  think  that  my  hon.  Friend  can  justly 
contend  that  there  is  any  kind  of  pa- 
rallel, the  one  with  the  otiier. 

8nt  STAFFOKD  NORTHOOTE  : 
I  only  wish,  Sir,  to  add  one  word  to 
what  has  fEillen  from  yourself  and  the 
Prime  Minister,  which,  I  think,  will 
further  illustrate  the  difference  betwe^i 
the  two  cases.  In  the  case  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  when  he  pre- 
sented himself  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
the  Oath,  I  rose,  not  for  the  purpose  of 
putting  any  question  to  the  hon.  (ientle- 
man,  I  rose  for  the  purpose  of  objecting 
on  the  grounds  known  to  the  House,  ana 
which  I  was  prepared  to  state  and  did 
atate.  I  rose  for  the  purpose  of  stating 
the  objections  that  I  felt,  and  which  the 
majority  felt,  and  ultimately  showed  that 
they  felt,  to  his  going  through  the  form 
of  taking  the  Oath.    I  did  not  rise  to 

£ut  any  question  to  him.  But  the  hon. 
[ember  for  Carlisle  rose,  not  for  the 
purpose  of  objecting  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Knaresborough  taking  the  Oath.  He 
had  no  grounds — good,  bad,  or  indif- 
ferent— for  objecting  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber taking  the  Oath,  as  I  conceived  I 
had  on  the  occasion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  presenting  himself; 
but  he  rose  to  put  a  question.  [Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson  :  No,  to  move  for  a 
Oommittee.]  Well,  he  rose  to  move  for 
a  Committee  without  any  grounds  what- 
ever upon  which  that  could  be  founded. 
Of  course,  it  was  a  matter  of  discussion 
on  the  occasion  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  ad- 
mission whether  or  not  the  right  course 
was  taken.  The  majority  of  ihe  House 
affirmed  it  and  maintained  their  decision. 
It  is  open  to  the  hon.  Baronet  to  move 
to  have  that  Besolution  rescinded  if  he 
thinks  good  so  to  challenge  it.  But  I 
maintain  it  is  not  open  to  him,  and  is  not 
oonsiBtent  with  the  decency  or  dignity  of 
the  proceedings  of  this  House,  that  ob- 

C'aon  shoulobe made  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
for  Knaresborough  taking  the  Oath 


by  a  side  wind  and  in  a  manner  intended 
to  cast  ridicule  over  the  Oath.  The  ques- 
tion is  one  of  a  very  serious  nature, 
whatever  may  be  the  opinion  of  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side. 

Sib  WILFEID  LAWSON  :  May  I 
ask  leave  of  the  House  to  withdraw  my 
Motion  ?  But  I  would  desire  to  make  a 
personal  observation.  I  made  the  Mo- 
tion for  adjournmeDt  because  of  the  in- 
terruption with  which  I  was  greeted  on 
rising ;  and  if  you.  Sir,  had  risen  when 
I  rose,  and  told  me  what  you  have  told 
the  House  now,  of  course  I  should  not 
have  interfered ;  but  in  consequence  of 
the  disturbance,  and  not  getting  any  in- 
formation from  you,  I  considered  I  .had 
a  right  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
House. 

Me.  R.  N.  fowler  :  I  wish  just  to 
say  one  word  in  reference  to  what  has 
fallen  from  my  hon.  Friend  opposite. 
My  point  is  that  there  was  no  interrup- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  for  Knares- 
borough is  an  old  friend  of  a  great  many 
Members  on  this  side  the  House;  and 
considering  the  cordial  way  in  which  he 
was  received  by  several  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Treasury  Bench,  I  appre- 
hend he  has  the  personal  regard  of  hon. 
Members  opposite.  In  these  circum- 
stances, he  was  received  with  great  plea* 
sure,  not  only  by  political  friends,  but  by 
other  Members,  and  it  was  owing  to  this 
circumstance  that  the  hon.  Baronet  was 
unable  to  be  heard. 

Mb<  OALLAN  said,  he  had  a  sugges- 
tion to  make.  Sometimes  there  was  a 
difficulty  about  a  good  Party  cry.  At 
one  Election,  if  he  recollected  right,  the 
cry  was  **  Beer  and  Bible."  He  would 
suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle 
that  he  should  go  to  the  country  with 
the  cry  of  **  Bradlaugh  and  Local  Op- 
tion." 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum, 
QUESTIONS. 


STATE  OF  IRELAND^"  BOYCOTTING," 
CO.  ANTRIM— MR.  NOBLE. 

Mb.  lewis  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  at  the  end  of  January  or  beginning 
of  February  last,  a  sworn  information  of 
Mr.  Noble,  a  Bh<^keeper  of  Bandals- 
town,  county  Antrim,  as  to  a  conspiracy 
on  the  part  of  certain  persons  to  '*  Boy« 
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oott "  him,  or,  in  other  words,  to  ruin 
him  in  his  business,  was  duly  made ;  and, 
whether  it  is  true  that  such  information 
was  laid  before  him,  but  that  no  pro- 
ceedings were  taken  thereupon  ? 

Thb  ATTOENEY  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  No,  Sir ;  I  am 
not  aware  of  any  such  information  hav- 
ing been  sworn.  None  such  was  ever 
laid  before  me. 

THE    MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)  —  CO. 

ANTRIM  —  APPOINTMENT   OF   MR. 

BLACK. 

Mr.  lewis  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  Mr.  Samuel  Black,  of  Bandals- 
town,  county  Antrim,  has  recently  been 
appointed  a  magistrate  of  the  county; 
whether  such  appointment  was  not  made 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  after  the  refusal 
of  the  Lieutenant  of  the  County  to  re- 
commend the  appointment;  whether  it 
is  true  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  the 
first  instance  refused  to  make  the  ap- 
pointment on  the  ground  of  Mr.  Black's 
alleged  connection  with  ''Boycotting" 
shopkeepers  in  Kandalstown  who  would 
not  join  the  lisnd  League ;  whether  Mr. 
Black  was  a  Liberal  Candidate  for  the 
County  at  the  last  Election ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  state  upon  what  grounds 
this  appointment  was  ultimately  made  ? 

Mr.  QIYAN  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that  out  of  one  hundred 
and  twenty-six  magistrates  in  county 
Antrim  there  are  only  sixteen  Presby- 
terians and  five  Boman  Catholics,  al- 
though the  Presbyterians  constitute  more 
than  one-half  and  the  Boman  Catholics 
constitute  a  large  proportion  of  the  popu- 
lation ;  whether  it  is  the  case  that  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  County  is  an 
habitual  absentee,  and  has  not  been  in 
the  county  for  seventeen  years;  and, 
whether  much  dissatisfaction  does  not 
prevail  in  consequence  of  the  condition 
of  the  magistracy ;  and,  will  the  Govern- 
ment take  any  immediate  steps  to  re- 
move this  gprievance,  which  seriously 
a£Pects  the  confidence  of  the  people  in 
the  impartial  administration  of  justice  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  :  Yes,  Sir ;  it 
is  a  fact  that  Mr.  Samuel  Black  has  re- 
cently been  appointed  a  magistrate  for 
the  county  of  Antrim.  As  to  the  second 
Question,  I  cannot  answer  as  to  com- 
munications which  have  passed  between 
the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the  Lord  Lieu- 
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tenant  of  the  county  relative  to  the  i 
pointments  of  magistrates.    These  com- 
munications must  be  confidential,  and  X 
do  not  think  I  ought  to  answer  QuestionB 
with  regard  to  them.     As  to  the  third 
Question,  it  is  wholly  untrue  that   the 
Lord  Chancellor,  in  the  first  instance 
or  at  all,  refused  to  make  the  appoint- 
ment   of    Mr.  Black  on    the    ^roand 
of  Mr.  Black's  alleged  connection  with 
"Boycotting"  shopkeepers  in  Bandole- 
town  who  would    not   join  the  Land 
League,  or  on  any  other  ground.     Hat 
I  think  it  only  due  to  Mr.  Black,  with 
regard  to  this  Question,  to  say  that  he 
himself  has  informed  me  that  there  is 
no  branch  of  the  Land  League  in  Ban- 
dalstown,  consequently  there  could  not 
be  any  **  Boycotting  "  by,  or  in  connec- 
tion with,  the  Land  League ;  that  he 
has  never  had  any  connection  with  the 
Land  League  in   any  shape  or  form ; 
and,  he  adds,  that  he  has  never  be«& 
connected    with    "  Boycotting "    shop- 
keepers in  Bandalstown.      Mr.   Black 
was  the  Liberal  candidate  for  the  County 
Antrim  at  the  last  Election,  being  se- 
lected as  the  candidate  owing  to  his 
position,  and  he  polled  several  thousand 
votes.     With  regard  to  the  last  part  of 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry,  I  hardly  think  I  should 
be  called  on  to  reply  to  it.    The  grounds 
of  the  appointment  were  perfectly  satis- 
factory to  the    Lord  Chancellor,  who 
thought  that  if  high  intelligence,  un- 
stained integrity,  and  large  experience, 
and  a  large  stake  of  property  in  the 
county  were  sufficient  to  qualify  a  gen- 
tleman for  the  magistracy  of  Antrim, 
Mr.  Black  was  duly  qualified.     In  reply 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Monaghan,  I 
have  not  been  able  to  ascertain  the  accu- 
racy of  the  statistics ;  but  I  have  no  rea- 
son to  believe  they  are  inaccurate.    I 
am  not  aware  that  any  complaints  have 
been  made  as  to  the  constitution  of  the 
Bench ;  but  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  is  always 
ready  to  remove  any  magistrate  against 
whom  just  cause  of  complaint  is  made 
out. 

Mb.  BIGOAR  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  will  state 
how  often  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  An- 
trim has  been  in  the  county  for  the  past 
80  years  ?  

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTER  :  I  have  not 
that  acquaintance  with  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Antrim  to  be  able  to  say. 
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Mb.  CALLAN  :  Is  he  not  aware,  as 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  it  is 
notorious  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Antrim  is,  and  has  been  for  20  years,  an 
absentee  ? 

[No  reply  was  g^ven.] 

STATE  OF  IRELAND-SHERIFF   SALES 

IN  KERRY. 

TffE  O'DONOGHUE  asked  Mr.  At- 
torney Oeneral  for  Ireland,  If  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  the  report  in  the 
'*Cork  Examiner"  of  the  13th  instant, 
of  the  sale  at  Killarney  on  the  Tith 
instant  of  the  interest  of  a  tenant  on  the 
estate  of  Lord  Kenmare,  named  James 
Flynn ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  sherifif 
acted  legally  in  rejecting  the  higher 
and  accepting  the  lower  offer  for  the 
farm,  even  though  the  amount  in  notes 
was  actually  handed  to  him  by  the  per- 
son who  had  made  the  higher  offer ; 
and,  if  it  be  lawful  for  the  sheriff  to 
distinguish  at  sales  between  offers  made 
by  emergency  men  and  representatives 
of  the  Land  League,  or  to  show  a  pre- 
ference to  bidders  in  the  actual  employ- 
ment of  the  landlord  ? 

Thb  attorney  general  for 
rRELAyp  (Mr.  Law)  :  In  consequence 
of  the  Question,  I  have  read  in  The  Cork 
Examiner  the  report  of  the  sale  referred 
to.  Of  course,  my  hon.  Friend  knows 
that  it  is  not  any  part  of  my  duty  to 
pronounce  any  opinion  upon  the  course 
taken  by  sheriffs  on  such  occasions;  but 
I  infer  from  the  statements  in  the  news- 
paper that  in  this 'case  the  sheriff  re- 
garded what  is  called  ''the  higher  offer  '^ 
as  merely  illusory.  So  I  infer,  because 
I  find  it  stated  that  the  difference  was 
only  1«.,  one  bid  being  £30  and  the 
other  £30  1«.  In  answer  to  the  last 
part  of  the  Question,  I  have  to  say  that 
at  a  public  auction  no  distinction  should 
be  made  between  real  bidders,  to  what- 
ever classes  they  may  respectively  be- 
long. The  highest  bond  fide  bidder 
should  be  declared  the  purchaser. 

supply  of  fish  (metropolis)— 
billings(;ate. 

Mb.  firth  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  Corporation  of 
London  claim  to  have  a  monopoly  of 
fish  markets  over  the  Metropolitan  area, 
and  that  the  only  existing  fish  market 
in  London  is  at  the  river-iide  at  Bil- 


lingsgate ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
persons  who  control  this  market  pre- 
vent enormous  quantities  of  fish  coming 
to  London,  by  telegraphing  to  the  ports 
of  supply,  whenever  there  is  a  risk  of 
prices  being  unduly  lowered,  thereby 
depriving  the  London  poor  of  an  impor- 
tant article  of  food ;  whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  three-fourths  of  the  fish  supply 
of  London  comes  by  rail,  and  has  to  be 
carted  down  to  Billingsp^ate ;  whether 
it  is  not  the  fact  that  Billingsgate  is 
difficult  of  access,  destitute  of  imload- 
ing  accommodation,  and  utterly  unfit 
for  the  purpose  of  a  land-borne  fish 
market;  whether  the  facts  as  to  Bil- 
lingsgate are  not  confirmed  in  a  recent 
Report  made  by  Mr.  Spencer  Walpole 
to  the  Home  Department,  and  whether 
he  does  not  further  state  that  the  risk 
of  fish  going  bad 

**  18  increased  by  the  delays,  constantly  ex- 
tending for  hours,  and  occasionally  extending 
over  days,  which  are  due  to  the  inadequate 
approaches  to  and  want  of  room  outside  of 
Billingsgate;** 

and,  whether  (in  the  absence  of  any 
representative  government  in  London) 
he  will  take  any  means  to  protect  the 
interests  of  Londoners  in  the  matter  of 
an  important  article  of  food  supply  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  The 
facts  stated  by  my  hon.  Friend  on  this 
question  are  substantially  true.  There 
is  no  doubt  that  the  market  of  Billings- 
gate is  entirely  inadequate  for  the  sup- 
ply of  the  Metropolis.  That,  I  believe, 
is  not  denied  on  any  hand,  and  is  not 
denied  by  the  Corporation  or  by  the 
Fishmongers'  Company.  But  the  great 
evil  is  the  want  of  access  to  the  mar- 
ket, which  leads  to  a  deficiency  of 
supply  in  one  of  the  most  valuable 
articles  of  food.  I  forwarded  a  few 
days  ago  to  the  Lord  Mayor  the  Report 
by  Mr.  Spencer  Walpole  on  this  sub- 
ject, asking  that  the  Corporation  would 
give  me  advice  as  to  what  measures 
they  intended  to  take  to  obviate  this 
great  public  evil.  I  have  not  yet  re- 
ceived an  answer  to  the  question ;  but 
when  I  have  received  a  Report  I  shall 
have  to  consider  what  further  steps 
require  to  be  taken  in  this  matter. 

PI-LICK  PUESKUVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT, 
1881  —  PUOCLAMATION  X)F  THE 
KIXGS  COUNTY. 

Mb.  MOLLOY:  I  beg  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
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Lord  lieutenant  of  Ireland  to  the  fol- 
lowing extract  from  a  memorial  dated 
the  10th  instant,  signed  bj  the  vicars 
generals  and  priests  of  the  deanery  of 
Birr,  and  forwarded  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, viz. : — 

"  May  it  please  Your  Excellency, — We,  the 
priests  of  the  deanery  of  Birr,  have  been  sur- 
prised and  pained  by  the  proclamation  of  the 
baronies  of  Ballybrit  and  ClonUsk,  in  the 
King's  County,  under  the  Act  for  the  Preser- 
vation of  Life  and  Property  in  Ireland.  As 
your  Excellency  must  know,  we  are  more  inti- 
mately acquainted  than  others  with  the  real 
state  of  the  Country  and  the  feelings  and  con- 
duct of  the  people,  and  we  have  no  hesitation 
in  stating  tnat  nothing  has  occurred  in  the 
aforesaid  baronies  to  ju^fy  the  Government  in 
the  extreme  course  they  hifive  taken.  Reports 
of  outrages  have,  indeed,  been  industriously 
circulated  by  newspapers  opposed  as  well  to 
Her  Majesty's  Liberal  Gk>vemment  as  to  the 
public  opinion  of  the  Country.  In  nearly  every 
instance  these  reports,  to  our  knowledge,  were 
either  totally  without  foundation  or  grossly 
exaggerated ; " 

and  to  ask,  If  he  will  inform  the  House 
of  the  cause  of  such  proclamation ;  and 
if  he  will  now  make  strict  inquiries 
into  the  truthfulness  of  the  reports 
upon  which  such  proclamation  was 
made? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  can  only 
state  that  the  Government,  after  grave 
consideration,  and  acting  on  their  own 
responsibility,  for  the  prevention  of 
crime  and  outrage,  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  take  the  course  they  have  taken 
with  regard  to  the  two  baronies  men- 
tioned. 


PRISONS  (IRELAND)-SPIKE  ISLAND 

PRISON. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  he  can  now  state 
what  course  the  Government  intend  to 
take  with  regard  to  Spike  Island  Prison, 
in  consequence  of  the  Report  of  the 
Penal  Servitude  Commission  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  The  only 
answer  I  can  make  is  that  I  am  in 
communication  with  the  Treasury  in 
reference  to  it;  but  I  am  not  yet  in 
a  position  to  state  what  course  the 
Government  intend  to  take.  I  hope  to 
be  able  to  do  so  before  long.  As  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware,  the 
matter  is  a  very  important  one,  and 
there  are  many  difficulties  connected 
with  it  which  require  consideration. 

Mr.  Molloy 


SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  THANSVA^AX 
(ADMINISTRATION). 

Mb.  CARINGTON  asked  the  TJnda- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies* 
Who  is  at  present  responsible  for  the 
administration  of  the  Law  and  for  the 
maintenance  of  order  in  the  TransraaL 
and  before  what  tribunal  it  is  intended 
to  try  the  murderers  of  Captain  EUliot, 
in  the  event  of  their  being  brougiit  to 
justice  ?  

Mb.  grant  duff  :  So  far  as  any 
Government  can  be  responsible  in  a  Tast 
and  disturbed  country,  Her  Majesty's 
Gt)vemment  is  responsible.  The  peraoiu 
accused  of  the  murder  will  be  tried  by 
the  existing  High  Court  of  the  Tmaft- 
vaal,  according  to  the  existing  law. 

LoBD  EUSTACE  CECIL :  Have  they 
been  apprehended  yet  ? 

Mb.  GRANT  DUFF  :  Ithinkso;b«t 
the  noble  Lord  had  better  give  Notice. 


ARMY  ORGANIZATION  —  OOMPITUSOBT 
RETIREMENT  OF  OFFICERS  —  EX- 
EMPTING APPOINTMENTS. 

Sm  ALEXANDER  GORDON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  Houae  a 
list  of  the  various  appointments  which 
will  exempt  the  officers  of  the  Army, 
who  may,  at  any  time  hold  them,  from 
the  operation  of  the  proposed  role  for 
compulsory  retirement  after  five  yean 
non-employment ;  and,  if  he  wOl  state 
how  long  such  appointments  wiU  require 
to  be  held  in  order  to  enable  the  holden 
to  claim  exemption  from  the  non-employ- 
ment rule? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  I  really  must  ap- 
peal to  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  to 
take  the  answer  which  I  have  already 
given  on  this  subject.  He  will  find  when 
the  Warrant  appears  that  we  have  folly 

grovided,  in  the  interest  of  the  Publio 
ervice,  and  of  the  officers  themselree, 
for  the  cases  of  Colonels  now  holding 
five  years'  appointments;  and  I  hare 
already  explained  that  the  aggregate 
cost  of  retirement  is  estimated  at  within 
the  sum  which  I  named  in  moving  Tote  3 
of  the  Estimates. 

JAPAN— INTRODUCTION    OF    DRUGS 
AND  CHEMICALS. 

Mb.  R.  N.  fowler  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afiairs, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Oovomawnt 
have  made  any  communioatjon  to  tiu& 
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Ooremment  of  Japan  in  regard  to  the 
introduction  of  drags  and  chemicals  into 
that  Country  ? 

8iB  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Her 
Majesty's  Charg6  d' Affaires  in  Japan 
was  instructed,  in  July  last,  to  take  such 
action  as  mieht  be  necessary  for  the  pro- 
tection of  importers  of  drugs,  in  case 
there  should  be  proper  grounds  for  the 
intervention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  no  further  complaint  has  been 
received  since  that  date. 

WESTMINSTER   ABBEY— MONUMENTS. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  asked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  If  he  will  lay 
a  Betum,  in  the  form  of  which  Notice 
has  been  given,  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House,  giving  an  account  of  all  the 
Slab  Memorials,  Tablets,  Busts,  Sta- 
tuettes, and  other  Monuments  that  have 
been  erected  in  Westminster  Abbey  in 
recognition  of  the  dead  since  1 800  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE :  I  have  no 
rig^t  to  call  upon  the  Dean  and  Chapter 
for  anv  such  Ketum  as  the  hon.  Member 
asks  for.  I  have,  however,  communi- 
cated with  the  Dean  on  the  subject.  He 
informs  me  that  all  the  inrormation 
which  the  hon.  Member  asks  for  as  to 
the  tablets,  busts,  and  monuments  which 
have  been  erected  since  1800  is  to  be 
found  in  published  histories  of  the  Abbev, 
and  in  a  small  popular  account  of  it  sold 
outside  the  Abbey  for  U.  If  the  hon. 
Member  prefers  to  examine  these  monu- 
ments on  the  spot,  the  Dean  will  under- 
take to  show  them  to  him,  and  to  any 
other  Members  who  mav  accompany 
him,  in  the  course  of  half-an-hour,  at 
any  time  he  will  name.  With  reference 
to  the  information  required  as  to  the 
fees,  the  Dean  says  that  the  fees  for 
private  monuments  vary  from  £200  for 
a  bust  upwards,  according  to  the  size  of 
the  monument.  The  fees  go  entirely  to 
the  maintenance  of  the  fabric,  and  not  to 
the  private  emolument  of  the  Dean  or  any 
other  member  of  the  Chapter.  He  adds 
that  the  space  in  the  Abbey  is  very 
limited,  thehonour  of  a  monument  being 
very  much  coveted,  the  disfigurement 
occasioned  by  disproportionate  monu- 
ments very  incongruous,  and  the  expense 
of  the  fabric  of  the  Abbey  very  gpreat.  I 
would  Bug^geet,  therefore,  to  mv  hon. 
Friend  that,  as  his  Motion  is  blocked  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bridport 
(Mr.  Warton),  he  should  accept  the  Dean's 
offar.    He  will  spend  a  most  delightful 


half-hour,  under  the  guidance  of  a  man 
who,  beyond  all  his  predecessors,  has 
exercised  a  wise  and  eenerous  discrimi- 
nation in  offering  a  place  in  the  Abbey 
to  the  memorials  of  distinguished  men. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  further  asked  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  If  he  is 
aware  that  the  bust  erected  to  the 
memory  of  the  late  Sir  Eowland  Hill 
within  the  Westminster  Abbey  cost  £200 ; 
and,  whether  he  is  further  aware  that 
the  fees  for  allowing  it  to  be  placed  there 
amounted  to  the  sum  of  X201  1«.  and 
to  what  purpose  is  such  money  applied 
under  the  term  "  fabric  ?  " 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  that  this 
Question  had  been  already  answered. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  gave  Notice  that 
when  the  Estimates  of  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  were  proceeded  with 
he  should  move  their  entire  rejection, 
and  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  scandal  of  selling  places  in  such  a 
venerable  Institution. 

TUNIS  (INTERNATIONAL  ENGAGE- 
MENTS). 

Mb.  mac  IVER  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether . 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  already 
taken  or  intends  to  take  such  steps  as  will 
insure  to  our  Maltese  fellow  subjects 
resident  in  Tunis  a  continuance  of  those 
commercial  advantages  which,  under 
Turkish  Suzerainty,  they  have  hitherto 
enjoyed ;  or  if,  tmder  French  Protecto- 
rate, their  trade,  wliich  to  some  exent 
is  in  British  manufactures,  will  be  sub- 
jected to  disadvantages  similar  to  those 
under  which  our  trade  with  the  French 
Republic  is  alreadv  subjected  by  our 
system  of  one-sided  Free  Trade,  and 
which  conditions  do  not  seem  likely  to 
be  much  ameliorated  so  long  as  we  con- 
tinue to  receive  Foreign  manufactures 
free  of  taxation,  while  demanding  no 
similar  privileges  from  foreigners  in  re- 
turn? 

SiB  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
he  should  answer  the  Question  in  general 
terms  in  reply  to  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth. 

SiB  n.DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked. 
Whether  any  steps  have  been  taken  to 
secure  for  British  subjects  in  Tunis  all 
the  rights,  liberties,  exemptions,  and 
privileges  obtained  for  tliom  oy  the  Con- 
ventions between  the  Governments  of 
Great  Britain  and  Tunis,  concluded  on 
10th  of  October  1868  and  the  i9th  of 
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July  1875  ;  whether  any  communication 
ha8  been  received  from  the  French  Go- 
vernment as  to  the  validity  of  the  capitu- 
lations in  Tunis ;  and,  what  would  be  the 
position  of  British  subjects  in  Tunis  as 
to  the  administration  of  civil  and  cri- 
minal justice ;  and,  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  recognised  or 
acquiesced  in  the  state  of  things  estab- 
lished at  Tunis  by  the  recent  action  of 
the  French  Government;  and,  whether 
they  will  defer  any  decision  on  their 
policy  in  this  respect  until  Parliament 
has  been  enabled  to  consider  the  Papers 
about  to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  on  the 
subject? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  I  pro- 
pose to  give  in  a  few  words  what  infor- 
mation I  can  with  regard  to  the  commer- 
cial side  of  these  Questions.  If  I  en- 
tered on  the  political  topics  to  which 
these  Questions  refer,  I  should  have 
to  read  out  the  whole  of  our  despatches 
from  Tunis,  Nos.  2,  3,  and  4.  I  may 
state  that  all  existing  Conventions 
are  to  be  maintained  and  respected  ; 
commercial  and  other  rights  and  privi- 
leges will  remain  undisturbed  in  so  far 
as  they  are  guaranteed  by  Treaties, 
unless  new  Conventions  freely  entered 
into  should  be  substituted  for  the  exist- 
ing arrangements.  The  General  Con- 
vention between  the  Governments  of 
Great  Britain  and  Tunis  still  remains  in 
force ;  it  secures  to  British  subjects, 
vessels,  and  commerce  the  treatment  of 
the  most  favoured  nation,  and  we,  of 
course,  continue  entitled  to  the  privi- 
leges of  the  later  Treaties. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF :  I 
see  by  the  new  French  Treaty  with 
Tunis,  that  while  the  Treaties  are  to  be 
maintained  the  French  Government  are 
practically  to  carry  on  the  foreign  affairs 
of  Tunis.  The  Convention  of  1875  is 
limited  to  a  term  of  seven  years  ;  and  I 
wish  to  know  whether  the  French  Go- 
vernment would,  on  its  expiration  in 
1882,  be  competent  to  give  notice  for 
its  termination  in  1882  ?  I  have  to  ask 
this  particularly,  because  by  the  Treaty 
of  1875  an  ad  valorefn  duty  of  8  per  cent 
was  placed  on  British  imports ;  and  in 
view  of  the  unsatisfactory  nature  of  the 
present  negotiations  for  a  new  Com- 
mercial Treaty  with  France,  I  wish  to 
know  whether  the  French  Government 
would  have  the  power  to  refuse  to  renew 
the  Convention  of  1875,  and  to  impose 
on  British  goods  a  higher  duty  ? 

Sir  M.  Drummond  Wolff 


Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
he  should  like  to  have  Notice  bHbf» 
answering  the  Question.  

Sir  H.  drummond  WOLFF  ^^i, 
he  had  already  given  Notice. 

SiK  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  thai 
no  Notice  had  been  given  of  the  Qsei- 
tion  then  asked.  The  Con^entioo  cf 
1875  was  undoubtedly  in  force  and  re- 
mained in  force ;  but  the  question  lu 
was  asked  to  deal  with  was  in  re^«ct 
of  a  renewal  of  the  Treaty. 

Mb.  mac  IYER  said,  that  his  Qo4c- 
tion  raised  substantially  the  same  qaea- 
tion. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  thi: 
the  Question  on  the  Paper  did  not  speo- 
fically  raised  the  question  just  asked, 
which  was  a  question  dealings  with  the 
future. 

Sir  H.  drummond  WOLFF  gmrt 
Notice  that  he  would  call  attention  t> 
this  subject  on  Monday  next,  and  ask 
what  the  Qoyemment  intended  to  do 
with  regard  to  the  Financial  Coi 
at  present  in  existence,  and  which 
sisted  of  English,  French,  and  Italisi 
Commissioners. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  thst 
the  financial  side  of  the  question  hsd 
not  escaped  the  attention  of  the  Qoreni- 
ment.  The  Government  had  heard  no- 
thing from  the  French  Goyemment,  ex- 
cept that  they  had  been  desiroas  of 
maintaining  cdl  the  existing  Treatiea 
If  any  desire  should  be  expressed  to 
change  the  constitution  of  the  Financial 
Commission,  the  Government  would  t&ks 
the  opportunity  of  expressing  their  rievi. 

Mr.  mac  IYER  said,  that  he  felt 
obliged  to  say  something  on  the  subject 
of  Malta  and  Tunis,  and  that  to  keep 
himself  in  Order  he  would  oonclade  wita 
a  Motion.  The  relations  between  Malta 
and  Tunis  were  of  great  importance, 
and  Tunis  had  been  a  great  resort  of 
the  surplus  population  of  our  fellow- 
subjects  in  Malta.  He  contended  that 
the  Maltese  had  not  received  fair  treat- 
ment at  our  hands.  They  had  petitioned 
Parliament  to  redress  their  grievancas ; 
but  their  Petitions  had  been  disregarded. 
One  of  their  chief  wrongs  was  that  we 
sent  our  troops  and  our  war  vessels  to 
Malta,  and  that  the  troops  and  Navy 
were  relieved  from  the  food  taxation 
which  the  people  of  the  Island  had  to 
bear.  Another  grievance  suifered  by 
the  Maltese  was  that  they  were  com- 
pelled to  defray  the  whole  expense  of 
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the  salary  of  the  Governor  of  the  Island, 
and  that  the  Imperial  Govemment  con- 
tributed nothing  whatever  in  respect  of 
his  military  services  as  Commander  of 
the  Garrison.    We  should  be  doing  the 
Maltese  another  wrong  by  continuing  to 
conduct  commercial  negotiations  in  the 
childish  spirit  which  distinguished  the 
transactions  of  our  present  Foreign  Office. 
He  had  no  wish  to  say  anything  un- 
generous about  our  French  neighbours ; 
but  it  was  a  duty  from  which  he  could 
not  shrink  to  urge  upon  the  Govem- 
ment that  the  trade  facilities  hitherto 
enjoyed  by  the  Maltese  in  their  relations 
vr'ith.  Tunis  should  be  continued  in  the 
future.     In  conclusion,   ho  begged  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Mb.  FINIGAN  seconded  the  Motion, 
his  reasons  for  doing  so  being  the  same 
as  those  which  had  influenced  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down. 
Touching  the  question  of  Free  Trade,  he 
observed  that  he  had  received  informa- 
tion from  an  eminent  statistician  which 
Bhowed  that  while  £280,000,000  worth 
of  foreign  manufactured  goods  had  in 
1 0  years  been  introduced  into  this  coun- 
try, the  nations  who  sent  those  goods 
had  drawn  an  immense  revenue  from 
the  articles  exported  to  their  respective 
countries  in  return.  The  charges  im- 
posed upon  goods  by  America  amounted 
to  between  25  and  60  per  cent.  He  was 
of  opinion  that  the  industry  of  this 
Country  would  soon  have  to  be  conducted 
on  sounder  economical  principles  than 
at  present. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{2fr,  Mac  leer,) 

Mr.  ANDEHSON  said,  he  was  as 
anxious  as  anyone  could  be  to  have  the 
affairs  of  Malta  discussed  in  that  House, 
because  he  believed  that  Malta  was  not 
being  properly  attended  to  by  our  Co- 
lonial Govemment  at  present;  but  he 
deprecated  entirely  its  being  brought  up 
in  this  irreg^ar  fashion.  It  was  not 
doing  justice  to  Malta,  any  more  than  it 
was  doing  justice  to  the  HousOi  and  it 
was  because  he  wished  to  see  some  jus- 
tice done  to  the  subject  that  he  depre- 
cated it.  He  therefore  declined  to  go 
into  the  subject  at  present,  but  would  be 
ready  to  discuss  it  if  brought  forward 
in  a  regular  manner.  He  wished,  how-  | 
eretf  to  appeal  to  the  Govemment,  after 
tha  experience  they  had  bad  to-night,  to 


deal  with  this  question  of  those  un- 
timely Motions  for  adjournment.  He 
had  given  Notice  of  his  intention  to 
move  a  Resolution  limiting,  without 
abrogating,  the  power  of  Members  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  House  at 
Question  time.  He  therefore  appealed 
to  the  Govemment  to  take  this  matter 
in  hand. 

Mb.  mac  IVER  asked  leave  to  with- 
draw his  Motion,  adding  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson) 
was  one  of  the  Members  who  had  done 
their  best  to  effect  a  "count"  on  the 
occasions  when  he  had  tried  in  a  regular 
manner  to  bring  forward  the  subjects  to 
which  he  had  drawn  attention  that 
evening. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Is  it  the  pleasure  of 
the  House  that  this  Motion  shall  be 
withdrawn  ?    [**  No ! "] 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION-ROYAL 
ARTILLERY  GUNNERS. 

Captain  AYLMER  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether,  before 
deciding  upon  limiting  the  service  of 
gunners  in  the  Royal  Artillery  to  seven 
years,  he  will  give  due  consideration  to 
the  fact  that  it  takes  at  least  six  years 
to  make  a  skilled  gunner,  and  to  the 
serious  consequences  to  the  Country 
which  would  follow  the  loss  of  the  ser- 
vices of  such  men  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  I  must  en- 
tirely demur  to  his  statement  that  it 
takes  at  least  six  years  to  make  a  skilled 
gunner.  For  such  a  theory  there  is  in 
practice  no  foundation.  But  we  have 
oeen  carefully  considering  under  what 
circumstances  gunners  in  the  Coast  Bri- 
gade and  in  the  Garrison  Artillery  should 
serve  beyond  seven  years,  and  I  think 
that  our  decisions  will  fully  meet  the 
necessities  of  the  Service.  The  for- 
mation, I  may  say,  of  a  goner's  re- 
serve is  most  important. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION  — COMPULSORY 
RETIREMENT  OF  COLONELS  IN  COM- 
MAND  OF  DEPOT  CENTRES. 
Major  NOLAN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  How  many  Colonels 
now  holding   the    command   of    Depot 
Centres,  or  equivalent  positions,  will  be 
com pulsorily  retired  under  the  new  War- 
rant before  completing  the   period  of 
five  years'  command  for  which  they  were 
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originally  appointed ;  what  will  be  ap- 
proximately the  average  pension  of  each 
of  these  officers;  and,  will  the  total 
additional  cost  to  the  State  considerably 
exceed  £20,000  without  effecting  any 
compensating  saving,  or  conferring  any 
advantage  on  the  officers  in  question  ? 

Mr.  OHILDERS  :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  I  have  to  state 
that  the  Warrant,  which  will  be  issued 
before  the  1st  of  July,  will  specify  the 
appointments,  the  tenure  of  which  will 
qualify  officers  to  remain  for  specified 
periods  on  the  active  list.  As  a  rule,  the 
tenure  of  these  offices  must  be  two 
years  at  least,  with  special  provisions  as 
to  service  in  the  field. 

CURRENCY— MONETARY  CONFERENCE 
AT  PARIS— BI-METALLISM. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  asked,  Whether 
the  statement  alleged  to  have  been  made 
on  Tuesday  last  at  the  Paris  Conference 
by  Sir  Louis  Mallet  was  in  any  way 
authorised  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment or  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
in  Council ;  and,  if  not,  whether  such 
expressions  on  the  subject  of  Bi- 
metallism by  the  official  representative 
of  the  Government  of  India  in  this 
Country  will  not  lead  to  great  miscon- 
ception abroad  as  to  the  attitude  of  Eng- 
land on  this  subject  ? 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  asked. 
Whether  the  reported  statements  of  Sir 
Louis  Mallet  at  the  Paris  Conference 
have  the  sanction  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, and  can  be  construed  to  imply 
that  the  Gt)vemment  approves  of  the 
theory  which  its  representative  at  that 
Conference  has  adopted,  and  in  par- 
ticular the  opinion  which  Sir  liouis 
Mallet  is  reported  to  have  expressed 
that,  **  if  law  was  entitled  to  impose  a 
single  metal  as  money,  it  had  an  equal 
right  to  impose  two  metals  at  a  fixed 
ratio?" 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
In  reply  to  the  Questions  that  have  been 
put  to  me,  I  have  to  say  that,  as  the  in- 
terests of  India  and  of  the  United  King- 
dom with  regard  to  the  silver  question 
did  not  appear  to  be  identical,  it  seemed 
fitting  that  they  should  be  separately 
represented  at  Paris,  and  that  indepen- 
dent instructions  should  be  given  to  the 
delegates.  The  British  delegate  is  in- 
structed as  follows : — 

"  The  delegate  of  Her  Majesty* 8  Government 
will  oflflist  at  the  meetings  of  the  Conference, 

Major  Nolan 


solely  in  order  to  be  a  medium  of 

tion,  and  to  afford  informatian  when  tibe 

feronce  may  require  it,  but  with  no 

voting. ' 


It 


The  substance  of  the  instructions 
to  the  Indian  delegates — Sir  LouIb 
let  and  Lord  Reay — was  as  folio 


**  You  will  explain  that,  in  sending  a 
to  tho  Conference,  the  Govommeat  of    Ii>iU 
must  not  be  held  to  commit  itself  to  the  ad*--^ 
tion  of  the  principle  of  the  bi-metallic  vy*:*  s 
in  India,  and  that  you  are  not  authorized,  'with* 
out  further  instructions,  to  vote  on  any  qixwrif 
raised  at  the  Conference.    Tou  will,  howvr^v, 
add  that,  while  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Coob- 
cil  is  unwilling  to  encourage  an  expectation  td 
any  material  change,  at  present,  in  the  nkonctxTT 
policy  of  India,  he  would  be  ready  to  oooniar 
any  measures  which  might  be  soKested  far 
adoption  in  India  as  being  calculated  to  protiioC« 
the  re-establishment  of  the  value  of  silrer.     It 
is  desirable  that  you  should,  as  far  as  poanb}^, 
avoid  g^iving  any  pledge  on  the  part  of  the  G-.»- 
vemment  of  India  which  would  in  any  "*»•****■' 
interfere  with  its  future  liberty  of  action  ;  b«t, 
in  the  event  of  your  being  pressed  on  the  aah- 
jcct,  or  your  seeing  reason  to  think  it  deairabi* 
that  such  a  declaration  should  be  made,  you  ar« 
authorized  to  agree,  on  the  part  of  the  Gorvm* 
ment  of  India,  that,  for  some  deflnita  term 
of  years,  not  exceeding  ten,  it  will  andettai« 
not  to  depart,  in  any  direction  caloolated  to 
lower  tho  value   of  silver,   from  the   exiting 
practice  of  coining  silver  freely  in  tho  Indixs 
mints  as  legal  tender  throughout  the  Indiaa 
dominions  of  Her  Majesty.    Such  a  dacUratitJS 
must,  however,  be  conditional  on  tho  acceptaacv 
by  a  number  of  the  principal  States  of  an  agree- 
ment binding  them,  in  some  manner  or  othrr« 
to  open  their  mints  for  a  similar  term  to  th4 
coinage  of  silver  as  full  legal  tender  in  th«  pfo> 
portion  of  15^  of  silver  to  1  of  gold,  and  the  ea* 
gagcment  on  the  part  of  India  would  be  obHsa* 
tory  only  so  long  as  that  agreement  rcmaineahi 
force." 

I  have  received  no  official  information 
of  the  speech  said  to  have  been  deli- 
vered by  Sir  Louis  Mallet  at  the  Paris 
Conference,  and,  indeed,  no  information 
on  the  subject  except  that  which  ap* 

E eared  in  Thd  TimM  of,  I  think,  the  day 
efore  yesterday,  and,  therefore,  caa 
give  no  opinion  upon  the  speech  until  I 
have  received  an  authentic  copy.  I 
may,  however,  mention  that  before  com* 
ing  down  to  the  House  I  received  a  tele- 
gram from  Lord  Lyons,  dated  May  20, 
4  P.M.,  in  which  Sir  Louia  IkLallat 
says — 

**  Timet  City  Article,  Thursday.  I  distinctly 
stated  that  the  opinion  on  abstract  auestiim  in 
reply  to  previous  speakers  was  purely  ptraooil 
and  individual,  and  that  English  GoTemment 
had  from  the  beginning  absolutelv  refused  to 
join  bi-metallic  experiment.  Speech  not  yet  re- 
ceived from  printer ;  will  be  sent  immediately.'* 


THE  "PRINCESS  ALICE"  CATASTROPHE 
—BURIAL  EXPENSES  OP  THE  SUF- 
FERERS  — TIDAL  RIVERS  (INTER- 
MENTS)  BILL. 

Mb.  MONTAGU   SCOTT  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart* 
xnent,  Whether  his  attention  has  oeen 
called  to  a  statement  in  the  **  Morning 
!Po8t "  that,  in  consequence  of  the  exist- 
ing' state  of  the  Law,  by  which  the  ex- 
pense of  the  burial  of  those  drowned  in 
^e  Princess  Alice  disaster,  and  cast  or 
l>roaght  ashore  at  Woolwich  and  Plum- 
stead,  will  have  to  be  paid  by  those  two 
parishes ;  and,  that  bodies  of  drowned 
persons  are  now  not  recovered  from  the 
Thames,  but  are  allowed  to  float  up 
and  down  in  the  tide,  as  in  the  rivers  of 
India;  and,  if  he  will  take  immediate 
steps  to  alter  theLaw,  and  thereby  prevent 
BO  gross  a  violation  of  public  decency  ? 

SiB  WILLIAM  HAIICOUET,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  when  he  was  asked  if  he 
would  take  immediate  steps  to  alter  the 
law,"  hon.  ^Gentlemen  in  that  House 
must  know  that  that  was  no  easy  thing 
to  do.  He,  however,  quite  admitted 
that  there  was  a  distinct  grievance  in 
this  case,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich  (Baron  Henry  de  Worms) 
had  introduced  a  Bill  for  the  alteration 
of  the  law  in  this  matter,  and  that  Bill 
would  receive  the  favourable  considera- 
tion of  the  Gbvemment. 

CENTRAL   AFRICA— FRENCH  PROTEC- 
TORATE ON  THE  UPPER  NIGER. 

M&.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Becretaxy  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  true  tiiat  the  French  CK>- 
▼emment  have  concluded  a  Treaty  with 
the  native  ruler  of  the  territories  on  the 
Upper  Niger,  placing  the  Niger  from  its 
sources  down  to  the  great  emporium  of 
Central  African  Trade,  under  the  exclu* 
nve  protectorate  of  France,  and  ezdud- 
ing  all  Europeans,  except  French  sub- 
jects, from  establishing  themselves  and 
from  opening  trading  factories  within 
these  immense  regions,  and  even  fW>m 
narigating  the  Eiver  Niger ;  and,  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
consent  to  the  imposition  of  svoh  disabi- 
lities on  British  subjects  ? 

8iB  CfHAELES  W.  DELKE:  We 
have  heard  from  private  sources  of  the 
oondiuion  of  a  Ireaty  between  France 
and  the  King  of  Segoo  through  the  Oo- 
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vemor  of  Senegal,  with  regard  to  trade 
upon  the  Upper  Niger  above  Timbuctoo 
— that  is,  some  2,000  or  2,500  miles 
from  its  mouth.  Similar  information 
has  reached  Her  Majesty's  Government 
from  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Brussels. 
I  am  not  aware  that  there  are  at  present 
any  British  traders  or  trade  in  the  coun- 
try in  question. 


LAND  REVENUES  ACT— THE  STAGSDEN 
CROWN  ESTATE. 

Mb.  J.  HOWARD  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  will 
cause  an  inquiry  to  be  instituted  into  the 
management  of  the  Crown  Estate  at 
Stagsden,  Bedfordshire,  and  the  alleged 
harsh  treatment  of  the  tenants  since  the 
estate  was  transferred  to  the  Crown  by 
the  trustees  of  the  late  Baron  Dynevor ; 
and,  whether  he  will  direct  particular 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  case  of 
George  Pettit,  an  industrious  and  re- 
spected tenant  farmer  upon  the  said 
Otowh  Estate,  who  recently  committed 
suicide,  and  who,  according  to  the  evi- 
dence adduced  at  the  coroner's  inquest, 
left  behind  him  a  memorandum  to  the 
effect  that  he  had  been  driven  to  the  act 
by  the  treatment  which  he  had  received 
at  the  hands  of  the  agent  of  the  Crown 
Estates? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  matter  is 
one  which  deserves  to  be  considered 
with  care.  The  estate  to  which  the 
Question  relates,  and  which  consists  of 
something  like  4,000  acres,  was  pur- 
chased for  £113,000,  and  £21,000  has 
been  laid  out  in  improvements.  The 
farms  have  been  let,  according  to  the 
judgment  of  those  intrusted  with  the 
management,  in  strict  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Land  Bevenues 
Act.  The  valuation  on  which  they  have 
been  let  is  that  of  Mr.  Clutton,  who  is 
well  known  as  one  of  the  most  expe- 
rienced valuators  in  England.  The  total 
amount  of  rent  is  £4,312,  at  2d«.  an 
acre.  Owing  to  the  bad  times  allow- 
ances have  been  made  to  the  tenants 
amounting  to  11  per  cent  in  1878,  17 
per  cent  in  1879,  and  22  per  cent  in 
1880.  The  same  reduction  has  been 
granted  in  1881.  This  leaves  the  rent 
at  something  like  22«.  an  acre,  and  it 
will  be  seen  that  there  is  nothing  like 
severity  or  hardship  in  the  general 
management  of  the  estate.  George 
Pettit,  I  am  informed,  held  171  acres 


959  JTeitminster  School  and  Christ  ( COMMONS )       Church  College,  Oxford.     960 


of  some  of  the  best  land  on  the  estate, 
on  which  £2,000  had  been  laid  out  in 
making  improvements.  He  paid  25«.  an 
acre,  deducting  the  allowances  in  bad 
times  which  I  have  described.  Last 
Michaelmas  he  fell  into  an  arrear  of 
£20,  of  which  no  notice  was  taken  until 
the  month  of  March  in  this  year,  when 
application  was  made  to  him  for  pay- 
ment. In  reply  he  requested  some  fur- 
ther time,  and  no  further  application 
was  made  to  him.  On  the  15th  of  April 
the  Commissioners  visited  the  farm,  and 
Pettit  made  no  complaint  to  them,  and 
expressed  himself  well  satisfied  with 
the  new  buildings  and  improvements 
which  had  been  made.  He  asked  that 
Bome  further  works  might  be  carried 
out,  and  the  application  was  acceded  to 
and  the  works  put  in  hand.  I  may  add 
that  there  is  no  doubt  this  gentleman 
suffered  a  good  deal  from  anxiety  of 
mind ;  but  I  am  informed  that  he  took 
a  second  farm  by  which  he  lost  heavily. 
I  may  also  mention  that  I  am  assured 
that  two  months  ago,  in  the  course  of 
conversation  with  his  brother,  he  spoke 
of  the  great  anxiety  which  he  felt  in 
connection  with  the  farm  which  he  had 
lately  taken ;  but  that  he  made  no  com- 

Elarnt  with  reference  to  the  farm  which 
e  held  under  the  Crown. 

Mr.  J.  HOWAED  asked  whether,  the 
information  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  given  to  the  House  was  sup- 
plied from  the  Department  of  Woods 
and  Forests,  or  whether  it  came  from  an 
independent  and  impartial  source  ?  He 
should  also  like  to  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  read  the  re- 
port of  the  evidence  which  had  been 
given  at  the  Coroner's  inquest,  and  the 
comments  which  had  been  made  in  the 
county  newspapers  on  the  management 
of  the  estate  in  question ;  also  whether 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  the  case 
of  another  tenant  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  could  scarcely  be 
regarded  as  coming  within  the  proper 
limits  of  a  Question,  as  they  involved 
matter  which  might  lead  to  debate. 

Mr.  J.  HOWARD  gave  Notice  that 
when  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cardiganshire  (Mr.  Pugh),  with  re- 
gard to  the  management  of  the  Crown 
Lands  in  Wales,  came  on  for  discussion, 
he  should  move  that  the  proposed  in- 
quiry be  extended  to  the  Crown  Estates 
in  Bedfordshire. 

Mr,  GladeUme 


Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  may  be  allowtd 
to  say  that  the  information  which  I  com- 
municated to  the  House  was  receiTed 
from  the  Commissioners  of  Crown  Lands. 
I  would,  at  the  same  time,  observe  that 
that  information  turns  upon  matten  of 
fact,  and  not  of  opinion. 

WES'nilNSTER  SCHOOL  AND    CHKIST 
CHURCH  COLLEGE,  OXFORD. 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  asked  tb« 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it 
is  true  that  the  governing  body  of  West- 
minster School  have  agreed  to  sur- 
render the  right  of  the  school  to  ths 
house  in  Little  Dean's  Yard,  lately  oc- 
cupied by  the  Rev.  Lord  John  Thynne, 
and  containing  an  area  of  about  10.000 
square  feet,  and  to  accept  instead  another 
house  containing  an  area  of  about  4,000 
feet,  after  the  decease  of  the  present 
occupier,  this  house,  the  acquisition  of 
which  is  more  or  less  remote,  not 
being  so  conveniently  situated  for  the 
proper  conduct  of  the  school,  and  for 
the  necessary  expansion  of  its  teaching. 
and  whether  in  case  such  an  arrange* 
ment  has  been  made,  there  are  any 
means  by  which  it  may  be  rescinded, 
and  the  school  enter  at  once  into  the 
premises  to  which  it  is  legally  entitled ; 
and,  whether,  in  case  the  statutes  of 
Westminster  School,  and  the  College  of 
Christ  Church,  Oxford,  are  revised,  it 
would  not  be  expedient  to  free  the 
ancient  and  royal  foundation  of  West- 
minster from  the  relations  with  the  two 
Deans  and  two  Chapters  of  St.  Peter's 
and  Christ  Church,  especially  the  latter, 
since  during  the  last  ten  years  the  un- 
dergraduates of  Christ  Church,  Oxford, 
have  gained  only  six  first  classes  in  Li- 
teris  Humanioribus,  and  only  eighteen 
first  classes  under  Moderators,  the  col- 
lege containing  207  undergpraduates, 
while  another  college,  exemptia  gratia, 
now  has,  in  the  same  period,  having  now 
165  undergraduates,  gained  twenty-six 
first  classes  in  Literis  Humanioribus, 
and  thirty-nine  first  classes  under  Mode- 
ratorSy  and  that  the  Westminster  stu- 
dents may  be  left  free  to  choose  their 
own  college  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  state  that,  as  I 
am  informed,  the  Governing  Body  of 
Westminster  School  have  agreed  to  sur- 
render the  right  of  the  School  to  which 
he  refers.  With  regard  to  the  seoond 
branch  of  the  first  portion  of  his  Qum- 
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tion,  I  am  not  aware  of  any  means  by 
i^rhich   such  an    arrangement    can    be 
rescinded.     The  fact  is,  that  the  Legis- 
lature has,  by  a  not  very  old  Act  of  Par- 
liament, made  provision,  through  this 
l>ody,  for  the  conduct  of  the  affairs  of 
the  School ;  and  there  are  no  means  of 
taking  the  conduct  of  those  affairs  out 
of  their  hands.     With  reference  to  the 
second  Question,  I  may  allude  to  the 
inference  to  be  drawn  from  it,  which 
would  lead  one  to  suppose  that  my  hon. 
l^riend  is  of  opinion  that  the  diminution 
in  the  number  of  first  classes  in  the  case 
of  the  Undergraduates  of  Ohrist  Church 
iras  due  to  the  contaminating  influence 
of  the  contact  between  the  School  and 
College.  The  Dean  of  Westminster  gives 
me  this  consolatory  assurance  with  re- 
gard to  the  composition  of  these  Go- 
reming  Bodies — namely,  that  out  of  Id 
persons  the  Dean  and  Chapter  have  only 
three  places;   and,  consequently,   they 
cannot  well  corrupt  the  other  1 2  mem- 
bers, or  if  they  do  they  must  do  so  by 
some  mysterious  influence,   which  evi- 
dently testifies  to   an  occult  virtue  in 
Deans  and  Chapters.     At  Christ  Church 
the  case  was  quite  as  strong,  the  Oo- 
veming  Body  consisting  of  29  persons, 
and  the  Dean  and  Chapter  having  only 
seven  places;  so  that  only  about  a  fourth 
part  of  the  responsibility  for  anything 
that  takes  place  rests  with  the  Dean  and 
Chapter.     My  hon.  Friend  is  dissatisfied 
-with  the  conduct  of  the  Governing  Body ; 
and  upon  that  matter  I  must  leave  him 
to  form  an  independent  judgment. 

FRANX'E— THE  NEW  COMMERCIAL 
TREATY  (NEGOTIATIONS). 

Mr.  W.  HOLMS  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  having  re;^ard 
to  the  fact  that  negotiations  are  about 
to  begin  with  a  view  to  making  a  new 
Commercial  Treaty  with  France,  which 
will  eflbct  some  of  the  most  important 
industries  of  this  Country,  he  will  be  so 
ffood  as  to  relieve  the  anxiety  which  is 
felt  in  connection  with  this  question  by 
giving  an  assurance  that  no  Commercial 
Treaty  will  be  concluded  with  Franco 
till  it  has  been  submitted  to  and  ap- 
proved of  by  Parliament  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  Qi^^stion  my 
hon.  Friend  asks  me  is  whether  we  will 
give  an  aMurance  that  no  Commercial 
Treaty  will  be  concluded  till  it  has 
been  submitted  to  and  approved  of  by 
Parliament?     That  pledge  has  never 
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been  given  in  any  case  by  any  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  any  Treaty.  I  could 
not  give  that  pledge.  It  would  involve 
a  fundamental  alteration  as  to  the  mode 
of  carrying  on  the  Business  of  the  coun- 
try. I  have,  however,  already  formally 
conveyed  to  an  hon.  Member  who  takes 
an  interest  in  the  matter  an  assurance 
that  he  need  entertain  no  anxiety  on  this 
subject.  There  is  every  security  that 
there  can  be — in  this  case  very  special 
security — that  no  steps  will  be  taken 
except  in  the  light  of  day,  and  within 
the  full  knowledge  of  the  commercial 
community,  as  well  as  of  Parliament ; 
and  I  think  that  when  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  proceeds  to  present  to  Parliament 
information  with  regard  to  the  arrange- 
ments for  carrying  on  the  negotiations,  it 
will  be  seen  that  no  apprehension  need 
be  entertained. 

FOREIGN  JEWS  IN  RUSSIA— EXPUL- 
SION OF  A  NATURALIZED  BRITISH 
SUBJECT. 

Baron  HENEY  DE  WORMS  gave 
Notice  that,  on  Monday,  he  would  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  a  Copy  of  the  Pro- 
test, by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
the  Government  of  Russia  relative  to 
the  expulsion  of  Mr.  Lovisohn,  a  British 
subject  of  the  Jewish  faith,  and  of  the 
text  of  the  Russian  law  bearing  on  the 
subject,  and  of  the  notice  said  to  have 
appeared  in  the  **  Gazette"  warning 
British  subjects  professing  the  Jewish 
faith  from  visiting  Russia  or  taking  up 
their  rosidt^nce  there  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  explained 
that  he  had  never  said  that  the  notice 
given  in  The  Gazette  warned  any  British 
subjects  from  visiting  Russia. 

STATE   OF   IRELAND— MOVEMENT  OF 
TROOPS  AND  ARTILLERY. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  it  was  true,  as 
stated  in  the  morning  newspapers,  that 
four  pieces  of  artillery  in  a  flying  column 
had  boon  sent  against  the  peasantry  of 
Limerick ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  had 
yet  received  any  news  from  the  seat  of 
war? 

Mr.  CHELDERS  :  I  do  not  know  whe- 
therthe  hon.  Gentleman  puts  this  Ques- 
tion to  me  seriously.  [Mr.  Healy  :  Yes.] 

2  I 


963        Peace  PreeervaUon 


[COMMONS]  {Jrekni)  Ae^  1881.         964 


Then,  all  I  can  say  is,  that  I  have  not 
seen  the  paragraph  in  the  newspapers  to 
which  he  alludes. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MR. 
DILLON. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  it  was  true  that  Mr.  Dillon  had  been 
obliged  to  return  from  the  infirmary  in 
Kilmainham  to  an  ordinary  cell  in  con- 
sequence of  the  fact  that  he  was  obliged 
to  herd  with  other  people  in  the  room 
which  had  been  set  apart  for  his  separate 
use ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  his  delicate 
state  of  health,  steps  would  be  taken  to 
allocate  a  room  in  the  prison  for  his  sole 
occupation  ?  

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER :  If  the  hon. 
Oentleman  gives  Notice  of  the  Question, 
I  shall  answer  it.  What  I  believe  is, 
that  it  was  found  necessary  to  put  other 
people  who  were  ill  in  the  same  room 
with  Mr.  Dillon  on  account  of  the  want 
of  accommodation  in  the  infirmary. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT, 

1881— ARRESTS  OF  REV.  FATHER 

8HEEHY  AND  OTHERS. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  was  true  that  that 
morning  the  Eev.  Father  Sheehy,  Mr. 
HeniT  (Hlbertson,  Mr.  P.  M*0arthy, 
and  Mr.  John  deary  were  arrested  at 
Kilmallock,  in  the  coimty  of  Limerick, 
under  the  suspension  of  the  Habeas  Cor- 
pus Act ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  would 
inform  the  House  on  what  grounds  those 
four  gentlemen  had  been  arrested  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE:  The  four  per- 
sons named  by  the  hon.  Member  were 
arrested  this  morning  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Peace  Preservation  Act.  I 
can  only  say  it  is  with  great  regret  that 
we  have  foimd  it  to  be  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  direct  the  arrest  of  a  Roman  Oa- 
tholio  dergyman.  With  regard  to  the 
exact  terms  of  the  Warrant,  we  shall 
receive  that  document  by  post  to-mor- 
row morning,  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
will  ask  me,  I  will  give  him  the  terms 
of  it  on  Monday.  It  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  in  the  usual  course. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  that  during 
the  seven  years  which  he  had  been  in  that 
House  he  had  never  risen  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  at  that  early 

Mr,  CkiUere 


hour  of  the  evening ;  but  he  felt  that  Ihe 
present  was  too  serious  an  oocasion  to 
be  allowed  to  pass  without  protest.  Thej 
knew  well  that  in  Ireland  arrests  were 
accustomed  to  be  made  without  any 
charge  being  brought  against  those  ar* 
rested  ;  but  he  believed  this  was  th« 
first  time  since  the  abolition  of  the  Penal 
Laws  that  a  clergyman  had  been  ar- 
rested for  political  reasons.  Tbongli 
they  had  a  Tory  Oovemment  in  Office 
in  1867,  and  though  thousands  of  per- 
sons were  arrested  in  that  year,  yet 
amongst  that  number  there  was  not  a 
single  clergyman  arrested  on  that  occa- 
sion, though  the  Tory  Government  were 
never  given  much  credit  for  partiality 
towards  Catholic  clergymen.  How  was 
it  that  when  a  libenu  GK>vemment 
in  Office,  and  that  when  the  number 
rested  was  comparatively  so  small,  that 
one  of  them  was  a  Catholic  clergyman  ? 
He  knew  the  three  laige  farmers  who 
were  arrested  in  his  neighbourhood 
since  they  were  boys,  and  he  knew  them 
to  be  active  and  industrious,  and  be- 
lieved they  would  not  be  guilty  of  any 
reckless  or  illegal  conduct  to  bring  them 
imder  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  It  wa% 
therefore,  a  mystery  to  him  why  those 
arrests  should  have  taken  place.  One  of 
these  gentlemen  was  an  auctioneer  in  a 
large  way  of  business,  as  well  as  being 
a  large  farmer,  and  he  never  knew  a 
man  more  attentive  to  his  business  than 
he  was.  He  (Mr.  O'Sullivan)  felt  that 
he  would  not  be  discharging  his  duty  to 
his  constituency  if  he  allowed  this  occa- 
sion to  pass  without  calling  attention  to 
the  arrest  of  these  men.  The  Chief  Se- 
cretary had  declined  to  tell  them  the 
reason  why  they  were  arrested ;  but  he 
(Mr.  0'Si:dlivan)  would  tell  them  what 
he  thought  was  the  cause  of  their  arrest. 
There  was  in  his  neighbourhood,  and  in 
many  other  parts  of  the  County  limerick, 
a  great  many  rack-rented  tenants  ;  but 
there  was  particularly,  on  one  estate 
in  that  neighbourhood,  the  most  rack* 
rented  tenantry  in  any  part  of  Ireland — 
that  was  on  the  estate  of  a  man  named 
Coote.  It  had  been  stated  in  that  House 
that  the  purchasers  in  the  Landed  Es- 
tates Court  were  the  greatest  rack- 
renters;  but  this  man  was  not  a  pur- 
chaser in  the  Landed  Estates  Court.  He 
was  one  of  the  real  old  Cromwellian 
settlers,  and  he  was  a  man  that  rack- 
rented  his  tenantry  more  than  any  other 
landlord  in  the  County  Limerick.   Writa 
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were  flying  about  on  that  estate  for  a 
half-jear's  and  a  year's  rent.  The  ten- 
ants had  paid  their  rents  as  long  as  they 
possibly  could  out  of  the  little  capital 
they  had;  but  in  the  bad  years  of  1878 
and  1879  they  were  not  able  to  pay  these 
rack  rents.  Within  the  last  week  there 
had  been  an  order  to  evict  a  man  with 
a  large  family  on  that  property,  named 
Murphy ;  and  it  was  feared  that  if  these 
men  were  at  liberty,  they  would  be  able 
to  tell  the  grievances  of  these  tenants, 
and  that  the  people  there  would  rise  up 
as  one  man  and  try  to  prevent  the  evic- 
tion of  Murphy  and  others  on  that  es- 
tate. He  believed  that  was  the  reason 
why  Father  Sheehy  and  these  respect- 
able, industrious  farmers  had  been  ar- 
rested. That  landlord  had  an  agent 
named  Townsend,  and  for  the  last  20 
years  his  conduct  had  been  most  tyran- 
nical to  the  tenantry  on  several  pro- 
perties round  Kilmallock  and  Kilfinane. 
There  was  no  opportunity  that  occurred, 
whether  the  death  of  a  father  or  mother, 
or  the  marriage  of  a  son,  that  he  did 
not  try  to  advance  the  rent,  and  the 
oonsequence  was  that  the  rents  on  the 
estates  in  many  cases  were  double 
what  they  were  20  years  ago.  Another 
of  his  tenants  had  been  served  with 
notice  to  quit,  so  that  between  Mr. 
Coote  and  his  agent,  Townsend,  the 
neighbourhood  was  unfortunately  in  a 
disturbed  condition.  The  trouble  had 
been  brewing  for  many  years,  for  there 
was  no  occasion  that  had  not  been  taken 
advantage  of  to  raise  the  rent,  until  at 
last  the  rents  were  beyond  what  the 
tenants  could  pay.  Then  they  revolted 
against  the  agent.  He  had  known  a  case 
where  the  rent  had  been  raised  three 
times  in  35  years,  so  that  what  was  only 
1 9«.  3d,  per  acre  at  that  time  was  now 
£2  It.  9rf.  per  acre.  lie  knew  the  neigh- 
boarhood  in  which  the  arrests  had  been 
made;  he  knew  the  persons  who  had 
been  arrested,  and  he  knew  their  history ; 
•nd  he  challenged  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  show  that  any 
of  the  persons  arrested  had  committed 
any  act  which  brought  them  legitimately 
within  the  scope  of  the  Coercion  Act 
Mssed  by  Parliament  a  short  time  back. 
The  truth  was,  that  a  farmer  named 
Murphy  was  to  be  evicted  in  the  course 
of  a  week  or  two ;  and  it  was  thought 
dangerous  by  the  Executive  Government 
to  leave  in  the  neighbourhood  certain 
mem  of  intellig^oe  and  knowledge  who 


would  be  able  to  explain  to  the  people 
the  glaring  injustice  that  was  being  in- 
flicted upon  this  unfortunate  man.  There 
was  no  Court  before  which  the  question 
could  be  raised  that  would  not  reduce 
the  rents  on  this  rack-rented  property; 
and  this  was  the  explanation  of  the  fact 
that  writs  were  being  numerously  served 
on  the  tenants  occupying  farms  on  the 
estate,  for  they  knew  the  Land  Bill 
would  stop  their  hand.  Feeling  that, 
he  would  not  be  doing  his  duty  if  he 
allowed  the  arrest  of  four  respectable 
constituents  of  his  to  take  place  without 
any  sufiicient  reason  to  pass  unchal- 
lenged. He  therefore  begged  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  he  was  reluctant 
to  interfere  with  the  ordinary  Business 
of  the  House  by  supporting  Motions  of 
this  eccentric  character;  but  the  circum- 
stances of  the  present  case  rendered  the 
course  which  had  been  taken  a  proper 
course.  It  had  never  been  known  in 
the  course  of  the  last  century  that  a 
clergyman  in  Ireland  had  been  arrested 
and  put  into  prison  without  trial.  He 
could  only  suppose  that  the  reason  for 
the  arrest  of  the  Ilev.  Mr.  Sheehy — a 
gentleman  of  the  highest  character, 
alike  in  reference  to  education  and  reli- 
gion— was  that  he  was  a  great  favoiirite 
in  the  county,  and,  possessing  large  in- 
fluence with  the  people,  would  have 
been  able  to  exert  considerable  power 
among  them  in  reference  to  certain  evic- 
tion proceedings  which  were  impending. 
He  had  been  surprised  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  stated  his  in- 
ability to  lay  before  the  House  the  terms  of 
the  Warrant  of  arrest ;  because  he  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  on  the  Protection  of 
Person  and  Property  (Ireland)  Bill  to  say 
that  he  would  take  care  that  no  arrests 
should  take  place  unless  he  had  been 
communicated  with  beforehand.  Would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  that 
clergyman  had  brought  himself  within 
the  terms  of  the  Act,  and  that  he  had 
incited  people  to  crime,  or  that  he  had 
been  a  party  to  public  disturbance  in 
the  district  ?  He  knew  the  men  by  re- 
pute, and  he  believed  they  were  persons 
of  such  a  position  that  it  was  impossible 
they  would  be  guilty  of  offences  of  the 
kind  for  any  purpose  of  their  own.  He 
thought  it  wa«  time  the  Government 
gave  the  House  some  information  on 
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the  subject.  At  all  events,  they  ou^t 
to  lay  the  Warrants  on  the  Table.  He 
agreed  that  the  present  was  an  incon- 
venient mode  of  bringing  on  a  discussion 
on  the  subject.  But  why  was  it  done  ? 
The  Jrish  Members  wanted  a  day  to 
discuss  Mr.  Dillon's  arrest.  They  were 
denied  that  opportunity ;  and  if  the  pre- 
sent discussion  had  not  been  raised  in 
the  way  it  had,  no  doubt  they  would 
have  had  to  wait  for  such  a  long  time  that 
by  the  time  it  was  brought  on  the  whole 
thing  would  have  vanished  from  the 
minds  of  the  people.  He  said  that  was 
a  subject  that  ccdled  for  the  immediate 
attention  of  the  Qovemment,  for  an 
answer  from  the  Government,  and  it 
would  not  do  to  tell  them  that  they  had 
no  information  about  it  until  they  got 
the  Warrant.  He  begged  to  second  the 
Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(Mr.  O'SuHwan,) 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER:  I  wish  to  re- 
move  one  misapprehension  in  the  mind 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick,  who 
has  last  spoken,  and  that  is,  that  these 
arrests  took  place  without  my  know- 
ledge. I  thought  I  had  given  the  im- 
pression in  my  first  answer  that  we  had 
examined  into  the  matter  when  I  said 
it  was  with  great  regret  we  found  our- 
selves absolutely  compelled  to  arrest  a 
Catholic  clergyman.  The  simple  reason 
why  I  cannot  eive  the  exact  terms  of 
the  Warrant  is  because  I  have  not  yet 
received  them ;  but  if  the  question  is 
repeated  on  Monday  they  will  certainly 
be  stated.  With  regard  to  the  causes 
of  the  arrest,  I  beg  to  say  that  I  must 
follow  the  course  taken  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister  on  a 
previous  occasion — namely,  that  we  can- 
not enter  into  the  question  of  these  ar- 
rests upon  a  Motion  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  House.  I  must  distinctly  inform 
the  House  that  we  have  made  up  our 
minds  that  it  would  not  be  our  dut^  to 
do  so.  Individually,  I  am  most  anxious 
to  meet  any  Motion  that  may  be  made 
against  my  conduct,  or  the  conduct  of 
the  Irish  Executive,  in  regard  to  this  or. 
any  other  arrests ;  and  I  shall  be  very 
much  surprised  if  I  should  not  satisfy 
the  neat  majority  in  the  House  that  we 
oould  not  have  taken  any  other  course. 
But  I  must  respectfully  decline  to  enter 
into  any  discussion  of  the  mattor  on  the 


present  occasion,  and  for  this  reasoa — 
that  it  is  a  charge  upon  the  (Jovemmetnt 
which  ought  to  be  brought  before  the 
House  in  such  a  manner  as  would  en* 
able  it  to  say  whether  it  agrees  with  the 
charge  or  not. 

Lord   RANDOLPH    CHUBCHTLL 
could  not  be  altogether  surprised  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  S«- 
cretary  declined  to  enter  into  a  discus- 
sion on  the  administration  of  the  Coer- 
cion Act  on  a  Motion  for  the  adjoom- 
ment  of  the  House.    But  although  theoo 
Motions  had  been  made  on  two  or  thre« 
occasions,  and  although  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  always  declined  to  go  into  any 
discussioa  at  that  moment,  yet  he  had 
always  expressed,  at  the  same  time,  hia 
burning  anxiety  to  meet  any   charm 
which  might  be  made  against  him.     If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wished  that 
profession  of  his  to  have  much  weight 
with  the  House,  it  was  very  easy  for 
him  to  take  a  course  which  would  make 
the  House  perfectly  confident  that  that 
was  so.    The  Irish  Gt>vemment  had  now 
for  three  months  been  in  possession  of 
extraordinary  powers,  and  there  was,  no 
doubt,  a  great  anxiety  in  the  minda  of 
many    hon.   Members — not  only  from 
Ireland,  but  Members  of  the  Opposition 
— to  discuss  the  state  of  Ireland  and  the 
administration  of  the  Coercion  Act.  The 
stato  of  Ireland  was  quito  as  important 
as  any  Business  which  coidd  be  brought 
before  the  House.    The  fact  was,  that 
although  the  Government  had  brought 
in  a  very  strong  Coercion  Act,  although 
they  had  produced  their  remedial  mea- 
sures, yet  the  condition  of  Ireland  was 
50  times  worse  than  it  was  when  Parlia- 
ment assembled.    He  ooidd  not  conceive 
anything  more    important   than  that; 
and  if  the  Chief  Secretary  was  so  anxious 
to  meet  the  charges  made  against  him, 
let  the  Prime  Minister  take  the  first 
Government  night  and  dispose  of  the 
mattor.     [''Hear,   hear!"]      He  was 
glad  that  the  Prime  Minister  cheered 
the  stetement,  and  that  that  course  was 
likely  to  be  adopted.     He  must  say  he 
was  not  surprised  at  the  course  the  hon. 
Member  for  County  Limerick  had  taken, 
because  the  matter  he  had  brought  be- 
fore the  House  was,  as  he  believed, 
without  precedent.      The  arrest  of  a 
Boman  Catholic  priest,  whether  rightly 
or  wrongly — as  to  that  he  pronounced 
no  opinion — was  a  thing  calculated  to 
shock  the  sensibilities  of  the  Irish  people 
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from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other. 
That  being  so,  the  Chief  Secretary  ought 
not,  he  thought,  to  have  taken  refuge 
under  the  irregularity  of  the  Motion, 
but  should  have  at  once  stated  to  the 
House  the  reason  why  he  had  resorted 
to  so  unprecedented  a  measure.  An  ex- 
planation the  Irish  Members  had  a  right 
to  demand.  He  was  perfectly  certain 
that  the  late  Administration  would  not 
have  resorted  to  an  act  of  this  kind 
without  the  greatest  possible  necessity 
existing  for  it,  and  i£  they  had  done 
such  a  thiug  the  Minister  would  have 
been  prepared  to  come  to  the  Table  and 
state  all  the  reasons  for  the  arrests. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  arrests  had 
been  most  capricious.  What  was  the 
difference  between  the  speeches  deli- 
vered by  Father  Sheehy  and  those  of 
Archbishop  Croke;  and  what  was  the 
difference  between  those  and  the  speeches 
of  Mr.  Brennan  ?  They  would  like  to 
know  why  one  man  was  arrested  and 
another  left  out  ?  What  was  the  logical 
conclusion  to  be  arrived  at  from  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  (jovemment?  It  was 
that  they  desired,  not  directly,  but  in- 
directly, to  suppress  the  Land  League 
by  Act  of  Parliament.  He  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  Land  League  had 
been  ratlier  useful  than  otherwise  to  the 
Government,  as  violent  speeches  rather 
aided  the  progress  of  the  Land  Bill. 
Those  violent  speeches  were  checked  by 
an  occasional  arrest,  but  with  the  result 
that  more  violent  speeches  were  made 
the  next  day.  While  on  this  subject, 
he  could  not  help  referring  to  the  arrest 
of  Mr.  Dillon.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Tipperary  had,  before  leaving  for  Ire- 
lana,  publicly  stated  that  he  intended 
to  defy  the  law  and  to  teach  the  people 
of  Ireland  how  to  resist  the  influences 
of  the  Coercion  Act.  Mr.  Dillon  kept 
his  word.  He  made  several  speeches, 
not  one  of  them  more  violent  than  any 
of  the  others.  Those  speeches  extended 
over  several  weeks,  and  produced  a  very 
unfortunate  result  in  Ireland  as  far  as 
the  restoration  of  order  in  that  country 
was  concerned.  But  what  did  the  Go- 
vernment do — rather,  what  did  they  not 
do?  They  did  not  arrest  Mr.  Dillon. 
By  their  very  apathy  they  encouraged 
him.  He  was  allowed  to  remain  at 
liberty  until  the  moment  he  was  about 
to  leave  Ireland,  to  leave  off  making 
those  speeches,  to  come  over  to  the  House 
ot  Clommons  and  take  part  in  the  Con- 


stitutional discussion  of  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Bill;  and  that  was  the  moment 
selected  by  i^e  Government  to  arrest 
him.  What,  he  asked,  might  be  ex- 
pected to  be  the  natural  result  of  the 
passing  of  the  Coercion  Bills?  The 
natural  result,  from  what  they  heard 
from  the  Government,  woidd  be  the 
proclamation  of  the  whole  of  Ireland, 
except  the  Province  of  Ulster — certainly 
the  proclamation  of  Dublin  and  Cork,  in 
which,  to  a  certain  extent,  existed  ele- 
ments of  evil  and  danger  to  the  Irish 
Government.  Well,  what  did  the  Go- 
vernment do?  They  did  not  proclaim 
either  Dublin  or  Cork  until  they  deter- 
mined to  arrest  Mr.  Dillon,  and  then 
they  suspended  the  Constitutional  liber- 
ties of  Dublin,  a  city  of  300.000  or 
400,000  inhabitants.  In  the  whole  course 
of  Irish  history  he  did  not  think  they 
could  find  any  record  of  so  arbitrary 
an  act.  But  the  course  of  the  Go- 
vernment throughout  had  been,  as  he 
had  said,  capricious.  They  gave  the 
House  strong  reasons  for  passing  the 
Coercion  Acts,  and  how  many  persons 
had  been  arrested  under  them  until  a 
recent  period  ?  Just  80.  That  was  the 
practical  fulfilment  of  the  pledge  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  that  if  Par- 
liament passed  the  Coercion  Acta  he 
would  pacify  Ireland.  For  a  consid(M- 
able  time  30  persons  only  were  arrested, 
and  the  result  was  that  the  fear  the  Acts 
were  intended  to  instil  into  the  minds  of 
the  Irish  people  totally  evaporated.  If 
they  wished  to  restore  order  in  Ireland, 
which  he  very  much  doubted — ["  Oh!"] 
— well,  they  were  not  going  the  right 
way  about  it  by  removing  from  the 
minds  of  the  people  all  apprehension  as 
to  the  operation  of  the  Acts.  No  one  in 
Ireland  had  the  slightest  fear  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  or  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
As  had  been  said  the  other  day,  the  Irish 
Government  had  lost  the  respect  of 
every  man  in  Ireland.  He  would  add 
to  that  that  they  had  lost  the  respect  of 
every  single  impartial  person  m  the 
United  Kingdom.  There  was,  in  his 
opinion,  nothing  more  dangerous  than 
that  a  Government  should  extort  from 
Parliament  the  unconstitutional  powers 
they  now  possessed — for  many  Conser- 
vative Members  were  unwilling  to  in- 
trust them  with  the  exercise  of  those 
powers— and  show  that  they  were  afraid 
to  put  them  in  operation.    These  Coer- 
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cion  Acts  bad  been  in  operation  some 
montbs,  and  tbe  state  of  Ireland  was  50 
times  worse  tban  before  tbey  were  passed. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  been  asked  for  an  ex- 
planation of  the  most  recent  proceeding 
of  the  Irish  Executive  under  those  Acts, 
and  he  had  declined  to  enter  into  any 
explanation  on  the  subject,  stating  that 
he  would  do  so  if  a  regular  Motion  were 
made  in  respect  of  it.  That  treatment 
of  the  subject  might  be  satisfactory  for 
a  little  time,  but  it  could  be  so  for  a 
little  time  only.  He  strongly  advised 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  take  a  different 
course ;  and  he  did  so  because  he  saw  the 
way  in  which  public  opinion  was  going, 
looking  at  all  the  elections  which  had 
recently  taken  place.  The  fact  was,  the 
whole  of  the  country  was  dissatisfied 
with  the  Government ;  and  therefore  he 
would  advise  the  Chief  Secretary,  out 
of  pure  friendship,  to  lay  all  the  facts 
before  the  House,  and  prove,  if  he  could, 
that  the  present  state  of  Ireland  was 
not  owing  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  the  sooner  he  could  g^ve 
that  proof  the  better  it  would  be  for  the 
Government  and  for  Ireland. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  was 
not  about  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  administration  of  Irish 
affairs  by  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man being,  as  he  believed,  in  a  state  of 
Arcadian  ignorance  as  to  the  real  state 
of  Ireland.  The  right  hoD.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  was  in 
his  place,  and  he  it  was  who  was  really 
responsible  for  the  government  of  Ire- 
land. He  wished  to  point  to  the  con- 
trast between  the  speeches  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Coercion  Bills 
and  the  present  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Tne  Prime  Minister  objected  to 
the  prolongation  of  the  discussion  on  the 
introduction  of  the  Protection  of  Person 
and  Property  (Ireland)  Bill,  because, 
in  the  absence  of  the  text,  it  was  im- 
possible to  speak  with  accuracy  of  its 
probable  operation  ;  but  he  added  that, 
if  they  were  legislating  against  agita- 
tion or  against  popular  discontent,  it 
would  bo  better  to  proceed,  in  the  first 
instance,  with  remedial  legislation ;  and 
then  he  declared  they  were  legislating 
against  the  abettors  and  the  perpetrators 
of  outrage,  on  whose  fears  they  desired 
to  operate  —  men  of  the  dangerous 
classes,  who  were  not  to  be  converted 
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by  remedial  legislation.    The  right  horn- 
Gentleman  added  that  neither 


of  the  Land  League  or  other 
could  be  touched  except  so  far  as  thej 
fell  within  the  stringent  provisions  of 
the  Bill.     Was  it  a  just  inference  that 
the  Bill  was  aimed  solely  at  the  perpe- 
trators and  abettors  of  outrage  ?     [^^ 
Gladstone  assented.]     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman    assented,    and    he    would 
therefore  ask  whether  Father  Sheehj 
was  an  abettor  or  perpetrator  of  out- 
rage?   Father  Sheeny  was  one  of  the 
most  earnest,  honest,  fair  dealing,  and 
patriotic  of  the  clerical  party   in  Ire- 
land.    Was  this  arrest,  then,  consistent 
with    the    declaration    of    the     Prime 
Minister  as  to  the  objects  of  that  Bill  P 
He  took  no  notice  of  the  declarations  of 
the  Chief  Secretary,   who  contradicted 
himself  from  day  to  day,  and  guided 
himself  with  the  reports  of  policemen, 
without   troubling  himself  to  find  oat 
whether  they  were  true  or  not.     He 
challenged  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  to  say  that  the  descrip- 
tion of  what  the  Coercion  Act  was  going 
to  be,  and  against  whom  it  was  to  he 
directed,  corresponded  with  the  arreet  of 
this  respectable  and  respected  dergymsn 
— with  the  arrest  of  Town  Councillors 
and  Poor  Law   Guardians,   and  many 
other  persons  in  Ireland,   whose  sole 
offence  against  the  law  had  been  that 
they  were  earnest  supporters  of    this 
g^eat  struggle  of   the  people   against 
landlordism.       Authentic    evidence    of 
what  had  occurred  in  the  neighbour- 
hood in  which  these  arrests  had  been 
made  was  to  be  found  in  the  Beport  of 
the  Commission.     It  was  asserted  bj 
the  witnesses  that  tenants  who  had  made 
improvements  had  been  compelled  to 
sacrifice  them  and  to  accept  leases,  and 
that  rents  had  been   raised;  and  Mr. 
William  Uniacke  Townsend  himself  ad* 
mitted  all  the  charges  made  against  him, 
expressed  the  opinion  that  every  tenant 
should  have  a  lease,  and  confessed  that 
with  those  leases  he  protected  himself 
against  the  clauses  of  the  Land  Act  as 
far  as  he  was  able  to  do  so.     No  wonder 
he  wished  all  his  tenants  to  have  leases* 
seeing  that  they  thereby  deprived  them- 
selves of  the  benefits  conferred  upon 
them  by  the  Land  Act.    It  was  because 
Father  Sheehy  and  other  honest  men 
agitated  and  demonstrated  against  thit 
plunder  by  the  landlord  in  the  dying 
throes  of  landlordism  that  they  were 
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ptit  into  prison  in  direct  contravention  of 
the  statement  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
Tbe  question  still  remained,  What  were 
the  Government  going  to  do  with  Ire- 
land?    Were  they  going   to  respond 
to  the  invitation  of  some  advocates  of 
coercion  and  go  farther  than  they  had 
done  already?    The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  who  was  a  master  in  the  art 
of  putting  a  most  humane  appearance 
on  the  most  inhuman  acts,  had  told  the 
House  that  a  magistrate  could  sentence 
a  man  to  a  month's  imprisonment  for 
carrying  what  he  called  an  '* inflamma- 
tory placard."  If  a  parallel  were  wanted 
to  the  administration  of  the  law  in  Ire- 
land, they  must  go  back  to  those  times  in 
France  before  they  got  rid  of  the  land- 
lords by  the  short  and  summary  pro- 
ceedings which  were  not  permitted  in 
this  Constitutionally-governed  country. 
The  Prime   Minister  knew  if  he  com- 
mitted a  single  act  of  tyranny  against 
one  working  man  in  England  his  Minis- 
try would  not  be  worth  an  hour's  pur- 
chase.    But  those  things  were  managed 
differently  in  Ireland,  and  the  law  by 
which  it  was  done  was  the  law  of  his- 
toric precedent  and  the  will  of  the  con- 
queror.    Ireland  seemed  to  be  about  as 
firee,  happy,  and  contented  a  country  to 
live  in  as  Russia  underGeneral  Ignatieff. 
Mr.  DAWSON  bore  testimony  to  the 
humane  and  excellent  character  of  the 
Rev.    Father    Sheehy,    and    protested 
against  the  answer  of  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary.     He    insisted   that   a    proper 
answer  should    be   given.      The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  what  was  in  the 
Warrant  under  which  the  arrest  had 
taken  place,  and  there  was  no  reason 
why  it  should   not  be    stated    to    the 
House.    The  people  of  Limerick  must 
have  been  outraged  by  the  arrest  of  a 
Catholic  priest  who  was  known  chiefly 
for  his  courtesy  and   kindness.     Had 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  been  in  Ire- 
land he  would  not  have  dared  to  be  a 
party  to  such  an  outrage.     With  refer- 
ence to  the  state  of  Ireland,  ho  must 
Bay  he  attributed  it  entirely  to  the  hesi- 
tation of  the  Government  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  stay  evictions  during  the  discus- 
sion of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill.   If 
they  took  that  step  outrages,  he  believed, 
would  cease  ;  and  if  they  refused  to  take 
it,  the  outrages,  he  contended,  were  not 
BO  much  the  faidt  of  the  people  as  of 
the  Gk)vemment.    Apart  from  the  Irish 
aspect  of  the  question,  it  appeared  to 


him  that  this  act  was  a  fatal  mistake  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  at  a  moment 
when  they  were  trying  there,  far  away 
from  the  scene  of  the  transaction,  to 
pass  pacific  measures  for  the  country. 
Instead  of  preparing  the  minds  of  the 
people  for  the  acceptance  of  such  mea- 
suresj  they  were  pursuing  an  exasperating 
and  muddling  policy.  The  effect  of  the 
arrest  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary 
and  of  Father  Sheehy  would  be  that 
their  followers  and  admirers  would  be 
increased  a  hundredfold,  and  the  task 
of  pacification  and  conciliation  would  be 
10  times  more  diflBcult  for  the  Govern- 
ment. Such  gross  inconsistency  was 
enough  tomake  the  people  of  Ireland  look 
with  suspicion  on  all  their  measures. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  These  Motions 
for  Adjournment  have,  perhaps,  con- 
siderable attraction  to  those  who  make 
them,  for  they  afford  an  unbounded 
opportunity  of  licence,  not  only  for  the 
statement  of  accusations,  but  for  the 
statement  of  assertions  of  any  kind  what- 
ever, ranging  over  a  field  of  immeasur- 
able breadth,  and  requiring  nothing 
except  the  imputation  of  the  worst  mo- 
tives on  every  occasion  to  those  charged 
with  the  government  of  the  country, 
and  not  allowing  of  any  practical  test 
whatever  by  a  vote  of  the  House.  I  will 
only  say,  with  regard  to  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down,  that  whenever  it  does  come  near 
the  region  of  facts,  it  appears  to  be  ex- 
tremely inaccurate.  I  will  take  those 
facts  entirely  within  my  own  knowledge. 
He  has  saddled  me  as  having  made  a 
statement  that  the  Government  were 
ready  to  entertain  a  proposal  for  intro- 
ducing a  temporary  and  provisional 
measure  for  suspending  evictions.  Sir, 
the  Gt>vernment  has  made  no  such  state- 
ment whatever,  or  anything  approach- 
ing to  it.  Nothing  of  the  sort  has 
ever  fallen  from  my  lips  or  from  the 
lips  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster).  I  believe  that  with  that 
observation  I  may  pass  from  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down,  animating  and  interesting  as, 
no  doubt,  it  must  have  been  to  tnose 
who  heard  it.  I  come  now  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  town  of 
Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor).  I  can- 
not undertake  to  justify  the  act»  of  Mr. 
William  Uniacke  Townsend,  or  to  con- 
demn them,  for  I  have  no  acquaintance 
with  any  of  them,  nor,  indeed,  was  I 
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aware  of  the  existence  of  that  individual. 
If  I  have  read  his  evidence  in  the  Ee- 
port  of  the  Commission  I  have  forgotten 
him;  hut  there  is  one  statement  with 
which  I  think  it  my  duty  to  grapple. 
He  complains  that  duriYig  the  debate  on 
the  Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
(Ireland)  Bill  we  said  it  was  aimed  only 
at  the  perpetrators  and  abettors  of  out- 
rage, and  that  we  have  now  arrested  a 
Roman   Catholic  priest  for  supporting 
the  operations  of   the  Land    League, 
which  we  had  entirely  disclaimed  as  the 
object  of  the  Bill.     He  is  perfectly  cor- 
rect in  his  reference  to  the  description 
given  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  of 
the  objects  of  the  Bill.  We  did  say  that 
the  Bill  was  not  aimed  at  the  Land 
League,  as  such ;  we  did  say  that  it  was 
not  aimed  at  the  popular  agitation,  in 
the  general  sense  of  the  word ;  we  did 
fiay  that  it  was  aimed  at  the  abettors  and 
perpetrators  of  outrage ;  and  I  am  en- 
titled to  say  that  WQ  have  not  arrested 
anyone,  priest  or  layman,  for  being  a 
member  or  supporter  of  the  Land  League, 
or  for  taking  part  in  the  popular  agita- 
tion, even  though  we  may  have  thought 
that  the  popular  agitation  went,  in  cer- 
tain respects,  far  beyond  the  limits  of 
safety  and  of  justice.     I  simply  place  my 
unproved    assertion    on    that    subject 
against  the  unproved   assertion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.     But,  Sir,  I  must  say 
that,    although  the  Gentlemen  coming 
from  Ireland,  not  unnaturally,  are  led 
in  their  position  to   deal  in  assertions 
that  are  somewhat  hasty  and  reckless, 
they  are  far  transcended  and  surpassed 
by  their  single  English  ally,  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill).     As  long  as  the 
noble  Lord  deals  with  matters  of  opinion 
he  is  perfectly  safe,  because  he  has  no- 
thing to  do  but  to  heap  upon  the  Go- 
vernment all  the  vilifying  epithets  he 
can  command ;  to  impute  to  each  of  their 
actions  the  very  worst  motive  he  can 
discover,    and  to   serve  up   a    highly- 
seasoned  repast  for  the  intellectual  pa- 
late of  his  audience  ;  and  by  this  means 
I  admit  it  is  impossible  for  us  to  contend 
against  a  mind  so  judicial,  against  one 
who  is  so  very  careful  and  scrupulous  in 
the  language  that  he  uses,  and  in  the 
alliances  he  endeavours  to  establish  by 
his    Parliamentary  procedure    in    this 
House.    But,  Sir,  if  the  noble  Lord  will 
accept  counsel  from  me,  he  will  avoid 
coming  to  the  ground  of  fact.    When- 
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ever  he  comes  to  the  ground  of  fact  \a 
treads  upon  very  dangerous  ground.    I 
heard  him  make  many  assertions  to- 
day ;  but  all  his  reproaches  I  will  pass 
by   with    the    single    observation  that 
while  he  accused  my  right  hon.  Friend 
or  me  of  being  arbitrary  and  capridoos, 
he  also  accused  him,,  because  of  the  ex* 
tremn  paucity  of  arrests  made  under  the 
Coercion  Bill,  of  having  deprived  that 
measure  of  all  nerve  and  strength,  and 
sacrificed  the  object  for  which  it  was 
passed.     But  the  noble  Lord  spoke  on 
two    points  with    regard    to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tipperary,  now,  unfortu- 
nately, under  confinement.     The  noble 
Lord  said  that  the  whole  of  the  speechee 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  were 
identical  in  their  tone  and  spirit.  Well, 
Sir,  if  that  is  to  be  considered  as  a 
matter  of  opinion  from  the  noble  Lord, 
we  claim  the  right  of  holding  the  oppo- 
site opinion ;  but  if  it  is  to  be  stated  bj 
him  as  a  matter  of  fact,  we,  as  a  matt^ 
of  fact,  respectfully  deny  it.     All  hiB 
speeches  have  been  carefully  considered 
by  persons  who  are,  I  apprehend,  quite 
as  competent  to  measure    their  legal 
bearing  and  significance  as  the  noble 
Lord.     Perhaps  I  may  go  bo  far  as  to 
say  that  the  Law  Advisers  of  the  Crown 
are  even  more  competent  than  the  noble 
Lord  to  measure  the  legal  bearings  of 
the  hon.   Member's    speeches.      [Lord 
ItANDOLPH  Churchill  dissented.]    The 
noble  Lord  announces  by  a  shake  of  bis 
head  that  he  is  more  competent  to  judge 
of  the  legal  bearings  of  the  speeches  of 
Mr.  Dillon  ;  but,  perhaps,  I  had  better 
leave  the  noble  Lord  as  Sir  John  Moore 
was  left — **  alone  in  his  glory  " — if  it 
is  the  opinion  which  he  entertains  of 
his  own   capacity  in   matters   of  law. 
Passing  from  that  assertion  of  the  noble 
Lord,  I  come  to  another  which  is  still 
more  in  the  nature  of  an  opinion,  and 
still  less  of  the  nature  of  a  matter  of  fact 
He   said  that  we  allowed  Mr.  Dillon, 
the   Member    for    Tipperary,  to  make 
his  speeches  as  long  as  he  was  merely 
touring  about  Ireland;  but  that  when 
he  announced  he  was  coming  to  London 
to  take  part  in  the  discussion  on  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  and  to  make  a 
particular  proposition  in  relation  to  it, 
then,  seized  with  apprehension,  we  inter- 
fered and  arrested  him.    Sir,  I  challenge 
the  noble  Lord  to  prove  to  me  that  Mr. 
Dillon  ever  did  say  that  he  was  coming 
to  London.  [Lord  Randolph  CHiraoHiU: 
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It  was  a  matter  of  notoriety.]    A  mat- 
ter of  notoriety  means  that  it  is  known 
to  all  men.     Now,  Sir,  I  assort  that  it 
was  not  known  to  all  men.     It  may  be 
known  to  the  noble  Lord,  but  it  was  not 
known  to  us.     What  wo  know  is  that 
Mr.  Dillon,  the  Member  for  Tipperary, 
made  a  statement  that  a  certain  question 
was  going  to  be  raised  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  the  only  declaration  that 
has  been  made  known  to  us  on  that  sub- 
ject contains  no  statement  whatever  that 
he  was  on  his  way  to  London  to  make  it. 
I*'  Oh.  oh  1 "]     Where  is  it  ?    Produce 
it  ?    If  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City 
^Mr.  Pamell)  thinks  fit  to  interrupt  me 
lor  an  assertion  of  what  is  within  our 
own  knowledge — namely,  the  assertion 
of  what  came  to  our  knowledge,  for  I 
went  no  further — if  he  has  not  patience 
to  let  me  state  what  I  am  cognizant  of, 
and  what  I  am  not,  I  think  he  is  bound 
to  produce  the  evidence  upon  which  he 
ventures  upon  an  interruption  that,  I 
must  say,  was  of  a  rather  discourteous 
nature.     The  only  statement  known  to 
me,  and  I  believe  I  am  right  in  stating 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, was  a  statement  that  a  certain  pro- 
posal was  going  to  be  made  in  the  House 
of  Commons.    It  was  not  a  statement 
that  it  was  going  to  be  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tipperary.     [Mr.  Paknell  : 
That  was  the  only  inference  that  could 
be   drawn.]     The    only  inference  that 
could  be  drawn,  and  that  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City  declares  was  the 
only  inference  that  could  be  drawn,  the 
noble  Lord  declares  to  be  a  matter  of 
fact  and  of  public  notoriety.   I  will  leave 
the  noble  Lord,  in  the  course  of  his  not 
tinfrequent  communications  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  to  settle 
between  them  which  of  these  versions  is 
the  correct  one.     Sir,  I  am  bound  to  say, 
having  referred  to  the  noble  Lord  and  the 
manner  in  which  he  thinks  it  his  duty  to 
render  assistance  to  the  Executive  in  the 
performance  of  a  very  difficult  task  in 
Ireland,  I  should  not  do  justice  if  I  did 
not  dwell  upon  the  marked  contrast  be- 
tween the  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord  in 
that  respect  and  the  conduct  of  the  whole 
of  the  Gentlemen  whom  I  see  sitting 
opposite,  and  to  whose  Party  the  noble 
Lord  belong^.    While  they  may  very 
likely  join  in  many  of  the  condemnations 
of  the  noble  Lord  upon  many  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Executive  Government  in 
Ireland,  they  have  studioualj  avoided 


saying    a  word  which  would  tend  to 
weaken  the  arm  of  the  law,  or  deprive 
of  their  effect  those  measures,  painful 
but  needful,  that  Parliament  has  passed 
for  the  purpose  of  establishing  peace  and 
order  in  Ireland.     As  I  shall  not  have 
the  privilege  of  speaking  again,  nor  will 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  with  regard  to  any  further 
assertions  that  may  be  made,  I  will  enter 
my  respectful  protest,  that  we  must  not 
be  understood  by  our  silence  to  admit  in 
whole  or  in  part  the  correctness  of  those 
assertions.     But  there  is  another  ques- 
tion as  to  the  mode  of  carrying  on  these 
debates.    There  is  a  complaint  against 
the  Government  because  they  have  not 
shown  a  greater  readiness  to  find  time 
for  the  discussion  of  those  arrests.     The 
meaning  of  that  is,  that  we  have  not  put 
off  the  discussion  on  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Bill,  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  City  is  trying  as  far  as  he  can  to 
defeat,  nor  consented  to  sacrifice  Mon- 
day, a  day  which  is  required  for  discus- 
sion on  the  subject  of  taxation.    We 
think  we  have  g^at  interest  in  having 
the  matter  of  the  arrests  made  the  sub- 
ject of  discussion  on  a  specific  Motion ; 
and  we  also  think  that  there  has  been 
something  like  a  deliberate  avoidance  of 
opportunities  on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men.    It  may  be  an  inaccurate  impres- 
sion, but  we  believe  we  have  grounds 
for  the  impression,  that  there  is  a  decided 
preference  on  the  part  of  some  Gentle- 
men for  these  rather  rambling  and  cer- 
tainly unmeasured  debates — unmeasured 
as  to  the  assertions  that  are  made,  and 
rambing  a&  regards  the  issue  from  the 
spirit  of  practical  discussion  we  might 
have  on  the  Motion.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
dropped  a    suggestion    the   other  day 
to    which     I    should    have    given    an 
answer  at  the  time  if  some  other  Gen- 
tleman had  not  put  another  question, 
and  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  was  lost  sight  of.     The 
hon.   Member  asked — **Will  you  pro- 
pose a  Morning  Sitting  of  the  House  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  us  to  have  a 
Motion  of  complaint  regularly  lodged 
against  you  ?  "     With  regard  to  a  Morn- 
ing Sitting,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have    recently    had    some    experience. 
Using  such  information  as  we  possessed 
we  proposed  a  Morning  Sitting  for  a 
particular  purpose,  believing  that  it  was 
agreeable  to  tne  general  feeling  of  the 
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House.  But  we  found  afterwards  that 
a  considerable  majority  of  the  House 
"was  not  disposed  to  regard  it  with  favour. 
Therefore,  it  would  not  be  prudent  on 
my  part  to  place  myself  in  the  same 
position  again,  imtil  I  had  received  some 
assurance  that  the  proposal  would  be 
agreeable  to  the  majority  of  the  House. 
All  I  can  say  is  that  if  upon  the  best 
information  it  is  in  our  power  to  obtain 
we  find  it  would  be  agreeable  to  the 
House,  we  should  not  refuse  to  ask  the 
House  on  Monday  evening  to  consent  to 
a  Morning  Sitting  on  Tuesday.  That  is 
the  only  offer  which,  in  the  straitness  of 
time  we  are  under,  I  can  make ;  and  I 
can  only  add  that  we  have  every  desire 
to  forward  the  views  of  those  Gentlemen 
who  wish  to  challenge  the  conduct  of  the 
Oovemment  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  observed, 
that  the  House  was  discussing  the  case 
without  an  accurate  knowledge  of  the 
facts,  and  without  the  possibility  of  ar- 
riving at  any  practical  result.  He  was 
glad,  therefore,  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter was  disposed  to  give  an  early  day 
for  the  consideration  of  the  arrests  un- 
der the  Coercion  Act.  The  whole  sub- 
ject was  extremely  important;  but  the 
arrest  of  a  man  like  Mr.  Sheehy  was  a 
pecuharly  g^ave  act,  and  one  that  might 
nave  very  serious  consequences  on  the 
public  peace  in  L:eland.  He  claimed 
no  inmiunity  for  any  body  of  persons, 
lay  or  clerical,  from  arrest  if  they 
brought  themselves  within  the  law; 
but  in  the  case  of  a  Catholic  priest  in 
Lreland  only  the  gravest  reasons  coidd 
justify  his  arrest,  and  when  the  Govern- 
ment had  thought  it  right  to  make  such 
an  arrest  they  were  bound  to  come  pre- 
pared at  the  earliest  possible  moment  to 
state  to  the  House  fully  and  fairly  the 
grounds  of  that  arrest.  In  many  parts 
of  Ireland  the  voice  of  the  Catholic  priest 
was  the  only  free  voice  that  could  be 
raised  against  the  oppression  of  the 
people.  When  he  asked  the  Govern- 
ment to  state  the  grounds  on  which 
they  had  acted,  he  did  not  demand  a 
mere  technical  compliance  with  the 
letter  of  the  Coercion  Act,  but  a  full 
and  fair  statement  of  the  reasons  for 
which  Mr.  Sheehy  had  been  arrested. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  The 
Prime  Minister  has  rightly  interpreted 
the  silence  we  have  observed  during 
this  discussion.  While  we  must  hold 
the  Government  entirely  responsible  for 
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the  whole  of  their  action  in  this 
we  desire  in  no  way  whatever  to 
barrass  or  to  weaken  their  hands  in  tb^ 
discharge  of  their  most  painful  and  moot 
responsible  duties.     I  ris^,  not  in  order 
to  make  any  general  observations    on 
this  subject,   but  to  refer  to  what    I 
understood  the  Prime  Minister  to  saj 
with  regard  to  a  Morning  Sitting^.     As 
I  understand,  he  desired  that  an  oppcn-- 
tunity  might  be  given  for  the  discnseion 
of  the  very  serious  question  raised  bj 
this  and  other  arrests  in  a  proper  and 
convenient  form  by  appointing  a  Morn- 
ing Sitting  on  Tuesday.    If  mat  is  the 
desire  of  the  Government,  I  think  the 
House  ou^ht  to  support  that  propoeaL 
The  question  of  the  conduct  of  the  re- 
OT>onsible  Government  at  such  a  crisifi  as 
this,  and  in  such  an  important  matter,  im 
one  which  ought  not  to  be  left  in  abey- 
ance.    It  is  impossible  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men from  Ireland  shoidd  take   every 
opportunity,   regular  or  irregular,    for 
the  discussion  of  this  question  ;  and  they 
must  feel  that  the  only  true  and  satis- 
factory way  in  which  it  can  be  discussed 
is  by  a  regular  Motion.  We  quite  under- 
stand that  it  would  be  difficult  for  the 
Government  to  give  a  Government  ni^ht 
for  the  purpose ;  and  I  think,  though  I 
reserve  my  opinion  as  to  the  proper 
times  and  seasons  for  Morning  Sittings 
generally,  that  the  best  course  is  to  ap- 
point a  Morning  Sitting.    If  Tuesday 
morning  is  convenient,  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  great  body  of  the  House  would 
accede  to  that  suggestion.    I  hope,  if  it 
is  generally  understand  that  that  coarse 
will  be   adopted,  that  it  will  not  be 
thought  necessary  to  prolong  this  dis- 
cussion. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  justified 
the  course  taken  in  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  have  been  impossible  to  raise  tlA 
question  of  the  Irish  arrests  in  any  other 
way.  He  put  it  to  the  English  and  the 
Scotch  Members  whether,  if  the  Con- 
stitution were  suspended  in  their  coun- 
tries in  order  that  innocent  persons  might 
be  arrested  under  lettrM  d€  cachet^  they 
would  not  have  done  the  same  thing  f 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  con- 
sulted solely  the  convenience  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  all  his  Parliamentaty  ar- 
rangements, had  given  no  facilities  fbr 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy).  When 
the  Bradlaugh  question  was  b^bre  ths . 
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HonsOy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
proposed  a  Morning  Sitting ;  but  as  soon 
as  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  had 
extricated  the  Government  from  their 
difficidty,  Northampton  became  as  un- 
interesting to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
as  Tipperary.  In  the  meantime,  excel- 
lent men  were  arrested  on  so-called 
**  reasonable  suspicion ; "  bat  if  there  was 
one  man  more  responsible  than  another 
for  outrage,  disturbance,  and  discontent, 
it  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self, who,  by  limiting  the  scope  of  the 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  Bill  of 
last  year  to  disturbed  districts,  had  prac- 
tically induced  the  more  peaceable  coun- 
ties to  qualify  for  the  extension  of  its 
operation.  However,  with  regard  to  the 
proposed  Morning  Sitting  on  Tuesday, 
be  asked  for  information  on  a  point  of 
Order,  and  desired  to  know  whether  it 
was  possible  at  a  Morning  Sitting  to 
proceed  by  Notice  of  Motion  without 
suspending  the  Standing  Orders  of  the 
House? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  only  Orders 
of  the  Day  were  usually  taken  at  a  Morn- 
ing Sitting;  but,  according  to  the  decision 
of  the  House  arrived  at  not  long  ago,  the 
difficulty  might  be  got  over  by  a  Motion 
being  introduced  on  the  preceding  even- 
ing, and  then  made  an  Order  of  the  Day 
for  the  following  day. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  talked 
of  rambling ;  but  his  own  speech  wan- 
dered considerably,  for  he  had  not  even 
told  them  why  the  Catholic  clergyman 
was  arrested.  If  the  proposed  Morning 
Sitting  were  to  be  of  any  value  for  the 
purpose  for  which  it  was  designed,  the 
request  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dundalk  (Mr.  C.  Eussell)  ought  to 
be  complied  with.  What  were  they  to 
discuss  at  the  Morning  Sitting  ?  Arrests 
which  were  shrouded  in  an  impenetrable 
veil  of  secrecy.  The  Government  ought 
to  communicate  to  the  House  the  lan- 
guage or  the  acts  they  imputed  to  the 
men  arrested  in  Ireland,  and  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen coidd  then  proceed  to  discuss 
that  language  and  those  acts.  As  it 
was,  not  even  the  persons  who  were 
most  interested  knew  anything  of  the 
causes  that  led  to  them.  The  Govern- 
ment first  took  away  all  liberty  in  Ire- 
land, then  stifled  discussion,  thus  deny- 
ing to  the  people  all  mode  of  examining 
into  the  exercise  of  despotic  power.  The 
House  was  told  two  months  ago  that 


the  Coercion  Act  was  directed  against 
the  village  tyrant  and  the  village  ruf- 
fian ;  that  it  was  intended  to  put  a  stop 
to  outrage.  It  had,  however,  been  usea 
for  arresting  the  most  respectable  people 
in  Ireland,  Poor  Law  Guardians,  mem- 
bers of  the  representative  Bodies,  until 
they  had  made  Kilmainham  Gaol  a  place 
to  which  it  was  perfectly  accurate  to  say 
the  love  and  confidence  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  turned.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  was 
sorry  to  say  that  the  Prime  Minister's 
references  to  the  speech  in  which  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tipperary 
(Mr.  Dillon)  announced  his  intention  to 
bring  the  question  of  evictions  under 
the  notice  of  the  House  did  more  credit 
to  the  ingenuity  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman than  it  did  to  his  candour.  He 
(Mr.  Sexton)  was  present  at  the  meet- 
ing in  Dublin  at  which  the  Member  for 
Tipperary  spoke,  and  the  universal  im- 
pression was  that  his  hon.  Friend  in- 
tended to  come  over  here  and  to  raise 
the  question  of  evictions  on  the  floor  of 
the  House.  When  his  hon.  Friend  was 
arrested,  public  opinion  in  Ireland  wa- 
vered between  two  conclusions  as  to  the 
reasons  which  dictated  his  arrest.  One 
conclusion  was  that  it  was  an  act  of 
Parliamentary  policy,  and  that  the  Go- 
vernment thought  that  was  a  convenient 
way  of  getting  rid  of  a  troublesome 
opponent.  The  other  was  that  in  the 
speech  which  immediately  preceded  his 
arrest  he  had  the  temerity  to  make  per- 
sonal reference  to  the  two  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  taken  part  in  the 
debate.  People  in  Ireland  said  that  a 
man  might  go  far  in  discussing  general 
principles;  but  that  when  he  made 
reference  to  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  occupied  the  Treasury  Bench,  he 
had  better  look  out  for  his  liberty.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  Govemment, 
before  ordering  or  sanctioning  the  arrest 
of  Father  Sheehy,  had  taken  the  trouble 
to  consider  for  a  moment  the  intense,  the 
intimate,  and  sacred  nature  of  the  ties 
that  existed  between  the  priests  and  the 
people  in  Ireland  ;  but  he  thought  that 
even  from  motives  of  statesmanship  they 
might  very  well  have  considered  these 
ties,  and  might  have  considered  also 
that  the  act  which  they  had  done  in 
arresting  Father  Sheehy  was  an  act  the 
like  of  which  had  not  been  done  within 
human  memory  in  Ireland.  English 
statesmen  knew  very  well  that  Irish 
priests  had  often  exposed  themselves  to 
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unpopularity  by  their  efforts  to  keep 
their  people  within  the  ways  of  peace 
and  Constitutional  action,  even  under 
circumstances  of  p^reat  suffering  and 
great  provocation.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  had 
personal  knowledge  of  Father  Sheehy, 
and  was  able  to  boast  of  the  privilege 
of  his  friendship.  He  had  been  for 
years  a  spectator  and  critic  of  the  share 
he  had  taken  in  public  life  in  Ireland ; 
and  he  was  able  to  say  that  Father 
Sheehy,  while  devoting  his  rare  intel- 
lectual gifts  to  the  service  of  the  Irish 
people  in  a  spirit  of  the  purest  patriotism, 
and  while  showing  himself  solicitous  for 
the  general  progress  of  the  people,  he 
had  always,  he  thought,  shown  himself 
no  less  solicitous  for  the  peace  and  tran- 
quillity of  society.  No  step  taken  in  the 
House,  no  language  that  could  be  spoken 
in  it,  could  give  any  adequate  reflection 
of  the  feeling  that  would  be  excited  in 
Ireland  by  this  act  of  arbitrary  power 
directed  against  this  gifted  and  esti- 
mable gentleman.  This  act  marked  the 
most  advanced  and  the  most  perilous 
stage  of  the  policy  pursued  by  the  Go- 
vernment. Nothing,  he  believed,  but 
his  sense  of  the  extremity  and  anger  of 
the  suffering  people  brought  Father 
Sheehy  into  this  present  movement.  He 
was  arrested,  not  because  he  did  any- 
thing against  peace  and  order  in  Ire- 
land, but  because  in  the  locality  in  which 
he  lived  he  was  feared  by  evil-doers — a 
man  whose  courage  and  eloquence  made 
him  a  tower  of  strength  in  the  cause  of 
the  people.  He  had  been  thrown  into 
gaol ;  and  the  agent  in  that  locality — 
who  combined  the  cruelty  of  a  Turkish 
Pasha  with  the  instincts  of  a  banditti — 
would  be  at  liberty  to  exact  his  rack  rents, 
which  Ministers  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
had  admitted  to  be  unjust.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  ought  to  have  re- 
flected on  the  present  convulsed  and 
perilous  state  of  Ireland,  never  so  bad 
as  then,  but  had,  apparenty,  not  done 
so ;  and  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  would  warn 
them  that  they  were  driving  the  people 
to  desperation.  Unless  the  Government 
meant  to  goad  the  people  beyond  the 
bounds  of  prudence  and  legitimate  Con- 
stitutional action  in  Ireland,  what  did  they 
mean  by  applying  such  a  terrible  provo- 
cation to  the  passions  of  the  people  as  that  j 
arrest  ?  The  relations  between  the  people 
and  the  priests  of  Ireland  were  closer  than 
that  between  any  people  and  priests  in 
the  world ;  and  if  that  were  true  in  a 
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general  sense,  it  was  true  especially  is 
Father  Sheehy's  case,  than  wnom  tKen 
was  no  man  more  reverenced  or  belorvd 
in  Ireland.     No  man  or  woman  in  Ire- 
land would  believe  that  he  had  brought 
himself  under  the  designation   of  those 
who   ought  to  be  arrested  under    the 
Coercion  Act.     The  Prime  Minister  told 
them    on   what    grounds    he    was    not 
arrested ;  but  they  wanted  to  knov  oa 
what  grounds  he  was  arrested.     There 
was  not  among  the  4,000,000  of  people 
in  Ireland  one  person  who  would  be- 
lieve that  Father  Sheehy  had   said  oo« 
word  which  was  discreditable  to  him  ■■ 
a  priest,  or  dishonourable  to  him  as  a 
man.     The  landlords  in  Ireland  were 
exercising  their  powers  with  the  groesedt 
disregard  for  right  and  justiee;  whik 
there  were  landlords  who  were  incarnate 
libels  upon  humanity.     8ince    hia   hasft 
return  to  Ireland,  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  had 
been  able  to  appreciate  the  mental  eon* 
dition  into  which  Mr.  Dillon  waa  drivn 
by  his  experiences  of  the   misery  and 
suffering  which  existed  in  that  country. 
Unless  the  Government  wished  to  light 
and  apply  the  fuse  to  the  magazine  of 
passion  which  was  now  before  the  Irish 
people,  the  House  had  better  beware 
how  they   gave  suoh    provocations   as 
were  supplied  in  the  arrest  of  Father 
Sheehy.     Let  them  have  the  opportunity 
given  of  discussion.     Let  them  be  told 
for  what  words  Father  Sheehy  had  been 
cast  into  gaol.     The  majority   of  the 
House  cheerfully  and  almost  gaily  passed 
the  Coercion  Act,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
an  equal  majority  would  support  the  Go- 
vernment  in  any  act  they  might  do ;  but 
let  them  not  be  mocked  by  sneering  in- 
vitations to  make  Motions  which  were 
doomed  to  defeat,  and  by  irritating  re- 
ferences to  majorities  against  whom  it 
was  impossible  to  contend.     Let  them 
have  the   grounds  upon  which  Father 
Sheehy  was    arrested,  and    the    Irish 
Members  would  be  prepared  to  discuss 
the  question,  and  to  show  that  it  was 
not  in  the  interests  of  the  Irish  people 
that  such  a  course  should  be  taken. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  the 
course  of  events  was  precisely  that 
which  the  Irish  Members  had  predicted 
when  the  Goercion  Act  was  being  passed 
through  the  House.  The  persons  who 
had  been  arrested  did  not  at  all  belong 
to  the  class  of  whom  they  were  told  by 
the  Gk)vemment  the  Act  contemplated 
the  arrest.    One  of  the  Irish  Hemben 
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of  Parliament  had  been  arrested,  then 
a  Catholic  priest,  and  he  supposed  a 
Catholic  Bishop  or  Archbishop  would 
oome  next.  Father  Sheehj  had  been 
erreeted  only  because  his  liberty  had 
l)een  whispered  away  by  some  secret 
enemy  at  Dublin  Castle  ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  ought  to  have  hesitated  before 
he  arrested  a  Catholic  priest  upon  suspi- 
cion and  private  information.  The  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  had  ever  studied 
the  history  of  Ireland,  would  know  the 
story  of  another  Father  Sheehy  who  was 
executed  on  false  testimony  in  the  year 
1766,  and  who  was  regarded  as  a  martyr 
by  his  countrymen.  It  would  surely 
have  been  better  not  to  have  awakened 
these  unpleasant  memories  in  the  mind 
of  the  Irish  people.  There  was  no  doubt 
the  state  of  Ireland  was  rapidly  going 
from  bad  to  worse ;  and  he  (Mr.  T.  D. 
Sullivan)  believed  that  unless  the  pre- 
sent Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  were 
removed  from  his  Office,  in  which  he 
had  so  signally  failed,  and  some  man  of 
g^reater  stability  of  character  put  in  his 
place,  the  worst  consequences  would 
result.  Acting,  as  he  did,  on  the  sug- 
g^tions  of  the  Irinh  landlords,  and 
carrying  out  their  desires,  he  believed 
the  Irish  people  would  be  driven  into  a 
condition  of  open  insurrection.  It  was 
▼ain  to  address  warnings  to  the  Govern- 
ment from  that  side  of  the  House ;  for 
they  had  shut  their  eyes  to  facts  that 
had  occurred  in  Ireland,  and  they  were 
running  into  a  condition  of  things  which, 
he  believed,  they  and  this  country  woidd 
have  reason  to  regret  if  much  longer 
persevered  in. 

Mb.  LEAMY  rose  to  address  the 
House,  when 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  LEAMY  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  t))o 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  W.  M. 
Johnson)  would  undertake,  on  behalf  of 
the  Government,  that,  at  the  Morning 
Sitting  on  Tuesday,  the  House  would  bo 
supplied  with  full  and  accurate  informa- 
tion as  to  the  grounds  on  which  Father 
Sheehy  and  the  other  men  had  just 
been  arrested  at  Kilmallock.  Unless  the 
House  were  furnished  with  that  infor- 
mation, they  would  have  no  means  of 
dooiding  properly  whether  or  not  the  j 


Executive  Government  had  acted  fairly 
or  justly  in  making  those  arrests,  and 
nothing  valuable  would  be  gained  by 
the  discussion.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  had  disap- 
pointed them  of  a  speech  from  him  on 
the  Land  Bill  the  other  evening,  and  the 
least  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
could  do  was  to  make  up  for  it  by  ad- 
dressing them  on  the  present  occasion. 
The  reply  to  the  question  of  the  noble 
Lojd  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill),  as  to  the  reason 
why  the  Government  applied  the  Coer- 
cion Act  in  the  extraordinary  way  they 
did,  was  this.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  (Mr.  Bright  and  Mr.  Forster) 
had  both  told  the  House  that  such  an 
Act  would  only  be  tyrannical  in  the  hands 
of  the  Conservative  Party,  and,  there- 
fore, instead  of  arresting  people  by  200 
or  300  at  a  time,  they  arrested  indi- 
viduals by  ones  and  twos  and  threes  at 
different  times.  If  people  read  in  a 
paper  of  two  or  three  people  being 
arrested  under  the  Act  at  Limerick,  they 
did  not  pay  much  attention,  and  did  not 
credit  the  Liberal  Administration  with 
acting  tyrannically.  At  present,  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  engaged  in  a 
movement  to  carry  out  an  object  which 
the  Prime  Minister  in  his  Mid  Lothian 
speeches  had  declared  to  be  a  legitimate 
object — namely,  the  expropriation  of  the 
landlords.  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  expressed  great  regret  that  he 
had  been  forced  to  make  that  arrest ;  but 
that  was  not  the  first  time  that  an  Irish 
priest  had  been  arrested  on  the  evidence 
of  spies  and  informers.  That  arrest 
would  increase  the  hatred  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  against  foreign  rule;  and  he 
felt  sure  that  Father  Sheehy  woidd  be 
satisfied  to  spend  his  whole  life  in  prison 
if  he  could  teach  the  Irish  people,  as  his 
arrest  would  certainly  teach  them,  the 
utter  hollowness  of  the  Liberal  Ministry's 
pretences  of  sympathy  and  friendship  for 
Ireland. 

Mr.  R.  power  said,  if  they  were  to 
judge  by  the  conduct  of  the  GK)vernment 
in  Ireland,  there  was  little  to  choose  be- 
tween Conservatives  and  Liberals.  In- 
stead of  smothering  discontent  and 
cruj^hinjx  ap;itation  by  arrests  such  as 
that  of  Father  Sheehy,  the  Government 
were  making  a  great  and  fatal  mistake. 
He  was  well  known  to  possess  great  in- 
fluence and  authority  in  the  county  of 
limerick,  and  was  a  man  whom  every- 


987        Peace  Preservation 


{COMMONS) 


{Ireland)  Act,  1881 


one  there  respected  for  his  high-minded 
qualities  and  intellectual  gifts.     If  there 
was  one  man  who  tried  to  keep  the  agi- 
tation within  the  bounds  of  Constitutional 
limits   and   of   common   sense,    Father 
Sheehy  was  that  man.    And  yet  this 
man   was  selected  as  a  victim  of  the 
Coercion  Bill.     By  design,  or  through 
ignorance,  the  Government  were  drawing 
the  people  to  dangeous  courses ;  but  they 
had  learned  from  their  past  history  that 
their  strength  lay  in  combined  action 
within  Constitutional  bounds.    The  Go- 
vernment had  been  warned  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  govern  Ireland  by  Coer- 
cion Bills  ;  but  their  whole  system  in  that 
country  had  been  a  government  of  force, 
behind  which  there  was  the  wretched 
informer  and  the  miserable  spy.     He 
and  his  Friends  regretted  that  they  should 
have  to  raise  this  discussion  on  a  ques- 
tion of  Adjournment ;  but  necessity  had 
no  law,  and  until  the  Government  told 
them  the  reasons  for  the  arrests  of  Mr. 
Dillon  and  Father  Sheehy,  it  would  be 
their  duty  to  have  a  discussion  upon 
every  arrest  which  took   place  in  Ire- 
land.   He  had  no  doubt  it  would  be 
inconvenient,  and  would  retard  Business ; 
but  as  an  Irish  Member  he  must  say 
there  was  something  higher  and  more 
important  than  even  the    progress  of 
Public  Business,  and  that  was  to  know 
the  reason  why  the  liberties  of  an  indi- 
vidual, or  a  nation,  were  taken  away. 
The  priests  of  Ireland  had  done  much 
to  preserve   the  people  from    extreme 
crimes,  warning  them  especially  against 
the  doctrines  of  Communism  and  Social- 
ism, and  yet  it  was  from  this  order  that 
the  Government  had  selected  one  of  their 
victims.  By  their  miserable  and  arbitrary 
acts  the  Government  were  driving  and 
goading  the  people  to  sheer  desperation. 
He  deplorea  those  acts,  though  he  be- 
lieved firmly  that  never  in  the  history  of 
the  country  had  the  British  power  in 
Ireland  been  in  a  weaker  condition  than 
at  present.     The  government  of  Ireland 
had  been  a  failure,  and  it  must  continue 
to  be  so  so  long  as    the  country  was 
governed  against  the  express  wishes  of 
the  people. 

Mb.  BARRY  said,  that  the  advice  re- 
peatedly tendered  to  the  Government 
during  the  passing;  of  the  Coercion  Bill 
by  the  Irish  Members  had  been  treated 
with  the  contempt  which  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  habitually  manifested 
to  the  Representatives  of  Ireland.    But 
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he  (Mr.  Barry)  maintained  that 
prediction  made  by  them  on  that 
sion  had  been  realized.     The  landlords 
had,  and  were  then,  everywhere  ex 
cising  their  rights  in  the  most 
manner,  and  thousands  of  evioticm  pro- 
cesses were  being  served.     But  how  did 
the  Government  act  under  the  circim- 
stances  ?    They  coped  with  that  BywlwE 
of  wholesale  and  capricious  evictioxi  by 
a  system  of  wholesale  and   capricioos 
arrest.    He  charged  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Forster)  with  having  car- 
ried the  Coercion  Bill  through  the  House 
upon  false  pretences.     The  ri^ht  hoc 
Gentleman  said  the  Bill  was  intended 
for  the  village  tyrant  and  the  dissolati 
ruffian ;  but  they  had  not  witnessed  aoy 
wholesale  arrest  of  rowdies  and  raffiazu 
and  criminals,  but  the  arrest  of  some  of 
the  most  respectable  men  of  the  country. 
Merchants,  men  of  the  most  influentiid 
position,  members  of  public  bodies,  a 
Member  of  that  House ;  lastly,  to-day, 
the  crowning  wrong  had  come,  and  a 
Catholic  priest    had  been  arrested — a 
man  of  the  highest  character,  who  had 
always  been  distinguished  for  his  lore 
of  order  and  peace,  and  who   on  one 
occasion  had  prevented  a  conflict  be- 
tween the  people  and  constabulary.     By 
that  stumbling  and  blundering  oomso 
of  conduct  they  would  drive  the  people 
from  despair  to  desperation.    How  long 
was  this  policy  to  continue  ?    Did  the 
Government  think  they  were  going  to 
put  down  the  Land  League?    If  they 
thought  they  could  do  so,  they  would 
make  a  great  mistake.     If  every  mem- 
ber of  it  was  arrested  to-morrow,  there 
would  be  hundreds  of  thousands  to  take 
their  place. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  it  was  quite  evi- 
dent, from  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  in  time  there  would  not  be  a 
respectable  man  in  Ireland  out  of  gaol. 
He  regretted  that  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
O'Sullivan)  had  chosen  a  Friday  night 
on  which  to  move  the  Adjournment,  and 
that  the  time  of  private  Members  should 
be  taken  up  by  a  Motion  of  the  cha- 
racter of  the  one  which  the  House  wm 
discussing.  Had  he  been  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, he  would  have  chosen  the  first  Go- 
vernment night — and  upon  this  ground, 
that  the  more  inconvenience  they  could 
g^ve  the  Government,  the  greater  chance 
and  probability  there  was  m  Ireland  that 
they  would  conduct  themselves  with 
something  like  deoenoy .    [Mr.  Callas  ; 
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17o,  no!]    Some  hon.  (Gentleman  had 

SK>logized  for  the  inconvenience  of 
e  Motion.  He  saw  no  need  for  apo- 
logfy,  when  they  reflected  how  little  the 
OoTemment  cared  for  the  convenience 
of  the  Irish  people,  and  how  they 
trampled  upon  all  the  people  held  sa- 
cred. Whenever  any  man,  be  he  priest 
or  layman,  Member  of  Parliament  or 
crossing-sweeper,  was  arrested  in  Ire- 
land unconstitutionally,  they  ought  to 
come  down  to  the  House  and  give  the 
Executive  Government  all  the  trouble 
in  their  power,  and,  by  making  Motions 
of  this  sort,  insist  upon  the  discussion  of 
the  matter.  As  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
he  (Mr.  Healy)  would  venture  to  adopt 
the  language  towards  him  used  in  that 
House  some  years  ago  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  respecting 
Sir  Charles  Adderley,  then  a  Member 
of  the  Government.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  was  a  very  dull  man, 
ana  his  policy  in  Ireland  of  arresting 
the  most  respectable  and  worthy  men  in 
the  country  was  stupidity  followed  by 
stupidity.  The  Government  appeared 
to  be  determined  to  single  out  for  im- 
prisonment the  most  respectable  people 
they  could  find.  But  it  was  a  great 
mistake  to  suppose  that  educated  men 
were  to  be  intimidated  from  doing  their 
duty  by  threats  of  imprisonment  and 

Sunishment.  It  was  Father  Sheehy  to- 
ay,  and  it  might  be  a  Bishop  or  an 
Archbishop  to-morrow.  He  had  the 
honour  of  knowing  Father  8heehy,  and 
he  was  prouder  of  that  now  that  he  was 
in  Kilmainham.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  had  made  the  Irish  Members 
what  he  (Mr.  Healy)  might  call  a  tor- 
tuous offer  of  a  Morning  Sitting;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  no 
promise  of  acting  with  energy  to  force 
the  House  to  consent  to  such  a  Sitting. 
Very  different  would  have  been  the  de- 
meanour of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 
the  question  had  concerned  an  Atheist 
or  blasphemer.  Had  the  Irish  Members 
but  known  what  use  would  have  been 
made  of  the  Coercion  Act,  they  would 
have  opposed  the  Bill  with  ten  times 
more  determination  than  they  showed 
during  its  progress  through  the  House. 
Hia  regret  was  that  they  had  not  done 
BO,  for  no  Irish  Member  should  shrink 
from  suspension,  if  he  should  incur  that 
punishment  for  advocating  the  rights  of 
viM  countrymen  ;  and  he,  for  one,  did 


not,  neither  would  he  care  whether  he 
was  suspended  or  not.  The  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  had  said  that  the  Co- 
ercion Act  would  only  be  used  against 
men  who  planned  and  perpetrated  out- 
rages, and  that  the  persons  who  com- 
mitted crime  and  whom  he  was  desirous 
of  imprisoning  were  **the  remnant  of 
the  old  Riband  and  other  secret  so- 
cieties;" **  Fenians  who  had  taken  ad- 
vantage of  the  present  state  of  things 
in  Ireland,"  and  the  mauvais  suj'ets  of 
various  localities.  Father  Sheehy  most 
certainly  did  not  belong  to  any  of  these 
three  classes.  He  was  a  Christian  and 
a  gentleman.  Neither  did  Mr.  Dillon, 
nor  Mr.  Moran,  the  solicitor.  Yet  they 
were  the  men  whom  the  Government 
singled  out  for  the  honour  of  cells  in 
Kilmainham.  Men  were  generally  im- 
paled upon  two  horns  of  a  dilemma, 
but  he  would  give  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman his  choice  of  three.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  introducing  the  Co- 
ercion Bill,  had  said 

Mr.  speaker  said,  he  must  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  would  be  out 
of  Order  to  quote  speeches  made  during 
the  current  Session. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  being  so,  he 
hoped  there  would  be  no  further 're- 
ferences to  dissolute  ruffians  and  village 
tyrants  in  the  course  of  future  debates. 
He  should,  however,  like  to  know  whe- 
ther he  could  refer  to  a  Question  which 
he  had  put  to  a  right  hon.  Gentleman 
yesterday  ?  The  reason  why  he  wished 
to  do  so  was  because  he  had  to  com- 
plain of  the  answers  which  Ministers 
gave  to  Questions  asked  by  the  Irish 
Members.  He  had  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  whether  it  was  the  fact 
that  four  pieces  of  artillery  and  a  flying 
column  had  been  sent  against  the  pea- 
santry in  the  county  of  Limerick,  and  if 
he  could  give  the  House  any  news  from 
the  seat  of  war;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  treated  it  as  a  joke.  He 
warned  the  Chief  Secretary  ft)r  Ireland 
that  bis  answers  were  deeply  taken  to 
heart.  They  watched  the  manner  in 
which  he  attended  to  local  complaints, 
and  they  felt  keenly  such  contemptuous 
replies  as  implied  that  the  subject 
was  unworthy  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment or  the  House.  1£  their  com- 
plaints were  always  received  in  a  spirit 
of  levity  a  most  dangerous  feeling  would 
grow  up  in  Ireland.  He  complained  of 
these  arreats,   not  only  from  the   cha- 
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racter  of  the  men  arrested,  but  the  in- 
dignity with  which  they  were  accom- 
panied. The  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  J.  Cowen)  had  spoken  of 
the  meanness  of  the  arrest  and  im- 
prisonment of  Mr.  Davitt.  There  was 
not  only  meanness,  but  malignity  in  the 
arrest  of  Mr.  Dillon.  These  indignities 
had  increased  the  irritation  which  ex- 
isted in  Ireland,  and  might  yet  provoke 
a  storm  of  passionate  indignation  against 
the  Government  of  the  right  hon  Gen- 
tleman. If  the  Government  wanted  to 
allay  agitation  in  Ireland,  they  should 
not  arrest  men  who  had  the  love,  re- 
spect, and  admiration  of  their  country- 
men. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  thought  it  would 
be  admitted  on  all  sides  of  the  House 
that  that  debate  was  an  unfortunate 
sequel  to  the  second  reading  of  the  great 
remedial  measure,  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Bill ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was 
solely  and  entirely  the  fault  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  arresting  a  popular  Catholic 
clergyman.  Why  did  not  some  more 
sensible  Member  of  the  Cabinet  warn 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  of  the 
danger  of  arresting  men  like  Father 
Sheehy,  because  they  engaged  in  the  de- 
fence of  the  most  sacred  rights  of  their 
flocks  ?  Was  it  intended  on  Tuesday  to 
confine  the  information  vouchsafed  to 
the  bald  parchment  of  the  Warrant,  or 
would  the  Chief  Secretary,  who  was  now 
called  the  *' Chief  Process-server  "  in  Ire- 
land, have  the  courage,  of  which  he  was 
always  boasting,  to  give  the  necessary 
details  by  which  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment might  be  tested  ?  He  denied 
that  the  Government  had  any  right  to 
say  that  any  language  used  by  Father 
Sheehy  or  any  other  person  was  to  be 
taken  as  incriminating  himself,  unless 
such  language  was  considered  in  connec- 
tion with  the  context  and  the  circum- 
stances in  which  the  language  was  used. 
If  this  was  not  done,  or  if  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  give  a  fair  and  candid 
answer  for  their  conduct,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  feel  themselves  justified  in 
reverting  to  the  line  of  conduct  they 
deemed  themselves  justified  in  taking  at 
a  time  when  they  believed  the  Govern- 
ment were  willing  to  act  upon  the  anony- 
mous slanders  of  informers  who  held 
communication  with  the  authorities  at 
Dublin  Castle. 

Mb.  FINIGAN  said,  he  could  not  re- 
main silent  when  the  conduct   of  the 
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Government  was  under  discassiou  for  a 
national  offence.  He  was  willing  to 
admit  that  Government  might  be  misled 
by  their  poisoned  sources  of  information  ; 
but  they  were  too  ready  to  lend  a  willing 
ear  to  the  malicious  officials  of  DabHa 
Castle.  He  was,  however,  surprised  that 
a  Liberal  Government  should  hare  exer- 
cised a  tyrannous  power  in  a  tyrannical 
manner,  and  still  farther  so,  that  tbej 
should  have  acted  in  such  a  manner  aa 
to  have  arrested  a  priest.  The  Oorera- 
ment  could  not  surely  forget  that  to 
Irishmen,  and  to  Irish  Catholics  pajtic;i- 
larly,  a  priest  was  a  sacred  character, 
and  what  was  done  to  a  priest  in  Irelaui 
was  done  to  Catholicity  all  over  the 
world.  It  was,  therefore,  highly  im- 
politic on  the  part  of  the  Ghovemment  t3 
raise  against  itself  Catholic  opinion  not 
only  in  Ireland,  but  in  £ngland  and 
America,  and  all  the  world  also,  and  it 
would  tell  against  the  Liberal  Oorera- 
meut  not  only  at  any  bye-Elections  thai 
might  take  place,  but  at  the  General 
Election  which  the  exigency  of  circum- 
stances might  bring  about  at  no  yery 
distant  period.  Why  was  not  Father 
Sheehy  brought  up  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  law  ?  The  reason  was,  they 
could  not  sustain  any  charge  against 
him,  and  he  was  confined  upon  a  vagoe 
Warrant,  because,  like  others,  he  at- 
tempted to  do  his  duty  to  his  country. 
He  was  the  more  sorry  that  this  couraa 
had  been  taken  now,  because  he  had 
hoped  that  we  were  on  the  eve  of  a 
period  of  reconciliation  between  the 
people  of  Ireland  and  the  Gt>vemment 
of  the  United  Eangdom. 

Mr.  PAENELL:  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish, 
before  a  division  is  taken,  to  join  my 
words  to  those  of  my  Colleagues  in  de- 
precation and  denunciation  of  the  step 
which  the  Government  have  most  un- 
wisely and  rashly  taken  in  arresting  my 
esteemed  friend  Father  Sheehy.  I  hare 
known  Father  Sheehy  for  a  great  many 
years,  and  I  have  never  heard  him  in 
the  course  of  this  Land  agitation  say 
anything  that  could  be,  in  the  slightest 
degree,  twisted  or  interpreted  into  an 
incitement  to  outrage.  I  think  this  is 
one  of  those  unfortunate  steps  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  seems  to  allow  himself 
to  be  forced  into,  and  which  he  takes 
from  time  to  time,  without  proper  fore- 
thought and  without  sufficient  premedi- 
tation.    The  Goyemmenty  daring  tha 
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laat  week  or  fortnight,  have  been  urged 
on  by  a  Tory  Press  and  by  a  debate  in 
**  another  place "  to  use  the  Coercion 
Act  more  extensively  than  they  have 
done  up  to  the  present  time.  They  have 
Tielded  to  the  pressure  which  has  been 
Drought  to  bear  on  them  by  their  poli- 
tical opponents,  and  they  have  made,  in 
a  short  interval,  a  large  number  of 
arrests  of  very  respectable  men  through- 
out the  country.  The  Government  have 
not  used  the  Act  in  the  way  in  which 
they  promised  the  House  to  use  it.  They 
have  not  arrested  a  single  "  dissolute 
ruffian  or  village  tyrant."  In  fact,  they 
have  been  doing  everything,  in  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  which  they 
undertook  to  the  House  when  obtaining^ 
the  Act  not  to  do,  and  they  have  lert 
undone  everything  which  they  undertook 
to  the  House  they  would  do.  They  stand 
oonvicted,  by  the  result  of  the  working 
of  the  Act,  of  having  obtained  it  imder 
what,  practically,  amounts  to  false  pre- 
tences. One  of  the  speakers  to-night 
0aid  that,  if  a  Conservative  Oovemment 
were  in  power,  the  whole  of  Ireland 
would  be  proclaimed  under  the  operation 
of  the  Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act.  I  venture  to  think  that  if  a  Con- 
servative Government  were  in  power, 
they  would  not  have  obtained  that  Pro- 
tection of  Person  and  Property  Act  with 
which  they  oould  proclaim  the  whole  of 
Ireland.  Instead  of  having  both  sides 
of  the  House  united  against  us  in  assist- 
ing the  passage  of  coercion,  we  should 
have  the  Liberals  and  Badicals  who  now 
constitute  the  Government  helping  us  to 
obstruct  the  Government,  and  helping 
UB  very  successfully,  I  have  no  doubt,  to 
prevent  the  Government  from  passing 
0uch  a  severe  enactment.  The  history 
of  former  Conservative  attempts  to  enact 
Coercion  Laws  for  Ireland  shows  that 
the  Liberals  and  Whigs,  when  out  of 
Office,  always  combined  for  the  purpose 
of  preventing  coercion  for  Ireland ;  but, 
when  they  come  into  Office,  they  always 
oombine  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
coercion  for  Ireland.  8o  that,  as  far  as 
the  matter  of  coercion  goes,  I  feel  con- 
vinced that  if  we  had  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  at  the  head  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  we  should 
be  without  coercion  worthy  of  the  name 
in  Ireland,  and  that  Ireland  would  have 
every  reason  to  be  grateful  for  the  change 
•o  fftr  as  the  absence  of  coercion  is  oon- 

YOL.  OOLXI.      [thied  bibhs.] 


oemed.  It  has  been  pointed  out  that 
one  of  the  reasons  why  Father  Sheehy 
has  been  arrested  is  that  he  successfuUy 
prevented  the  eviction  of  certain  poor  ten- 
ants by  forming  a  combination  amongst 
them.  Another  of  the  reasons  I  believe 
to  be  the  Beports  which  the  Government 
have  received  from  a  recently  introduced 
stipendiary  magistrate,  one  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd,  who  has  been  distinguishing  him- 
self very  much,  during  the  few  days  he 
has  been  in  Kilmallock  in  charge  of  the 
police,  by  his  brutal  treatment  of  the 
unoffending  people  of  the  locality.  I 
hold  in  my  hand  a  letter  which  I  have 
just  received  from  Father  Sheehy,  writ- 
ten shortly  before  his  arrest,  and  he 
says — 

"Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  R.M.,  is  here  in  his 
magisterial  capacity  since  Friday.  On  the  even- 
ing of  his  arrival  he  went  throagh  the  town,  and 
though  an  utter  stranger  hero,  being  an  impor- 
tation from  Belfast  on  the  day  previous,  he  in- 
sisted on  the  people  dispersing  to  their  homes 
who  were  quietly  chatting  in  the  street  in 
groups  of  three  and  four,  as  is  the  wont  of  people 
at  that  time  in  the  town.  On  their  refusing, 
he  proceeded  furiously  to  strike  them  with  his 
cane,  and  struck  several  violently  over  the 
shoulders.  He  subsequently  brought  out  tho 
police,  ^nth  their  shotted  guns,  and  cleared  the 
streets.  The  police  clubbed  the  people  freely 
with  tho  stocks  of  their  rifles.  This  riotous 
conduct  on  the  part  of  this  magistrate  was  all 
one-sided,  there  having  been  no  provocation  or 
resistance  of  any  kind  on  tho  part  of  the 
people.  The  whole  town  is  my  testimony  to 
the  absolute  truth  of  what  I  hero  wpte.  The 
man's  demeanour  is  an  insult  and  a  menace  to 
our  community,  and  ho  is  zealously  supported 
by  an  unfledged  sub* inspector  and  a  force  of 
unscrupulous  policomon.  Their  furious  wanton- 
ness was  climaxcxi  last  evening.  Our  local 
band  played  some  airs  through  the  street, 
and  on  its  passing  the  polico  barracks  some 
few  persons  in  the  crowd  cheered.  Forthwith 
over  a  dozen  policemen,  whom  tho  magistrate 
had  form«d  into  lino,  in  anticipation  of  the 
arrival  of  the  band,  rushed  into  the  midst  of 
the  crowd,  and  used  their  batons  like  so  many 
maniacs  on  the  unfortunate  people,  who  were 
out  merely  for  recreation.  Amongst  those  was 
our  s<'rvant,  who  wt  nt  to  the  post-office  with 
letters  from  tho  Presbytery,  as  is  customary 
with  him  every  evening  at  the  same  hour. 
This  man  is  well  known  as  a  quiet,  moral,  and 
unoffending  pi>rson,  and  the  same  character  is 
borne  by  others  who  were  cruelly  and  wantonly 
beaten.** 

It  is  very  unfortunate  that  one  of  the  * 
penalties  of  directing  attention  to  out- 
rages on  the  part  of  the  Government 
o£Eicials  in  Ireland  is  in  future  to  bo 
arrested  on  reasonable  suspicion.  I  can 
have  no  doubt  that  Government  must 
have  acted  on  the  report  of  Mr.  Clifford 
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Lloyd  in  direotmg  the  aireat  of  this 
esteemed  oleivTman.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister accuaea  me  some  time  ago  of 
wont  of  courtesy  to  Mm,  I  should  be 
very  BOrry  to  be  ■wanting  in  courtesy 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  can 
assure  him  that,  in  explaining,  I  had 
no  intention  to  show  a  want  of  courtesy 
to  him.  ["Ob,  ob!"]  But  I  would 
wish  to  say  that  perhaps  the  Prime 
Minister,  before  accusing  hon.  Members 
on  this  side  of  the  House  of  want  of 
courtesy,  might  direct  his  own  Fol- 
lowers to  be  more  observant  of  the 
ordinary  courtesy  of  Parliamentary  life 
than  they  showed  last  evening,  when 
they  deliberately  insulted  many  of  the 
Irish  Members  as  they  were  walking 
oat  of  the  House  by  interjecting  re- 
marks of  a  most  oSensiTe  and  personal 
character ;  and  as  aucJi  we  passed  them 
by.  For  my  part,  T  regret  that  the 
Government  have  embarked  upon  this 
renewed  course  of  outrage  and  coercion 
on  Ireland.  It  will  entirely  mar  whatever 
effect  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  might 
possibly  have  as  a  matter  of  justice  to 
Ireland,  even  if  that  Bill  be  very  ez- 
tensiTely  amended.  The  course  that  you 
have  taken  puts  it  utterly  out  of  your 
power  to  say  that  you  have  done  any- 
thing with  a  feelmg  of  jastice  to  the 
Irish  people,  for  you  are  treating  them 
in  a  way  which  the  high  spirit  and 
tiie  sense  of  the  people  cannot  possibly 
stand. 

Mb.  GIVAN  said,  that  he  sincerely 
deprecated  the  arrest  of  Father  Sheehy, 
against  whose   character  he  was   sure 
nothing  could  be  said.  The  arrest  would 
create  widespread  indignation  and  re- 
sentment, not  only  throughout  Ireland, 
hut  throughout  America  and  every  other 
part  of  the  world  where  the  Irish  people 
were  scattered ;    for  if  there  was  one 
feeling  more  indigenous  in  the  hearts  of 
the  Irish  people  than  another,  it  was 
their  deep-rooted  respect  for  the  priest- 
hood.   He  (Mr.  Givan)  had  not  the  plea- 
sure of  knowing  the  reverend  gentle- 
man, but  had  heard  that  his  liie  was 
romotion  of  the  best 
iple.    He  could  bear 
nanner  in  which  the 
li  of  Ireland  had  re- 
and  counselled  them 
I  the  remedial  mea- 
the  present  Govern- 
no  doubt,  some  cause 
1  for  agitation  in  Ire- 


land ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  could  not 
but  regret  that  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  had  not  met  Her  Majesty's 
Qoyemment  in  another  spirit,  and  had 
not  aided  them  in  their  effort  to  carry 
further  the  object  the  Premier  had  in 
view  in  proposing  the  Bill  which  became 
Uwin  1870. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  said,  that  his  belief 
was  the  arrest  of  Father  Sheehy  would 
have  a  good  effect,  for  it  would  place  in 
the  clearest  light  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  and  the  uses  they  wen 
making  of  the  Coercion  Law,  which 
they  obtained  under  false  pretences. 
The  professed  object  was  the  suppres- 
sion of  violence  and  the  arreet  of  ruf- 
fians, and  not  such  arrests  as  those  now 
complained  of — namely,  those  persons 
who  were  the  most  respectable  and  the 
most  respected  in  their  several  districts 
by  the  people.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
might,  as  a  result  of  one  of  these  ar- 
rests, be  complimented  on  having  added 
to  his  title  of  "  Buckshot  Forster  "  an- 
other with  which  he  would  be  known 
by  henceforth — namely,  "  Priest-hunt- 
ing Forster." 

Me.  BIGQAR  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  been  exceedingly  discoarteoiu 
to  hon.  Gentlemen,  aud  had  exhibited 
the  grossest  ignorance  on  subjects  which 
should  have  been  within  his  knowledge, 
and  had  shown  his  incompetence  for  his 
position.  He  (Mr.  Biggar)  contended 
that  the  Government  had  misled  the 
country  as  to  the  object  of  the  Coercion 
Bill,  as  was  proved  by  the  character  of 
the  arrests  ii^ich  had  been  made.  He 
quite  agreed  in  the  inconvenience  of 
moving  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
at  Question  time ;  but,  he  would  ask, 
what  were  they  to  do  when  Ministers 
would  not  give  them  information  which 
they  bad  a  right  to  obtain  ?  At  first,  he 
did  think  they  were  men  who  could  be 
trusted,  when  the  Government  came 
into  Office ;  but  as  soon  as  the  proposal 
was  made  to  introduce  the  Coercion  Bill, 
as  soon  as  the  Prime  Minister  turned 
his  back  on  the  professions  he  made  be- 
fore the  Election,  he  ceased  to  have  any 
confidence  in  any  statement  comingfrom 
the  Treasury  Bench. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  say  of  any  Member  of 
the  House  that  he  does  not  believe  a 
statement  he  has  made. 
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Mb.  BIGK^AB  begg^  leaye  to  apolo- 
gixe  for  having  used  the  expreesion,  be- 
cause, as  the  House  knew,  he  was  ex- 
ceedingly anxious  not  to  use  un-Parlia- 
mentary  language ;  but  they  could  not 
surely  expect  Irish  Members  to  have  con- 
fidence in  a  Government  such  as  the  one 
now  in  power.  Why,  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  was  the  pet  of  the  Tories 
of  Bradford,  and  it  came  with  a  bad 
grace  for  him  to  pose  as  an  exponent  of 
liberalism.  Nor  could  Irish  Members 
be  expected  to  place  confidence  in  an 
Attorney  General  who  was  a  confidential 
friend  of  the  late  Lord  Leitrim,  and  who 
had  defended  the  unscrupulous  conduct 
of  such  men  as  Mr.  Hussey,  the  agent  of 
Lord  Kenmare,  and  Mr.  Townsend,  the 
agent  of  Mr.  Coote. 

'  Mb.  DALY  wished  the  Government  to 
realize  the  effect  the  arrest  of  Father 
Sheehy  would  have  on  the  moderate 
men  of  Ireland.  It  would  alienate  the 
Catholic  priesthood,  to  whom  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  largely  indebted  for 
the  preservation  of  peace.  It  would  be 
regwled  as  an  outrage  on  the  whole 
body  unless  serious  ground  could  be 
shown  for  it.  In  saying  that,  he  did  not 
wish  to  suggest  that  a  priest  should  be 
regarded  as  in  any  sense  above  the  law  ; 
but  he  knew  that  the  utterances  of 
Father  Sheehy  had  not  been  as  violent 
as  those  of  several  men  who  were  still 
at  laree.  The  Irish  people  required  to 
be  subject  to  some  restraints,  and  the 
persons  who  had  the  power  to  restrain 
them  were  the  Catholic  clergy ;  but  the 
arrest  of  one  of  them  would  weaken  that 
power.  It  would  rankle  in  the  minds 
of  the  people,  and  all  the  more  because 
of  undue  reticence  in  stating  the  charge. 
Taking  all  things  into  consideration,  he 
denounced  it  the  more  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  when  bringing  in  a  reme- 
dial measure,  to  make  an  arrest  which 
was  an  insult  to  the  mind  and  sentiment 
of  the  Irish  people.  It  was  the  bounden 
duty  of  the  Government  to  make  allow- 
ance for  the  condition  of  things  in  Ireland, 
and  he  was  very  sorry  for  the  sake  of 
the  peace,  which  he  loved,  that  such  an 
insult  had  taken  place  to  the  people  of 
Ireland.  For  that  reason  he  could  not 
but  add  his  protest  to  the  others  against 
the  arrest  which  had  taken  place. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  said,  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  protest  against  this  act  of  retro- 
gression that  had  been  committed  by  the 
Government  ui^der  the  operation  of  the 


Coercion  Act,  now  that  it  was  in  opera- 
tion, as  he  protested  against  it  when  the 
Bill  was  before  that  House.  To  arrest 
one  of  the  priests  of  Ireland  was  to  do  a 
very  dangerous  thing,  and  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  it  was  an  outrage  on 
the  feelings  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
Irish  people.  He  also  entered  his  protest 
against  sending  down  to  the  South  a 
violent  and  prejudiced  Northern  magis- 
trate. Were  they,  then,  come  to  this, 
that  they  had  tramp  magistrates  in  Ire- 
land ?  He  was  satisfied  of  the  imper- 
fections of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland ;  but  having 
a  very  difficult  duty  to  perform  he  (Mr. 
Macdonald)  would  appeal  to  Irish  Mem- 
bers to  show  more'  mercy  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who,  like  the  other 
Members  of  the  Government,  was  anxious 
to  give  Ireland  a  good  Land  Bill,  which, 
it  was  to  be  hoped,  would  settle  the 
question. 

Mr.  WARTON  rose  to  Order.  Were 
they  discussing  the  Land  Bill  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  for  Stafford  must  be  aware  he  could 
not  discuss  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill, 
as  it  was  not  then  before  the  House. 

Mr.  MACDONALD,  resuming,  said, 
he  was  not  discussiDg  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Bill,  or  thinking  of  such.  He 
was  in  the  hands  of  the  Chair,  and  felt 
that  if  he  in  any  way  digressed  that  he 
should  be  told  so.  He  totally  objected 
to  be  under  the  ruling  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport,  or  any 
other  novice  that  took  upon  himself  the 
duties  of  censor  of  the  House.  He  im- 
plored the  Government  to  abandon  the 
course  they  were  now  pursuing  in  regard 
to  arrests.  He  did  not  blame  the  Mi- 
nistry, but  the  Executive  at  Dublin 
Castle;  and  he  would  again  ask  Irish 
Members  to  be  more  considerate  in  their 
treatment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
[**No,  no!"]  Hon.  Members  should 
treat  him  kindly  ;  whereas  they  seemed 
to  be  hunting  him  for  his  scalp  every 
day.  He  urged  the  Government  to  re- 
lease the  priest,  and  allow  the  Business 
of  the  House  to  proceed,  in  order  to 
promote  the  peace  and  happiness  of 
Ireland. 

Mb.  WHITWORTH  was  greaUy  sur- 
prised  that  the  Government  had  em- 
ployed the  magistrate  whose  name  had 
been  mentioned.  A  more  dangerous 
man  they  could  not  send  to  the  South  of 
Ireland.  His  (Mr.  Whitworth's)  brother, 
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who  was  a  magistrate  in  Brogheda, 
told  him  that  if  this  man  were  sent  to 
the  disturbed  districts  there  would  be 
bloodshed.  At  the  same  time,  he  blamed 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  for  being 
too  lenient.  It  was  his  g^eat  fault  that 
he  was  too  lenient,  and  that  he  had  not 
put  his  foot  firmly  enough  down.  Every 
man  who  made  a  seditious  speech  ought 
to  be  arrested.  Members  of  the  Land 
League  posed  as  the  friends  of  Ireland. 
He  held  that  there  were  no  grater  ene- 
mies of  Ireland  than  the  Gentlemen  he 
saw  opposite.  Nothing  was  wanted  so 
much  as  English  capitid  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  rose  to  Order.  Was 
English  capital  the  question  before  the 
House  ?         

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  The  Question  before 
the  House  is,  **  That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn."  I  am  bound  to  say  that  it  is 
one  of  the  many  inconveniences  of  this 
proceeding  that  it  gives  the  utmost  lati- 
tude for  discussion,  and  the  observations 
now  being  made  are  not  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  WHITWORTH  said,  that  an 
immense  amount  of  injury  was  done  to 
Ireland  by  the  violent  speeches  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  were  not 
really  Mends  of  tneir  country ;  but,  on 
the  contrary,  before  three  years  elapsed, 
would  be  considered  its  greatest  enemies. 

Mb.  M'OOAN,  as  an  Irish  Protestant 
Member,  said,  the  more  he  reflected  on 
the  gravity  and  unwisdom  of  this  act 
of  the  Gt>vemment,  the  more  he  felt 
compelled  to  add  his  protest  to  those 
which  had  been  delivered  by  his  hon. 
Friends  around  him.  He  dia  not  share 
all  the  sentiments  which  had  been  ex- 
pressed by  Irish  Eepresentatives  to- 
night ;  but  he  believed  that  in  the  whole 
course  of  the  Land  League  agitation 
and  the  action  of  the  Government  to- 
wards it,  there  had  been  no  more  un- 
wise and  unstatesmanlike  step.  He 
reckoned  among  his  Mends  many  Bo- 
man  Catholic  priests,  and  there  were  no 
persons  whom  he  more  respected  and 
admired.  The  strength  of  affection  and 
veneration  with  which  the  Boman  Catho- 
lic priest  was  regarded  by  the  people 
was  intense ;  and  if,  even,  one  of  them 
had  been  carried  away  too  far,  it  would 
have  been  wisdom  in  the  Government  to 
^ve  him  a  very  long  tether.  As  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  had  been  in  the  House 
for  some  days,  he  hoped  the  direct  re- 
iponsibility  for  this  arrest  did  not  rest 
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upon  his  shoulders,  though,  of 
he  must  share  the  responsibility  with 
other  Members  of  the  Government.  He 
would  make  a  strong  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  to  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister in  particular,  in  the  interest  of 
peace  and  of  the  measure  before  the 
House,  to  reconsider  this  misti^:en  step, 
with  a  view  to  the  liberation  of  the 
priest.  As  yet,  there  was  still  time  to 
repair  the  harm  that  might  have  been 
done. 

The  ATTORNEY   GENERAL,   pom 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  wished 
to  enter  his  respectful  protest  against 
the  language  which  had  been  used  bj 
his  hon.  Fnend  the  Member  for  Drog- 
heda  (Mr.  Whitworth),  and  some  oiker 
hon.  Members  with  respect  to  the  ma- 
gistrate referred  to,  who  was  not  able 
to   be   present  to  defend  himself.     It 
was  not  desirable  that  a  person  hold- 
ing the  responsible  position  which  th» 
gentleman  did  should  be  described  in 
the   unmeasured    terms    employed    by 
hon.  Gentlemen.    The  magistrate  had 
been  described  by  his  hon.  Friend,  not 
from  his  own  knowledge,  but  from  re- 
port,  as  a    **  dangerous    character  ;  '* 
but  the  charge  did  not  appear  to  be 
founded  on   anything    more   than   his 
hon.   Friend's  dislike  to  these  public 
officials.    In  the  case  of  a  man  occupy- 
ing such  a  responsible  position  it  was  a 
serious  thing  to   make    such    charges 
without  producing  an  atom  of  proof. 
[''  Reasonable  suspicion  !  "1    It  wKs  not 
a  usual  thing,  in  an  assenioly  either  of 
Englishmen  or  Irishmen,   to  abuse   a 
person  in  the  position  of  the  gentleman 
who  had  been  thus  attacked,  when  it 
was  impossible  for  him  to  defend  him- 
self. 

Mb.  J.  CO  WEN  said,  he  would  not 
have  risen  in  this  debate  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  observations  which  they 
had  just  heard  from  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  C!owen)  had  been 
in  Ireland  frequently  reoejitly,  and  he 
had  many  opportunities  of  becoming  ac- 
quainted with  the  state  of  the  country, 
and  he  must  say  he  entirely  agreed  with 
the  opinions  which  had  been  expressed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Drogheaa  (Mr. 
Whitworth).  There  was  **  reasonable 
suspicion''  to  say  that  the  person  who 
had  been  attacked  was  a  political  and 
social  firebrand.  In  whatever  district 
he  went  he  was  calculated  to  excite  dis^ 
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order  and  animoeity.  «He  (Mr.  Gowen) 
did  not  wish  to  go  further,  as  it  was  a 
mere  matter  of  testimony.  When  Ro- 
man Catholic  priests  were  arrested  on  a 
reasonable  suspicion,  there  was  at  least 
equal  ground  for  the  opinions  expressed 
by  the  hon.  Member  regarding  the  ac- 
tions of  the  official  in  question  in  Ire- 
land. He  would  not  now  go  any  fur- 
ther into  the  subject,  as  it  was  under- 
stood that  it  would  be  brought  before 
the  House  next  week;  he  would  only 
repeat  the  experience  of  everyone  fami- 
liar with  the  state  of  Ireland  that  the 
actions  of  the  class  of  men  referred  to 
were  calculated  to  embitter  and  exas- 
perate the  feelings  of  the  Irish  people. 

Mb.  call  an  said,  he  had  not  in- 
tended to  take  part  in  this  discussion. 
[^Laughter. ^  He  wished  to  refer  to  the 
conduct  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Morpeth 
(Mr.  Burt),  and  to  express  his  regret 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  should  have 
gone  out  of  his  way  to  sneer  at  Irish- 
men to-night.  The  hon.  Member  had 
p^one  out  of  his  way  to  laugh  and  sneer 
in  a  way  which  was  very  offensive.  Such 
conduct  was  not  creditable  to  the  class 
of  workmen  to  whom  he  belonged. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  to  complain  of  any  lan- 
guage used  in  the  House  reflecting  upon 
himself  or  others,  he  should  i^dress 
himself  to  the  Chair. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  did  complain 
to  the  Chair.  He  was  expressing  the 
opinion  to  the  Chair  that  it  was  de- 
sirable that  discussions  should  be  car- 
ried on  without  ill-feeling  and  sneers, 
and  he  thought  his  compUdnt  was  well 
founded.  If  there  was  to  be  harmony 
between  Ekiglish  and  Irish  working  men, 
it  was  desirable  that  one  who  was  a  Re- 
presentative of  working  men  should  not 
sneer  at  Irishmen.  He  was  about  to 
say  he  had  not  intended  to  intervene  in 
the  debate,  because  he  did  not  approve 
the  system  of  moving  the  adjournment 
of  the  House.  The  abuse  had  lately 
become  common  of  that  which  he  held 
to  be  the  only  real  check  they  had  upon 
evasive  and  contemptuous  answers  from 
Ministers.  If  such  Motions  were  often 
repeated,  he  feared  the  Government 
might  seize  upon  the  opportunity  thus 
afforded  for  abrogating  tueprivileges  of 
private  Members  of  the  House.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  (General  for  Ireland  was  an 
^Dunent  Ohancery  barrister ;    but   he 


knew  nothing  whatever  of  criminal  law. 
It  was  notorious  in  the  Four  Courts ; 
the  failure  of  the  Crown  prosecutions 
last  winter  showed  it.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  ignorance  of 
criminal  law  was  only  equiuled  by  the 
ignorance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  of  everything  apper- 
taining to  Ireland.  When  he  (Mr. 
Callan)  was  in  Ireland,  there  was  una- 
nimity on  two  points  only ;  one  was  the 
desirability  of  including  in  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  County  Court,  and  the  other  the  ne- 
cessity of  removing  from  Office  the  pre- 
sent Chief  Secretary.  A'  Colleague  of 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  had 
made  a  serious  charge  against  Irish 
workmen,  by  suggesting  that  they  were 
impoverished  by  superstition,  by  their 
observance  of  the  holidays  of  the  Church. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Drogheda  (Mr. 
Whitworth)  was,  he  (Mr.  Callan)  be- 
lieved, the  informant  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ;  but  he  had  very  lately  been 
in  Drogheda,  and  had  ascertained  that 
the  Catholic  hands  at  the  principal  mill 
in  that  town,  if  they  went  to  mass  in  the 
morning,  came  earlier,  and  worked  the 
usual  number  of  hours,  and  were  paid 
exactly  as  on  other  days.  The  charge, 
therefore,  was  altogether  without  foun- 
dation. With  regard  to  Mr.  CHifibrd 
Lloyd,  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  described  him  as  a  most  excellent 
magistrate ;  but  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  could  not  have  spoken 
from  his  own  knowledge,  and  those  who 
had  better  information  would  have  de- 
scribed Mr.  Lloyd  as  a  very  dangerous 
character,  and  as  the  enemy  of  all  the 
popular  rights  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
Could  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman corroborate  his  statement  by  any 
specific  proof?  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  the  charges 
against  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  were  not 
proved.  He  (Mr.  Callan)  asked  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
afford  an  opportunity  to  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers of  giving  specific  Pjoof  of  the 
charges.  Doubtless,  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd 
fulfiUed,  in  perfection,  the  duties  as- 
signed to  him,  and  he  had  the  courage 
of  his  opinions  as  the  enemy  of  ful 
popular  rights.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
on  the  other  hand,  changed  his  opinions 
with  great  facility  three  years  ago.    In 
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that  House  he  denounced  tenant  right, 
fixity  of  tenure,  and  valuation  of  rents ; 
and,  in  fact,  every  principle  of  the  Bill 
which  he  now  supported.  He  had  eaten 
his  words  in  an  unprincipled  manner, 
and  apparently  with  the  sole  object  of 
retaininf^  his  salary. 

Mr.  BUET  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan)  had  given  him  a 
lesson  in  courtesy,  which,  no  doubt,  he 
was  very  competent  to  give ;  but  the 
hon.  Member  was  quite  mistaken  in  say- 
ing that  he  (Mr.  Burt)  had  sneered  at  him. 
He  simply  laughed  because  the  hon. 
Member  for  Louth  began  the  opening 
sentence  of  his  speech  with  what  ap- 
peared to  be  the  usual  formula  of  saying 
that  he  had  no  intention  of  speaking. 
His  laugh  was  not  meant  to  indicate  any 
want  ofsympathy  either  with  the  hon. 
Member,  or  the  attitude  which  the  Irish. 
Members  had  assumed  that  evening.  In 
fact,  he  entirely  sympathized  with  them, 
and  he  only  regretted  that  it  had  been 
necessary  for  them  to  take  that  course 
of  moving  the  adjournment.  He  was 
one  of  those  few  English  Members  who 
had  steadily  opposed  the  Coercion  Act ; 
and  whilst  he  did  complain  that  it  had 
been  placed  in  the  power  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  arrest  anyone  on  what  was  called 
'*  reasonable  suspicion,"  yet,  assuming 
that  the  power  was  justifiable,  he  rather 
gave  the  Government  credit  for  arrest- 
ing a  Member  of  Parliament  and  a  priest, 
as  it  showed  that  they  were  no  respecters 
of  persons  in  carrying  out  what  appeared 
to  them  to  be  necessary  for  the  main- 
tenance of  order. 

Mr.  BYBNE  contended  that  it  was 
not  the  Irish  Members,  but  the  Govern- 
ment, who  were  to  blame  for  irregular 
conduct,  inasmuch  as  the  Government 
had  taken  the  irregular  course  of  sus- 
pending the  Constitution.  He  wished 
to  enter  his  indignant  protest  against  the 
arrest  of  the  Eev.  Father  Sheehy.  The 
event  would  strike  a  chord  in  the  heart 
of  the  Irish  people  all  over  the  world, 
and  would  damage  the  Government  in 
their  estimation,  as  the  priests  had  been 
with  the  people  in  every  battle  they  had 
fought  for  their  Constitutional  liberties 
and  rights.  The  arrest  of  the  rev.  gen- 
tleman would  raise  a  feeling  in  Ireland 
which  would  not  soon  be  fulayed.  As- 
suming that  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Bill  was  everything  that  the  Irish  ten- 
ants could  desire,  the  fact  of  it  being 
accompanied  by  the  arrest  of  Father 
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Sheehy  robbed  it  of  all  the  grace  and 
advantage  it  might  otherwise  poasen. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  82 ;  Noet 
130 :  Majority  98.— (Div.  List,  No.  206.) 

ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY.  -COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

INTOXICATING  LIQUORS    ON    SATUB- 
DAY  (IRELAND).— RESOI-TmON. 

Mb.  MELDON  rose  to  caU  attention 
to  the  hours  during  which  houses 
licensed  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  in  Ireland  are  allowed  Xxi  be 
open,  and  to  move — 

"  That  in  view  of  the  many  and  serious  erili 
arising  from  drunkenness  on  Saturday  nighta 
in  Ireland,  and  having  regard  to  the  evidoiot 
given  before  the  Select  Committees  of  1868  tad 
1877,  and  the  recommendation  of  the  Lords  Re- 
port on  Intemperance  of  1878,  this  House  is  ol 
opinion  that  the  hours  during  vrhich  intoii- 
eating  liquors  may  be  sold  on  Siturdajrs  in  tlis 
large  cities  and  towns  having  a  popuhition  ex- 
ceeding 10,000  should  be  materiaUy  and  imms- 
diatelj  shortened." 

The  hon.  Memher  said,  the  subject  was 
of  considerable  importance,  and  was  one 
which  it  was  clearly  within  the  compe- 
tence of  Parliament  to  deal.     It  was  not 
so  much  a  question  between  the  general 
public  and  Parliament  as  between  the 
publicans  and  the  licensed  victaalien 
and  Parliament.  The  licensed  viotuallers, 
owing  to  previous  legislation,  were  mono- 
polists by  virtue  of  various  Acta  of  Par- 
liament, and  the  hours  at  which  public- 
houses  should  be  closed  were  altogether 
within    the    discretion  of   Parliament, 
which  had  always  regulated  the  hours 
during  which  the  business  of  a  licenced 
victualler  should  be  carried  on.     The 
Eesolution   dealt    with    a    very    smaQ 
point ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was  a 
point  of  vital  importance.     In  Ireland 
the  resident  magistrates,  police  magis- 
trates, and  persons  of  all  religious  deno- 
minations were  favourable  to  the  closin; 
of  public-houses  at  an  early  hour  on 
Saturday.     It  would  not  be  right,  he 
thought,   to  call    upon  Parliament  to 
legislate  unless  a  clear  case  had  been 
made  out ;  but  in  this  instance  he  ooa* 
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tended  that  the  weight  of  evidence  was 
overwhelmingly  in  favour  of  earlier 
closing.  The  proposal  he  wished  to 
make  was  ths^t  on  Saturday  nights  the 
public-houses  in  the  large  towns  of  Ire- 
land should  be  closed  two  or  three  hours 
earlier  than  they  were  at  present — 
namely,  at  8  or  9  instead  of  11.  He 
believed  that  if  they  were  allowed  to 
remain  open  as  late  as  9  o'clock  it  would 
meet  the  entire  necessities  of  the  case, 
and  he  would  suggest  that  that  should 
be  the  restriction  imposed  in  any  mea- 
sure that  might  be  introduced  upon  the 
subject.  There  was  another  point  he 
witched  also  to  make  clear,  and  that  was 
that  it  was  not  necessary  to  make  the 
restriction  apply  to  the  whole  of  Ireland. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  amount  of 
drunkenness  which  occurred  in  the  xural 
districts  of  Ireland  was  such  as  to  call 
for  legislative  interference,  and  it  must 
further  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  places 
which  supplied  drink  were  also  the  shops 
where  provisions  were  sold ;  and  there 
were,  therefore,  good  reasons  why  re- 
strictive hours,  which  might  usefully  be 
made  to  apply  to  the  large  towns,  should 
not  be  extended  to  the  country  districts. 
His  proposal  was  that  in  all  the  large 
towns  of  Ireland  having  a  population  of 
10,000  and  upwards  the  sale  of  drink 
ahould  be  restricted  by  two  hours  at  least, 
and  if  possible  by  three  hours,  on  Satur- 
day night.  He  wished  to  prove  his  case,  as 
far  as  possible,  out  of  the  mouths  of  his 
opponents;  and  therefore  he  was  anxious 
to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  evi- 
dence which  was  given  before  the  Lords* 
Committee  on  Intemperance,  and  before 
the  Committee  of  tne  House  of  Com- 
mons on  Sunday  Closing,  contained  a 
general  admission,  even  by  those  who 
were  opposed  to  Sunday  closing,  that  a 
large  amount  of  drunkenness  took  place 
on  the  Saturday  night,  and  that  the 
evil  would  be  to  a  g^eat  extent  remedied 
by  the  earlier  closing  of  the  public- 
houses.  The  matter  was  one  which  was 
entirely  between  the  licensed  victualler 
and  Parliament,  for  the  people  had 
never  expressed  a  desire  to  have  the 
public-house  kept  open  until  a  late  hour 
on  the  Saturday  night,  and  many  of  those 
who  represented  the  interests  of  the 
licensed  victuallers  had  admitted  that 
they  might  be  closed  without  disadvan- 
tage.   The  evil  which  he  was  principally 

anxiooB   to  cope   with  was  this.      The        «  Unqnestionably  a  large  proportion.    The 
artizan     and    labourer   received    their    dronkennesi  on  Saturday  night  in  Belfast  ii 


wages  on  Saturday  night,  and  instead 
of  expending  them  in  providing  the  ne- 
cessaries of  life  for  their  wives  and  fami- 
lies, they  took  them  to  the  public-house, 
where  they  found  their  way  into  the  till 
of  the  licensed  victualler.  The  Lords' 
Committee  on  Intemperance,  which  sat 
in  1877,  reported  that  almost  all  the 
witnesses  concurred  in  expressing  their 
belief  that  by  far  the  greatest  amount 
of  drunkenness  occurred  on  the  evening 
of  Saturday,  and  their  Lordships  fol- 
lowed up  their  Eeport  by  recommending 
that  the  hours  not  only  on  Saturday, 
but  on  all  week  days  in  Ireland,  should 
be  curtailed.  Mr.  Woodlock,  a  most 
experienced  magistrate  in  Dublin,  who 
had  devoted  a  great  deal  of  attention  to 
the  subject,  when  examined  before  the 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons on  Sunday  Closing,  said  the  worst 
time  of  the  week  for  drunkenness  was 
decidedly  the  Saturday  night,  after  the 
week's  wages  had  been  received,  and 
before  the  wives  of  the  men  had  been 
able  to  get  hold  of  them.  Mr.  Murphy^ 
the  late  Member  for  Cork,  one  of  the 
most  able  advocates  the  publicans  ever 
had  in  that  House,  was  also  in  favoui*  of 
shortening  the  hours  on  Saturday.  Cap- 
tain Talbot,  an  experienced  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Dublin  Police,  believed 
that  the  curtailment  of  the  hours  on 
Saturday  night  would  have  a  good 
effect.  The  next  evidence  was  most  im- 
portant, being  that  of  a  very  clear- 
headed, shrewd,  intelligent,  and  able 
man,  Mr.  Dwyer,  who  for  many  years 
had  been  engaged  in  looking  after  the 
interests  of  the  licensed  victuallers  as 
the  Secretary  of  their  Society.  Mr. 
Dwver  said — 

**  I  may  say  this  much  for  them — the  publi- 
cans—that if  intemperance  and  an  excess  of 
drunkenness,  which  undoubtedly  do  exist  much 
more  on  the  Saturday  night  than  at  any  other 
time,  could  be  put  a  stop  to,  I  would  ahnost  un- 
dertake for  Uiem  that  they  would  be  willing  to 
consent  to  that  sacrifice. 

There  was  a  large  mass  of  evidence  to 
the  same  effect.  Mr.  Tighe,  Sub-In- 
spector of  Constabulary  at  Belfast,  was 
examined  in  reference  to  certain  statis- 
tics as  to  Saturday  and  Sunday  drinking 
in  Belfast.  He  was  asked  whether 
1,942  persons  arrested  on  Saturday  for 
drunkenness  was  a  large  proportion, 
and  his  answer 
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lowed  to  be  open  on  Saturday.  On  tb« 
contrary,  it  was  admitted  on  all  bandit 
that  the  evil  they  must  grapple  with 
was  the  drinking  which  took  place  on 
the  Saturday  night  after  the  working 
men  received  their  wages.  Sanday 
closing  in  Ireland  had  undoubtedly  been 
eminently  successful,  and  he  believed 
that  similar  success  would  attend  the 
earlier  closing  of  public-houses  on  Satur- 
day night.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem* 
ber  for  Dublin  (Mr.  M.  Brooks)  waa  a 
most  persistent  defender  of  the  pub- 
licans; but,  nevertheless,  in  answer  to 
an  hon.  Member  who  had  interested 
himself  in  the  question  of  Sunday  clos- 
ing, his  hon.  Friend  wrote  a  letter 
stating  that — 


Bomething  frightful.  The  publicans  keep  the 
public-houses  open  until  the  last  moment,  and 
the  working  classes  spend  the  greater  part  of 
their  money  in  them.  It  is  a  melancholy  sight 
to  see  the  working  classes  going  home  on  the 
Saturday  night.  The  arrests  made  on  vSaturday 
night  afford  no  index  to  the  amount  of  drunken- 
ness which  goes  on,  because  the  police  do  not 
arrest  all  who  go  home  in  a  drunken  state." 

By  far  the  greatest  eyil  to  be  met  was 
the  way  in  which  the  working  classes 
squandered  their  money  in  the  public- 
houses  on  the  Saturday  night  instead  of 
taking  it  home  to  their  families.  He 
might  mention  one  tremendous  and 
startling  fact.  In  the  City  of  Dublin 
the  police  had  been  cautioned  not  to 
arrest  persons  who  were  merely  drunk 
and  incapable  on  the  Saturday  night. 
And  why  was  this?  It  was  because 
there  was  not  sufficient  station  accommo- 
dation for  them  in  Dublin,  and  hundreds 
had  been  allowed  to  find  their  way  home 
who  would  have  been  arrested  if  it  had 
not  been  for  these  instructions.  Among 
the  witnesses  who  gave  evidence  in 
favour  of  earlier  closing  on  Saturday 
night,  and  as  to  the  enormous  amount 
of  drinking  which  took  place  on  that 
nighty  were  Captain  Talbot,  Mr.  Wood- 
lock,  police  magistrate,  Mr.  Dwyer,  Se- 
cretary of  the  Licensed  Victuallers 
Society,  Mr.  O'Donnell,  police  magis- 
trate, Mr.  Tighe,  Sub-Inspector  of  Bel- 
fast, an  Alderman  of  Limerick,  Mr. 
Barry,  County  Inspector  of  Constabu- 
lary, Mr.  Gadway,  County  Inspector  of 
Limerick,  several  large  employers  of 
labour  in  Limerick,  Dr.  0*Shaughnessy, 
father  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick, 
Mr.  Beard,  County  Inspector  of  Water- 
ford,  and  many  other  witnesses  from 
other  parts  of  Ireland.  The  whole  of 
these  gave  evidence  in  his  behalf ;  and 
he  might  add  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Daly),  while  he  was  opposed 
to  Sunday  closing  in  Cork,  was  of  opi- 
nion that  the  intemperance  which  took 
place  on  a  Saturday  night  was  a  great 
evil.  At  that  late  hour  he  would  not 
read  further  extracts  from  the  evidence, 
but  the  whole  of  it  was  contained  in  the 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee ;  and  he 
challenged  any  hon.  Member  who  op- 
posed the  Resolution  to  quote  the  evi- 
dence of  a  single  person  either  before 
the  Lords  Committee  on  Inteniperance, 
or  the  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  on  Sunday  Closing,  who  ob- 
jected to  a  shortening  of  the  hours 
during  which  public-houses  were    al- 
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**  Although  he  honoured  the  motives  of  Um 
advocates  of  Sunday  closing,  from  a  sense  he 
had  of  his  own  personal  responsibilities,  Im 
could  not  vote  for  them.  If  there  were  to  be 
restrictions  they  should  not  be  confined  to  the 
Sunday,  but  there  should  be  something  done  to 
restrict  the  hours  for  the  sale  of  drink  oa 
Saturday  night." 

[An  hon.  Membsb  :  Bead  on.]  He  had 
read  all  that  appeared  in  the  Heport. 
If  there  was  anything  further  his  non. 
Friend  could  read  it  himself.  After  tlus 
expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  he  certainly  thought  he 
ought  to  rely  upon  his  hon.  Friend'* 
vote  in  support  of  the  Hesolution.  The 
year  after  the  passing  of  the  Sundaj 
Closing  Bill  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  A.  M. 
Sullivan)  brought  in  a  Bill  for  the 
closing  of  public-houses  at  7  o'clock,  not 
in  the  16  large  towns  with  a  population 
above  10,000,  but  all  over  Ireland.  The 

Erinciple  of  the  Bill  was  not  challenged  ; 
ut  the  only  plea  put  forw£trd  on  be- 
half of  the  licensed  victuallers  was  one 
of  delay.  It  was  contended  that  it  was 
too  soon  after  the  hours  had  been  re- 
stricted on  Sunday  to  ask  for  further 
restrictive  measures.  Upon  that  occa- 
sion the  Bill,  which  was  discussed  on  a 
Wednesday,  was  talked  out.  Before 
concluding  his  remarks  he  might,  per- 
haps, be  allowed  to  quote  a  few  statistics 
as  to  the  effect  of  keeping  the  public- 
houses  open  at  a  time  when  the  artizana 
had  been  paid  their  wages,  and  were 
specially  liable  to  be  seduced  by  the 
temptations  of  the  public-houses.  In 
the  year  1879,  there  were  30,000  arrests 
for  drunkenness  in  the  16  large  towns 
of  Ireland  to  which  he  wished  to  apply 
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fell  to  10,138,  or  nearly  7,000  less  tlian 
the  number  before  the  Sunday  Closing 
Act  came  into  operation.  He  had  no 
intention  of  entering  at  length  into  the 
question  of  Sunday  closing ;  and  he  had 
simply  quoted  these  figures  in  order  to 
meet  the  argument  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  makepeople  sober  by  Act  of 
Parliament.  He  thought  they  showed 
conclusively  that  they  could  do  some- 
thing by  legislation  towards  restraining 
drunkenness.  He  could  show  further, 
if  necessary,  that  there  had  been  a  much 
smaller  quantity  of  spirits  consumed  in 
Ireland  since  the  Sunday  Closing  Act 
came  into  operation  than  before.  The 
proposition  ne  now  made  was  a  very 
reasonable  one,  and  not  more  than  he 
had  demonstrated  to  be  absolutely  ne- 
cessary. All  that  he  asked  the  House  to 
do  was  to  a6^m  the  principle  that  in  the 
large  towns  where  drink  was  excessively 
consumed,  and  where  drunkenness  took 
place,  and  where  there  were  good  mar- 
kets, and  plenty  of  facilities  for  procur- 
ing provisions  without  resorting  to  pro- 
vision shops,  which  also  sold  dnnk,  the 
hours  durinff  which  the  public-houses 
should  be  allowed  to  remain  open  on  the 
Saturday  night  for  the  sale  of  drink 
should  be  curtailed.  He  did  not  ask  for 
any  extreme  reduction.  Two  hours  would 
be  sufficient,  and  he  would  be  content 
with  closing  the  public  house  at  9  o'clock 
instead  of  11.  The  principle  involved 
in  the  Besolution  had  already  been 
affirmed  by  the  Select  Committee ;  and 
every  tittle  of  evidence  was  in  favour  of 
it.  His  case  had  also  been  substantiated 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Licensed  Victuallers'  Society,  the  Police 
Magistrates,  the  Constabulary,  the  Irish 
clergy,  and  by  every  man  who  had  seri- 
ously considered  the  question.  He  hoped 
that  the  Besolution  would  be  affirmed, 
and  that  the  Government  would  be  ready 
to  yield  to  the  express  wish  of  the  House 
on  the  subject. 
Mb.  CAINE  seconded  the  Besolution. 


the  principle  of  his  Besolution.  Out  of 
these  30,000  arrests  no  less  than  10,000, 
or  one-third,  took  place  on  Saturday. 
From  7  to  8  o'clock  on  Saturday  night 
the  number  of  arrests  was  376 ;  from  8 
to  9,  462  ;  from  9  to  10,  440  ;  from  10 
to  11,  535;  and  frt>m  11  to  12,  665. 
From  12  to  I  the  number  commenced  to 
decrease  again,  being  377  and  so  on, 
down  to  16],  62,  and  33,  until  Sunday 
was  fairlv  ushered  in.  It  would  be  seen 
that  the  largest  number  of  arrests,  665, 
took  place  between  11  and  12.  The 
figures  were  of  a  startling  character, 
and  when  the  fact  was  taken  into  con- 
sideration that  one-third  of  the  entire 
arrests  for  drunkenness  took  place  on 
Saturday  night,  he  thought  the  House 
would  feel  that  there  was  absolute  need 
for  legiBlation  in  this  direction.  He  was 
told  that  he  was  proposing  to  proceed 
upon  wrong  lines,  and  that  people  could 
not  be  made  sober  by  Act  of  Parliament. 
He  quite  admitted  that  they  could  not 
be  made  sober  by  Act  of  Parliament ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  the  temptation 
might  be  placed  as  much  out  of  their 
reach  as  possible.  Much  might  be  done 
even  by  Act  of  Parliament  towards 
making  the  people  sober ;  and  to  prove 
this  he  would  quote  the  Betums  of 
the  number  of  arrests  for  drunkenness 
within  the  last  two  years,  which  had 
been  placed  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
within  the  last  few  days.  In  1876,  the 
number  of  arrests  for  drunkennesss  all 
over  Ireland,  except  Dublin,  were  73, 1 1 8 ; 
and  in  1877,  before  the  Sunday  Closing 
Act  came  into  operation,  they  were 
71,820.  In  1878,  after  the  Sunday 
Closing  Act  came  into  operation,  they 
were  67,898,  as  compared  with  71,820 
the  year  before.  In  1879,  the  number 
bad  decreased  to  65,477,  and  in  1880  to 
60,386.  If  these  fig^ee  did  not  afford 
overpowering  evidence  of  what  might 
be  done  towards  making  people  sober 
by  Act  of  Parliament  he  did  not  think 
there  was  any  use  in  figures  at  all.  In 
Dublin,  it  must  be  remembered,  Sundav 
dosing  did  not  come  into  operation  al- 
together— the  hours  were  only  short- 
ened ;  and  yet  there  had  been  a  percep- 
tible diminution  in  the  number  of  ar- 
rests. In  1876,  the  number  of  arrests 
in  Dublin  was  12,700;  in  1877,  14,615; 
in  1878,  17,018;  in  1879,  under  the 
operation  of  the  Sunday  Closing  Act, 
thoy  were  13,524,  or  a  diminution  of 
nearly  4,000;  and  in  1880,  the  number 


Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That  **  to  the 
fnd  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  word* 
"  in  view  of  the  many  and  serious  evils  arisinff 
from  drunkenness  on  Saturday  nights  in  Irelanc^ 
and  having  regard  to  the  evidence  given  before 
the  Meet  CommitttH>fl  of  1868  and  1877,  and  the 
rccommcndalit)n  of  th<»  I^ords  Report  on  Intem- 
perance of  1878,  this  House  is  of  opinion  that 
the  hours  during  which  intoxioating  liquors 
may  be  told  on  Saturdayt  in  the  Urge  dties  and 
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towns  ha^^ng  a  population  exceeding  10,000 
should  be  materially  and  immediately  short- 
ened,"— {Mr.  Meldofif) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  DALY  said,  he  rose  to  oppose 
the  Resolution,  on  the  same  grounds 
which  had  induced  him  to  oppose  similar 
restrictions  before.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Kildare  (Mr.  Meldon)  had 
laid  great  stress  upon  the  statistics  he 
had  quoted ;  but  he  thought  it  was  un- 
fair for  his  hon.  Friend  to  have  quoted 
statistics  from  a  Paper  which  had  not 
yet  been  presented  to  the  House,  and 
the  accuracy  of  which  the  House  had  no 
means  of  ascertaining. 

Mb.  MELDON  said,  the  Paper  from 
which  he  had  quoted  was  an  official 
Paper,  and  had  already  been  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House. 

Mr.  DALY  said,  he  had  understood 
the  hon.  Member  to  say  that  the  Returns 
had  not  yet  been  presented  ;  and,  if  he 
(Mr.  Daly)  was  correctly  informed,  they 
were  statistics  of  so  recent  a  date  as  not 
to  be  available  to  those  who  wished  to 
resist  the  conclusions  drawn  from  them. 
He  thought  that  his  hon.  Friend  laid 
too  much  stress  upon  the  diminution  of 
intemperance  since  the  passing  of  the 
Sunday  Closing  Act,  as  it  could  be  shown 
that  there  had  been  a  falling-off  equal 
to  or  exceeding  that  exhibited  in  the 
consumption  of  intoxicating  liquors  in 
the  provision  trade,  the  small  grocery 
trade,  and  the  drapery  and  other  trades. 
He  joined  with  the  hon.  Member  in  his 
desire  to  diminish  intemperance  in  Ire- 
land. No  one  in  that  House  had  a 
greater  horror  of  intemperance  than  he 
had;  and  he  had  had  peculiar  opportuni- 
ties of  studying  the  question,  because  his 
attention  had  been  particularly  directed 
towards  it,  in  the  City  of  Cork,  in  the 
years  1871, 1872,  and  1873.  He  had  al- 
ways recognized  it  as  one  of  the  greatest 
evifs  affecting  the  working  classes,  and 
he  had  endeavoured  to  do  his  best  to  find 
out  a  remedy ;  but  he  did  not  consider 
then,  and  he  did  not  consider  now  that 
he  had  had  10  years'  more  experience, 
that  that  remedy  was  to  be  obtained  by 
restrictions  of  this  kind.  As  to  the  quo- 
tations which  had  been  made  from  the 
former  opinions  of  himself  and  others  at 
the  time  the  Select  Oommittee  of  1877 


was  sitting,  he  wished  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of   the  House    to   the  conditio&i 
under  which  they  were  given.    It  wti 
well  recognized  by  everybody  that  a 
large  and  powerful   organization,  vith 
a  great  deal  of  money  behind  it,  asd 
actuated,  no  doubt,   by  good  motivctt, 
had  exercised    a    g^reat    influence    on 
public  opinion  in  regard  to  the  re8tn^ 
tion  of  the  hours  for  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors.     In  common  with  other 
persons  he  had  given  evidence  befon 
the  Select  Committee.      He  was  of  opi- 
nion that  it  was  conducive  to  the  healtii 
and  happiness  of  the  working  man  thst 
he  should  have  the  opportunity  on  the 
Sunday  of  obtaining   a  elass  of  beer; 
and,  as  a  concession  to  public  opinion,  it 
was  suggested  that  there  should  be  a 
limitation  of  drinking  hours  on  Satur- 
day night  in  lieu  of  Sunday  morning. 
He  had  read  the  evidence  given  hefan 
the  Select  Committee,  and  he  beheved 
the  quotations  read  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kildare  all  sprang  from  the  same 
idea  that  earlier  closing  on  Saturdaj 
night  should  be  accepted  as  an  edtenur 
tive  for  Sunday  closing.     It  was  so  short 
a  time  since  Parliament  legislated  thit 
the  new  law  might  as  yet  be  considered 
tentative  and  experimental.     The  adro- 
cates  of  Sunday  closing    claimed  thii 
the  measure  had  been  successful;  but 
the  decision  arrived  at  by  the  State  wu 
that  a  certain  period  should  elapse  be- 
fore public  opinion  was  brought  to  heu 
upon  the  question  again,  and  further 
legislation  was  attempted.     He  thongbt 
that  pending  the  full  trial  of  the  presei^ 
experiment  any  fresh  legislation  would 
bo  most  undesirable,  and  to  justify  • 
proposal  of  this  coercive   character  it 
was  necessary  to  prove  that  a  very  ei* 
coptional  state  of  things  prevailed.    He 
had  listened  carefully  to  the  speech  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  and  he  had  failed  to  die- 
cover  any  proof  of  exceptional  drunieo' 
ness  and  disorder  on  the  Saturday  nigbt 
such  as  ought  to  induce  Parliament  ta 
extend  the  legislation  already  adopts, 
and  which  was  of  a  tentative  nature- 
He  further  complained,  in  reference  to 
the  agitation  for  early  closing  on  Satur- 
day, that  it  was  fomented,  encouraged, 
provided,  and  paid  for  by  persons  vrn09» 
liberties  would  not  be  afiTeoted  by  it. 
The  majority  of  the  persons  who  got  up 
the  early  closing  meetings  were  per»oo« 
who  rarelv  or  never  entered  a  publip- 
house  at  all.    Therefore,  aithougb  ^^ 
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motiTes  might  be  the  very  best  and 
purest,  they  were  not  persons  upon 
whose  mere  dicta  Parliament  should 
consent  to  restrain  the  liberties  and  pri- 
vileges of  the  working  man.  The  pro- 
posal of  his  hon.  Friend  was  calculated 
materially  to  abridge  the  liberties  of  the 
working  man  as  to  the  means  of  enjoy- 
ment he  would  possess  between  the 
hours  of  8  or  9  and  11  on  Saturday 
night.  Before  the  Legislature  consented 
to  impose  a  direct  restriction  upon  the 
liberties  of  the  working  man,  it  should 
have  incontestible  proof  that  it  was 
needed.  So  far  as  the  speech  of  his 
hon.  Friend  was  concerned,  such  proof 
was  not  as  yet  before  the  House.  Fol- 
lowing the  line  of  the  arguments  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kildare,  and  listening 
involuntarily  to  the  totto  rocs  comments 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr. 
Blake),  who  was  an  equally  ardent  advo- 
cate for  teetotalism,  he  failed  to  see  why 
they  should  stop  at  8  o'clock,  and  why 
they  should  not  close  the  public-houses 
altogether.  [Mr.  Blake:  Hear,  hear!] 
The  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  said 
**  Hear,  hear ! "  and  really  that  was  the 
only  logical  conclusion  at  which  they 
could  arrive.  There  was  no  middle 
course.  If  they  said  it  was  necessary 
that  the  working  man  should  be  relieved 
of  the  temptation  of  intoxicating  liquors, 
then,  to  be  logical,  they  must  shut  up  the 
public-houses  altogether.  But  he  held 
that  the  country  was  not  prepared  for  so 
extreme  a  measure,  nor,  indeed,  was  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kildare  prepared  to 
oppose  it.  It  was  important,  ne  thought, 
for  the  House  to  consider  whether  the 
opinions  of  the  people  whose  liberties  it 
was  proposed  to  curtail  had  been  fairly 
ascertained.  The  daily  life  of  the  lower 
strata  of  the  community  was  not  a  very 
pleasurable  one.  A  man  was  at  work 
ut>m  Monday  morning  until  Saturday 
afternoon.  He  had  to  support  himself 
and  his  wife  and  family  by  hard  labour, 
to  g^  to  bed  at  an  early  hour,  and  to  be 
out  of  the  house  again  at  daybreak. 
Practically,  he  had  only  Saturday  after- 
noon and  Sunday  for  recruiting  himself, 
and  it  would  be  a  very  g^eat  injuhtice 
and  deprivation  to  tell  him  that  those 
were  the  only  periods  at  which  he  should 
be  unable  to  enjoy  his  pipe  and  his 
glass  of  beer  because  a  small  and  con- 
temptible portion  of  the  class  to  which 
he  belonged  were  in  the  habit  of  abus- 
ing the    advantages   now  seoored   to 


them.  It  was  a  privilege  which  the 
Legislature  ought  not  to  interfere  with, 
unless  there  were  exceptional  grounds  to 
justify  them,  and  no  such  exceptional 
grounds  had  been  proved.  There  was 
one  matter  which  had  come  under  his 
own  personal  experience,  and  that  was 
the  character  of  the  persons  who  were 
usually  arrested  for  drunkenness  on 
Saturday  night.  He  was  thoroughly 
acquainted  with  the  City  of  Cork,  and 
some  years  ago  he  had  placed  a  self- 
imposed  duty  upon  himself  of  clearing 
the  Bridewell  on  Sunday  morning,  in 
order  to  ascertain  who  the  persons  ar- 
rested on  the  previous  night  were.  He 
found  that  the  large  majority  were 
habitual  drunkards  and  unfortunate 
women ;  and  as  to  producing  the  refor- 
mation of  this  class  by  closing  the  public- 
houses  earlier  on  Saturday  night,  they 
might  just  as  well  endeavour  to  stem 
the  tide  of  the  Biver  Thames  with  a 
pitch  fork.  It  was  a  thing  that  it  was 
impossible  to  accomplish,  and  it  was 
absurd  to  suppose  that  by  infringing 
and  curtailing  the  liberties  of  decent, 
respectable  men,  who  used  the  public- 
house  in  moderation,  they  would  effect 
the  impossible  reformation  of  the  habi- 
tual drunkard.  He  had  already  men- 
tioned that  the  Sunday  Closing  Bill  was 
only  tentative  and  experimental,  and  until 
the  result  of  that  experiment  had  been 
fully  ascertained  the  Saturday  night 
question  would  not  be  ripe  for  legisla* 
tion.  Then,  again,  in  regfi3*d  to  drunken- 
ness, if  what  they  desired  was  to  re- 
form people  by  Act  of  Parliament,  they 
must  bear  in  mind  that  a  great  deal  of 
the  drunkenness  which  prevailed  did  not 
arise  in  the  public-houses  at  all.  He 
was  sorry  to  say  that  a  great  deal  of  it 
existed  among  classes  who  would  not 
be  seen  entering  a  public-house ;  and 
he  must  say  that,  taking  the  lower 
classes,  with  all  the  disadvantages  they 
possessed  of  badly  constructed  and  ill- 
ventilated  houses,  and  the  temptations 
offered  by  the  public-houses,  they  were 
as  sober,  class  for  class,  as  the  class 
immediately  above  them,  and  the  strata 
immediately  above  them  again.  In  legis- 
lation so  deeply  affecting  the  working 
man,  it  was  imperative  that  no  hasty 
decision  should  be  arrived  at.  He  knew 
that  the  Resolution  would  only  pledge 
the  House  to  a  principle,  and  that  it 
would  not  immediately  have  the  effect 
of  law ;  but  he  held  that  it  would  h% 
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dangerous  and  unwise  to  affirm  such  a 
principle  at  the  present  moment,  and 
that  the  advocates  of  Sunday  closing 
should  wait  until  their  first  experiment 
and  achievement  had  been  tested  by  its 
results.  If  Saturday  night  early  closing 
was  in  operation,  what  was  a  man  to  do 
who  wished  to  take  his  wife  to  a  concert  ? 
It  was  one  of  the  most  refining  amuse- 
ments he  could  partake  of,  and  when  he 
came  away  at  10  or  half-past,  was  he  to 
be  debarred  from  having  a  glass  of  beer 
on  his  way  home  ?  Were  they  to  compel 
that  man  to  become  a  beer  holder ;  and, 
as  a  matter  of  necessity,  to  keep  drink 
in  his  house  V  He  was  acquainted  with 
many  men  who  did  not  keep  beer  or 
whisky  in  their  houses,  lest  it  should 
be  a  source  of  temptation  to  their  chil- 
dren and  servants ;  but  the  same  men 
might  very  reasonably  want  refreshment 
after  such  harmless  recreation  as  he  had 
described.  Then,  again,  how  were  they 
to  deal  with  the  theatres  ?  In  most  of 
them  there  was  a  refreshment  bar,  and 
was  a  man  who  paid  1«.  for  a  seat  in  the 
gallery,  or  2#.  to  the  pit,  to  have  drink 
up  to  half-past  1 1  o'clock,  while  the  poor 
man,,  quite  as  sober  and  well  conducted, 
who,  unfortunately,  did  not  possess  the 
1«.,  was  to  be  prohibited  from  obtaining 
a  glass  of  beer  after  9  o'clock  ?  Surely 
a  workman  in  Dublin  or  Cork  should 
have  the  opportunity  of  getting  a  glass 
of  beer  after  8  or  9  o'clock  on  Saturday 
night.  What  did  they  propose  to  do 
with  him?  Were  they  going  to  send 
him  home  to  bed  ?  And  then  see  what 
they  were  doing  all  the  while  in  London. 
For  the  convenience  of  people  visiting 
the  theatres,  public-houses  situated  near 
those  places  of  amusement  did  not  close 
until  half- past  12  on  ordinary  weeknights, 
and  at  12  on  Saturday  night.  Then 
why  should  they  compel  houses  similarly 
situated  in  Dublin  or  Cork  to  close  three 
or  four  hours  earlier  ?  Why  should  they 
place  a  Coercion  Act  upon  the  working 
man  because  he  was  an  Irishman,  and 
turn  him  out  of  the  public-house  at  8  or 
9  o'clock,  whereas,  u  he  happened  to  be 
in  London,  he  could  enjoy  himself  on  the 
only  day  he  had  for  amusement  until 
12  o'clock.  There  was  manifest  injustice 
in  this  kind  of  legislation.  It  was  de- 
sirable that  all  their  legislation  should 
be  in  consonance  with  the  wishes  and 
feelings  of  the  people,  and  they  must 
not  give  the  artizan  reason  to  thmk  that 
he  was  subjected  to  qpeoial  restrictions. 

Mr.Dal^ 


Therefore,  before  they  legislated  f iirth«r 
in  the  direction  pointed  out  by  the  hoc 
Member  for  Kildare,  it  was  indispen- 
sable that  the  necessity  for  it  should  b« 
proved.  He  claimed  to  have  a  mor* 
thorough  acquaintance  with  the  feelingi 
of  the  artizans  in  the  large  cities  of  Im- 
Icmd  than  the  hon.  Member  for  Kildan : 
he  had  no  interest  whatever,  g^ood,  bsii, 
or  indifferent,  in  the  public-houses  ;  bat, 
regarding  the  question  simply  as  on*  o^ 
individufd  liberty,  and  having  paid  at- 
tention to  it  for  more  than  15  years,  the 
conclusion  he  had  come  to  was  that  it 
would  be  unfair  and  unjuBt  to  debar  t^ 
respectable  and  sober  workiii^  maa  d 
reasonable  and  rational  enjoyment  m 
the  Saturday  nieht,  because  a  very  smiil 

{>ercentage  of  the  class  to  which  he  be- 
onged  made  a  bad  use  of  the  libcrtj 
they  enjoyed. 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  Si 
not  think  that  the  arguments  for  sai 
against  the  Kesolution  could  have  beec 
better  stated  than  they  had  been  by  t^ 
hon.  Member  for  Kildare  (Mr.  Meldoa;, 
who  moved,  and  the  hon.  Member  isx 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Daly),  who  op- 
posed it.    There  was  no  doubt  whatevtr 
that  Saturday  evening  did  present  to 
certain  classes  more  attractive  tempU- 
tions  to  drink  than  any  other  time  in  tke 
week.     On  the  other  hand,  it  was  per- 
fectly true,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Ih* 
City  of  Cork  had  stated,  that  Satnrdaj 
evening  was  a  time  of  relaxation  for  a 
large  portion  of  the  population  whse 
their  work  was  over,   and  those  who 
were  not  drunkards  might  naturally  fesl 
that  their  liberty  and  opportunity  of  so- 
joyment  were  interfered  with  by  th« 
closing  of  public-houses  at  that  time.  If 
he  were  a  teetotaller,  it  would  be  rmrj 
easy  for  him  to  form  an  opinion  npoa 
the  subject,  and  to  say  that  it  was  bettsr 
not  to  go  to  the  public-house  at  alL  But 
the  question  which  the  Government  had 
to  consider,  with  regard  to  the  Resolu- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  KildAie» 
was  how  far  the  closing  of  public-houtss 
would  be  fair  to  the  community  ?    Ths 
effect  of  closing  public-houses  in  Irelani 
on  Sundays  had  proved  to  be  a  greats 
success  than  many  of  its  advocates  hsd 
expected.     For  his  own  part,   he  was 
sanguine  of  its  results,  and  had  besn 
assured  that  public  opinion  in  Ireland 
was  thoroughly  in  its  favour;  and  he 
thought  that  if  that  opinion  were  provsd 
to  be  as  clearly  in  utTour  of  the  pus- 
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sent  Motion,  there  might  be  a  shorten- 
ing^ of  the  hoars  of  public-house  traffic 
on   Saturdays.    A  change  of  that  kind 
mig^ht  be  advantageous ;  but  it  was  one 
of   those  cases  in  which    the  Govern- 
xnent  must  not  go  in  advance  of  public 
opinion.     The  Besolution   of  the  hon. 
Member  would,  if  accepted  by  the  Go- 
vernment, of  course,  pledge  them  and 
the  House  to  immediate  action ;  and  they 
could  not,   therefore,  consistently  vote 
for  it  unless  they  were  prepared  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill  dealing  with  the  subject. 
He  could  not  say  he  felt  certain  that  the 
Government    would    be    supported    by 
public  opinion  in  Ireland  in  doing  that ; 
and  in  oases  where  the  actual  repression 
of  crime  was  not  to  be  dealt  with,  but 
simply  the  consideration  of  what  mea- 
sures would  be  beneficial  to  the  com- 
munity, he  was  of  opinion  that  no  good 
whatever  could  be  done  by  acting  in 
advance  of  the  feelings  of  the  public. 
Therefore,  he  did  not  consider  it  would 
be  in  the  interest  of  the  measure  which 
the  hon.  Member  advocated  if  the  House 
were  divided  upon  the  Resolution.-    If, 
however,  the  hon.  Member  proceeded  to 
a  division,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  not 
to  vote  for  it ;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
he  was  glad  that  the  Forms  of  the  House 
enabled    him    to   vote   for  going  into 
Supply  —  that   was,   for    the   Previous 
Question.      The    matter    was    one    in 
which  the  Government  must  look  care- 
fully to  the  arguments  on  both  sides, 
as  well  as  to  public  opinion  in  Ireland, 
in  order  to  see  how  far  they  would  be 
justified  in  taking  further  action.  What 
had  already  been  done  in  closing  public- 
houses  in  Ireland  on  Sundays  was  in  the 
nature  of  a  strong  measure,  and  one 
which  ought  not,  in  his  opinion,  to  be 
followed  immediately  by  another  mea- 
sure of  a  kindred  character  without  very 
strong  proofs  that  the  people  were  in  its 
favour.      Looking    at  all  the  circum- 
stances, he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kildare  would  not  think  it  necessary  to 
go  to  a  division ;  but  if  he  did  so,  he 
trusted   there  would  be  no  misunder- 
standing as  to  the  grounds  on  which  he 
felt  it  his  duty  not  to  vote  for  the  Beso- 
lution. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  was  glad  to 
hear  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  awaited  the 
expression  of  Irish  public  opinion  upon 
this  subject.  That  being  so,  he  regaided 
the  (question  as  settled,  because  he  knew  i 


what  was  the  feeling  in  Ireland;  and 
when  the  Government  said  they  only 
waited  for  a  fair  and  proper  expression 
of  opinion,  as  it  was  the  duty  of  all 
statesmen  to  do,  he  could  not  but  feel 
hearty  satisfaction  in  witnessing  the  first 
stage  of  this  most  useful  reform  in  con- 
nection with  public-houses  in  Ireland. 
He  would  go  farther  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  done,  and  say  that  men 
who   advocated  social  reforms  of   this 
character  committed  a  lamentable  error 
if  they  attempted  to  travel  one  inch  far- 
ther than  public  opinion  would  warrant; 
because  if  they  went  in  advance  of  the 
general  sentiment  in  interfering  with 
the  habits  of  the   people,  unless  they 
had  secured  the  co-operation,  not  of  a 
mere  majority,    but  of  a  considerable 
majority,  who  were  prepared  to  assist  in 
making  a  legitimate  effort,  their  moral 
efiPort,  even  when  aided  by  the  Legisla- 
ture, would  be  a  failure.    He  had  all 
along  held  this  view  in  the  ^eat  struggle 
against  the  evils  of  drunkenness,  and 
had  always  persuaded  his  friends  that  it 
would  be  a  serious  error  to  snatch   a 
victory  in  the  House  of  Commons  upon 
this  question  until  public  opinion  was 
prepared    for    it.      He    therefore    felt 
a  most  encouraging  reply  had  been  re- 
ceived from  the  Government,  and  con- 
gratulated his  hon.  Friend  to  whose  lot 
it  had  fallen  to  secure  so  remarkable  a 
step  towards  the  accomplishment  of  his 
wishes  in  regard  to  this  question.     He 
also  felt  some  obligation  to  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr. 
Daly)  for  the  very  reasonable  and  for- 
cible way  in  which  he  had  put  forward 
his  views  upon  the  subject.     That  hon. 
Member  was  brought  into  contact  with 
the  people  in  a  most  intimate  manner, 
and  was  entitled  to  consideration  for  all 
that  he  had  done  in  their  behalf;  but  he 
would  not  hardly  get  up  and  say  that 
Saturday  night  drinking  was  not  an  evil 
in  Ireland  in  the  eyes  of  the  working 
classes.     It  was  well  known  to  be  so. 
With  regard  to  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  City,  that  the 
diminution  of  the  consumption  of  drink 
in  Ireland  was  due  to  the  depression  ex- 
perienced in  the  liquor  trade,  as  well  as 
in  other  trades,  and  was  not  owing  to 
the  Sunday  Closing  Bill,  he  pointed  out 
that  there  was  greater  depression  in  Ire- 
land during  the  terrible  years  of  famine 
— 1846-7-8 — and  yet  the  consumption  of 
drink  had  not  fallen  off.     On  the  cou« 
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trary,  while  the  industry  and  trade  of 
the  country  was  at  that  time  perishing, 
the  distillation  and  consumption  of 
spirits  in  Ireland  went  on  increasing  ; 
because  the  people  sought  forgetfulness 
of  the  horrors  they  were  exposed  to  in 
the  delirium  produced  by  drink.  At 
that  late  hour  he  would  simply  express 
a  hope  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Kildare  would  be  satisfied  with  the 
assurance  he  had  received  from  the  Go- 
vernment, and  not  proceed  to  a  division. 
Whatever  might  be  the  wishes  of  the 
working  classes,  he  would  never  attempt, 
either  in  that  House  or  out  of  it,  to 
force  any  law  upon  his  countrymen  in 
connection  with  this  subject,  unless  with 
their  own  direct  and  absolute  free  choice. 
He  objected,  however,  to  its  being  said 
that  the  working  classes  in  Ireland  did 
not  want  reform  in  this  direction  while 
they  were  not  trusted  to  vote  upon  it ; 
and  whether  the  question  was  referred 
to  manhood  suffrage,  or  woman  suffrage, 
he  was  quite  contented  to  accept  the 
result. 

Mr.  M.  BEOOKS  said,  he  had  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kildare  would  have 
adopted  the  suggestion  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  not  put  the 
House  to  the  trouble  of  a  division.  Had 
the  hon.  Member  done  so,  he  should  not 
have  felt  it  his  duty  to  address  any  ob- 
servations to  the  House  upon  the  ques- 
tion raised  by  the  Eesolution  of  the  hon. 
Member.  He  regretted  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kildare  had  not  read  the 
whole  of  his  letter  from  which  he  had 
quoted,  because,  if  he  had  done  so,  it 
would  have  shown  that  when  Sunday 
closing  was  proposed  early  closing  on 
Saturday  was  advocated.  At  that  time 
a  great  interest  was  taken  not  only  in 
imposing  habits  of  sobriety  on  the 
people,  but  also  in  the  improvement  of 
their  dwellings.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Kildare  having  alluded  to  the  views  of 
the  learned  Recorder  of  Dublin,  he 
would  read  an  extract  which  would  show 
that  they  were  somewhat  in  accord  with 
that  portion  of  his  letter  which  had  not 
been  quoted.  The  learned  Eecorder 
said — 

**  Thousands  upon  thousands  of  the  inhabit- 
ants  in  our  great  towns,  notably  in  this  city, 
live  and  die  in  places  where  a  humane  sportsman 
would  be  ashamed  to  whistle  forth  his  spaniel. 
.....  It  is  preposterous  to  think  that  society 
can  be  regenerated  by  sentences  of  penal  servi- 
tude or  the  refusal  of  spirit  licences." 

He  trusted  the  House  would  think  he 
JOr.  A.  M.  SuUivan 


was  justified  in  quoting  theae  obeen*- 
tions  of  the  learned  Eeoorder  of  Dublii 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  why  his 
letter,  to  which  reference  had  been  made, 
was  written,  and  what  were  the  objecu 
which  he  and  others  had  in  view.  H< 
could  not  but  sjrmpathize  with  the  effnrti 
of  those  gentlemen  who  desired  to  im- 
prove the  social  habits  of  the  people  <d 
Ireland ;  but  he  was  unable  to  behfire 
that  any  good  would  result  from  ckom^ 
the  public-houses  at  9  o'clock  in  the 
evening  on  Saturdays.  The  people  did 
not  go  to  bed  at  9  o'clock.  Ther  re- 
mained up,  as  a  rule,  till  midnight,  sod 
if  they  were  not  permitted  to  enter 
licensed  public-houses,  they  ^roold,  ic 
his  opinion,  be  driven  to  enter  hoom 
that  were  not  licensed.  Therefore,  ia 
the  interest  of  the  people  of  the  City  of 
Dublin,  he  protested  against  the  mea- 
sure proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  te 
Kildare. 

Mr.  EWAET  rose  with  pleasure  to 
give  his  support  to  the  Besolution  before 
the  House,  and  was  only  sorry  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kildare  had  not  brooght 
in  a  Bill  for  dealing  with  the  que«tkHL 
They  had  listened,  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion,  to  a  g^eat  deal  of  speci«l 
pleading,  on  the  part  of  hon.  Membcf* 
who  opposed  the  Resolution »  with  re- 
gard to  the  enjoyments  of  the  workijof 
classes  and  the  liberty  of  the  subject 
For  his  own  part,  he  was  as  much  in 
favour  of  the  enjoyments  of  the  workinc 
classes  as  any  hon.  Member  who  had 
spoken  on  the  subject;  but  he  desired 
to  see  them  supplied  in  some  other  plaoe 
than  the  public-house.  It  was  weD 
known  that  in  large  towns  there  wer« 
other  places  besides  public-houses  in 
which  the  working  man  could  meet  with 
the  enjoyment  of  society,  and  to  which 
he  could  even  take  his  wife  to  sup  aftsr 
the  concert.  Seeing  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  appealed  to 
public  opinion  upon  this  question,  he 
thought  he  had  a  right  to  express  his 
views  as  the  Representative  of  one  of 
the  largest  constituencies  in  Ireland. 
At  the  last  General  Election  this 
was  made  a  test  question.  It  was  a 
popular  question,  and  he  received  depn- 
tation  alter  deputation  from  tho  men, 
asking  him  to  support  the  Motion.  He 
promised  with  all  his  heart  to  do  so,  and 
explained  his  views  on  the  subject,  and 
during  his  canvas  the  women  and  the 
young  people  were  constantly  asking 
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what  his  yiews  were  on  the  subject. 
When  he  expressed  himself  in  favour  of 
the  early  closing  he  received  their  bless- 
ings, and  he  believed  that  the  House 
would  have  the  good  wishes  of  the  whole 
of  the  constituencies  of  Ireland  if  they 
passed  a  Bill  in  the  sense  of  the  Eesolu- 
tion.  The  hon.  Member  for  Kildare 
had  quoted  from  many  influential  per- 
sons who  were  in  favour  of  the  Kesolu- 
tion,  and  he  himself  could  quote  a  great 
many  more;  but  he  thought  at  that  time 
of  night  it  would  not  be  wise  to  do  so. 
He  would,  however,  give  his  personal 
experience  as  to  the  great  evil  of  keep- 
ing public-houses  open  late  on  Saturday 
evening.  That  was  a  time  when  money 
was  abundant  in  the  hands  of  work- 
ing men,  and  debauch  began  on  Satur- 
day night  and  continued  on  Sunday,  to 
the  enormous  injury  of  the  men's  fami- 
lies, who,  in  numberless  cases,  were  badly 
fed  and  badly  clad.  The  present  system 
was  one  of  the  main  supports  of  the 
monster  evil  of  drinking  which  filled  the 
ffaols  and  workhouses  and  lunatic  asy- 
lums. The  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill 
was  a  very  important  measure;  but  it 
did  not  deal  with  a  larger  question  than 
this  Besolution  did.  There  was  as  much 
money  spent  in  liquor  as  in  rents  in  Ire- 
land, and  he  thought  the  subject  was 
worthy  of  a  g^at  deal  more  attention 
than  had  been  bestowed  upon  it.  His 
election  experience  proved  that  public 
opinion  was  greatly  in  favour  of  early 
closing. 

Mb.  LEAMY  thought  it  would  have 
been  wiser  if  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Meldon)  had  first  ascertained  what  was 
the  real  view  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
before  moving  his  Besolution.  The  hon. 
Member  had  stated  that  Mr.  Dwyer  was 
in  favour  of  the  Motion  ;  but  he  under- 
stood from  Mr.  Dwyer  that  that  was  not 
the  fact,  and  that  gentleman  had  re- 
ferred him  to  the  evidence  he  gave  be- 
fore a  Committee  of  the  House  to  the 
effect  that  the  trade  would  bo  entirely 
opposed  to  the  Motion.  Ho  therefore 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  withdraw 
hit  Motion. 

Mb.  DAWSON,  observing  that  the 
periods  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kildare  had  referred  wore  years  of  de- 
pression, expressed  the  opinion  that 
remedial  laws,  with  regard  to  the  use  of 
Uquors,  would  be  useless  as  long  as 
people  remained  in  the  wretched  condi- 
tion in  which  they  were  to  be  found  in 


the  crowded  towns  both  of  England  and 
Ireland.  The  practice  of  sending  chil- 
dren and  young  people  for  liquor  was 
daily  and  hourly  increasing  in  Ireland, 
and  while  the  people  remained  in  such 
a  state  of  misery  as  they  were  at  present 
in  they  must  drown  their  cares  by  drink- 
ing, and  if  they  were  prevented  from 
getting  drink  at  the  ordinary  places 
they  would  have  to  take  it  home.  Men 
who  had  to  do  physical  labour  required 
a  certain  amount  of  physical  animation, 
and  people  living  and  sleeping  in  a  close 
atmosphere  became  prostrate  and  un- 
able to  discharge  their  physical  duties, 
and  they  had  to  seek  in  alcohol  that 
resuscitation  which  the  bad  air  rendered 
necessary.  The  real  and  proper  way 
for  dealing  with  this  evil  was,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Daly)  had 
said,  to  improve  the  social  condition  and 
surroundings  of  the  people.  The  Mayor 
of  Cork  had  erected  artizan's  dwellings 
and  given  the  hard  working  people  de- 
cent habitations,  and  it  was  proved  that 
there  was  an  immense  demand  for  the 
space  and  accommodation  these  houses 
afforded.  It  was  proved  that  without 
imposing  any  arbitrary  laws  of  teeto- 
talism,  no  one  went  to  excess,  and  that 
morality,  decent  conduct,  and  sobriety 
characterized  the  people  livhig  in  those 
dwellings.  He  looked  to  a  permanent 
source  of  reform  such  as  that  with  much 
more  hope  than  to  any  penal  legislation. 
Sydney  Smith  had  said  that  to  eradicate 
a  vice,  a  virtue  must  be  set  up  in  its 
place  ;  and  if  hon.  Members  wished  to 
eradicate  the  vice  of  drinking  and  reform 
the  people,  they  must  give  the  people 
some  innocent  and  practical  means  of 
pleasure  in  the  place  of  drinking.  He 
felt  very  poignantly  how  severely  the 
people  suffered  from  this  evil.  Other 
trades  could  be  carried  on  with  profit, 
and  without  danger  to  society ;  but  the 
liquor  trade  could  not.  The  profits  of 
that  trade  meant  the  misery  of  the 
people,  and  he  thought  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  take  charge  of  the  trade, 
of  course  paying  compensation  for  in- 
terests they  had  allowed  to  grow  up. 
People  must  have  refreshment,  and  the 
Government  should  take  the  trade  into 
their  own  hands,  or  confide  it  to  Munici- 
palities, so  that  people  might  have  pro- 
per and  well  regulated  enjoyment.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Meath  (Mr. 
A.  M.  Sullivan),  and  many  other  Mem- 
bers, had  suid  that  the  ILmso  hu«l  the  opi- 
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nion  of  the  people  upon  this  subject;  but 
they  had  not  the  opinion  of  the  people. 
The  Irish  artizans  had  no  vote  as  those 
in  England  had,  and  the  best  thing  that 
could  be  done  to  free  the  Irish  people 
from  excess  was  to  give  them  the  re- 
sponsibility of  a  vote.  That,  he  believed, 
would  do  far  more  to  lead  them  to  de- 
corous and  discreet  conduct  than  any 
laws  such  as  were  proposed.  The  erec- 
tion of  artizans'  dwellings  and  the  pro- 
motion of  every  object  for  the  social 
improvement  of  the  people  had  always 
been  matters  of  deepest  interest  to  him, 
and  such  measures  would  be  far  more 
effectual  than  branding  the  people  of 
Ireland  as  incapable  of  putting  restraints 
upon  their  appetites.  He  hoped  no  such 
laws  would  be  passed. 

Mr.  BLAKE  said,  that  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin  (Mr.  Brooks)  under- 
took to  say,  on  the  part  of  his  consti- 
tuents, that  there  was  no  necessity  for 
earlier  closing  on  Saturday  in  that  city, 
^e  (Mr.  Blake)  requested  permission  to 
read  some  short  extracts  from  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Woodlock,  a  police  magis- 
trate in  Dublin,  on  the  subject.  Mr. 
Woodlock,  from  his  own  experience,  as 
well  as  the  reports  made  to  him  by 
police  officers,  asserted  that  on 

**  Saturday  night  drunkenness  reigns  supreme 
in  Dublin,  and  it  is  with  that  particular  time 
that  you  haye  to  grapple.  On  Saturday  night 
the  wages  of  the  worlong  men  are  spent  in  the 
most  degrading  manner  that  can  possibly  be 
imagined.  I  have  heard  from  poUce  officers 
that  there  are  parts  of  Dublin  in  which  nearly 
every  man,  woman  and  child  you  meet  is 
drunk.'* 

[CriM  of  "  No,  no  !  "]  Hon.  Members 
who  cried  **  No!  "  shoiild remember  that, 
in  stating  this,  Mr.  Woodlock  referred 
to  certain  parts  of  Dublin,  very  low 
neighbourhoods  it  was  to  be  supposed. 
So  great  was  the  drunkenness  in  such 
localities  that  the  police  found  it  im- 
possible to  make  all  the  arrests  that 
they  would  have  been  justified  in  doing. 
Mr.  Woodlock,  on  this  point,  said — 

"They  ought  to  be  arrested,  but  that  the 
arresting  of  them  wholesale  would  encumber 
the  police  stations,  and  would  be  impossible  to 
carry  out." 

He  further  attributed  many  of  the 
offences  that  occurred  on  Saturdays  to 
drinking,  such  as  husbands  beating  their 
wives,  sons  their  mothers,  and  indi- 
viduals not  related  assaulting  one 
another.  Manv  petty  larcenies  he  also 
attributed  to  the  delinquents  trying  to 
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obtain  money  to  procure  drink  ;  indeed* 
many  attributed  their  offences  in   thAft 
direction  to  that  cause.     Mr.  Woodlock 
further  stated  that  the  proceeds  of  goods 
dishonestly  obtained  which  were  pawned 
were  often  found  to  have  been  used  to 
procure  whisky.     He  (Mr.  Blake,   bad 
a  good  deal  of  experience  of  other  towii» 
in  Ireland  besides  Dublin,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  what  held  good  with  reg;a2d 
to  it,  so  far  as  concerned  the  evil  etiects 
of  drinking  on  Saturday  evenings,  might 
be  said  of  many  other  towns,     f"  No, 
no !  "]     Hon.  Gentlemen  might  dissent, 
the  truth  was  often  unpleasant ;    bnt 
take  similar  low  localities  elsewhere  like 
those  described  by  Mr.   Woodlock   in 
Dublin,  and  he  was  afraid  the   same 
state    of   things    would    be    found    to 
prevail.     Mr.  Woodlock  was  a  man  of 
the  highest  character,  intelligence,  and 
great  experience,  and  he  made  his  state- 
ment under  grave  official  reponsibUitT, 
and  what  he  said  was  not  to  be  regarded 
lightly.     Hon.  Members  must  be  thecn- 
selves  aware  how  in  towns  manj  ard- 
zans  and  labourers  were  tempted,   on 
receiving  their  wages  on  Satordajs,  to 
spend  much  of  it  on  drink,   and   that 
tnere  could  not  be  a  greater  benefit  can* 
ferred  on  them  and  the  class  to  whieh 
they  belonged  than  to  pass  such  a  law 
as  would  keep  them  out  of  the  public- 
house  on  Saturday  nights.     It  was  said 
that  we  ought  to  begin  by  improving 
the  moral  and  social  condition  of  the 
people.      Well,    he     thought    nothing 
could  be  better  in  that  direction  than 
keeping  them  out  of  the  public-house. 
Since  Sunday  closing  there  was  a  de- 
crease of  nearly  £1,500,000  sterling  in 
the  amount  of  drink  consumed,  and,  no 
doubt,   there  would  be  a  still  farther 
decrease  if  the  hours  for  drinking  on 
Saturdays  were  curtailed.     The  labour- 
ing  population   would   have  so   much 
more  to  spend  on  food  and  clothes  for 
themselves  and  families,  and  there  would 
be   less   crime  and  misery.     He   went 
fully   with  the  hon.   Member  for    the 
borough  of  Carlo w  (Mr.  Dawson)  that 
if   public-houses    were  shut  up  some 
substitute  should  be  found  to  enable 
the  people  who  frequented  them  to  meet 
together  for  conversation  and   amase- 
ment.     Drink  abolitionists  should  do  all 
in  their  power  to  provide  substitutes  in 
the  way  of  workmen's  clubs  and  coffee 
palaces,  and  he  was  glad  to  say  that 
the  latter  were  springing  up  in  Dublin 
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and  elsewhere.  They  ought  to  be  soffi- 
oientlj  subsidized  until  they  became 
self-supporting.  It  was  stated  in  that 
debate  that  it  was  absurd  to  expect  that 

feople  could  be  reformed  by  Acts  of 
Parliament.  He  denied  that.  There 
were  plenty  of  instances  to  the  contrary. 
Men  were  compelled  to  be  honest  and 
to  desist  from  outrage  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment; and  there  was  no  reason  why 
they  should  not  be  prevented  from 
brutalizing  themselves,  and  bringing 
those  who  depended  on  them  to  starva- 
tion by  an  Act  of  the  Legislature,  shut- 
ting up  drink  resorts  during  certain 
hours.  The  United  States  and  British 
America  afforded  the  most  triumphant 
proof  of  the  good  accomplished  by  pio- 
Idbitory  Acts  of  Parliament.  He  nad 
lately  been  nearly  over  the  whole  of  the 
United  States  and  the  Dominion  of 
Canada.  In  the  former  he  saw  many 
towns  and  large  districts  where  total 
prohibition  was  successfully  carried  out 
with  the  most  beneficial  results.  Over 
the  g^reater  part  of  the  North- West 
Territory  of  Canada  Local  Option  had 
been  adopted  ;  and  so  sensible  were  the 
people  of  the  benefits  it  had  conferred 
that  the  people  of  a  part  of  the  terri- 
tory that  it  was  proposed  to  pin  on  to 
Manitoba  absolutely  refused  to  be  con- 
nected .with  the  latter  unless  the  in- 
habitants consented  to  abandon  the  sale 
and  use  of  drink ;  and,  at  the  time  he 
was  there,  a  part  of  Manitoba  was 
about  to  do  so.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Daly)  had  said  that  he  had 
involuntarily  heard  him  (Mr.  Blake)  say 
that  he  would  close  up  public-houses  all 
Saturday  if  he  could.  His  hon.  Friend 
was  quite  right ;  he  had  said  so,  and  a 
great  deal  more,  and  that  was  that  if  he 
could  he  would  close  the  mtotally  every 
day  in  the  week.  Drink  was  the  greatest 
curse  to  the  community  that  existed  ;  if 
it  could  only  be  abolished,  what  happi- 
ness, prosperity,  and  morality  would 
ensue  I  He  hoped,  instead  of  applying 
0uch  small  remedies  to  meet  this  great 
and  growing  evil  as  Sunday  and  partial 
Saturday  closing,  that  the  Legislature 
would  meet  the  strong  demand  that 
would  soon  bo  made  on  it  to  allow  the 
maiority  of  the  people,  if  they  thought 
well  of  doing  so,  to  put  an  end  to  the 
greatest  evil  any  country  could  suffer 
nrom. 

Db.  LYONS  said,  that  on  the  part 
of  his  fellow-dtisens  in  Dublin  he  felt 
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bound  to  repudiate  the  exaggerated 
charges  that  had  been  brought  against 
them.  He  thought  such  observations 
carried  their  own  refutation  with  them, 
and  they  were  simply  an  example  of  that 
kind  of  rhetorical  flight  of  which  they 
heard  something  recently  in  this  House. 
He  was  thoroughly  conversant  with  the 
condition  of  the  City  of  Dublin,  he  might 
say,  owing  to  his  avocations,  at  all  hours 
of  the  day  and  night.  He  regretted  to 
say  that  the  use  of  intoxicating  liquors 
was  too  prevalent,  but  anything  ap- 
proaching the  condition  of  things  that 
nad  been  spoken  of  could  only  be  de- 
scribed as  a  wild  exaggeration  that  had 
no  foundation  in  fact.  There  was  no 
such  thing  as  corruption  of  the  members 
of  the  community  by  drink  to  anything 
like  the  extent  stated.  It  was  a  very 
rare  thing  indeed  to  see  young  persons 
of  either  sex  indulging  in  drink.  Un- 
fortunately, this  was  too  much  the  case 
with  grown-up  persons.  He  did  not 
intend  at  this  hour  to  enter  on  the  many 
branches  of  this  important  question. 
He  would  merely  say  he  was  one  of 
those  who,  while  a  most  strenuous  advo- 
cate of  temperance,  believed  that  the 
extension  of  temperance  among  any 
large  mass  of  the  community  depended 
upon  their  being  furnished  with  a  num- 
ber of  conditions  for  rational  recrea- 
tion which  now,  unfortunately,  they 
could  not  command.  In  his  opinion, 
one  of  the  things  of  most  practical 
importance  was  the  more  general  ex- 
tension of  paying  wages  on  the  day 
before  Saturday.  It  was  unfortunately 
the  case  that  wages  were  to  a  large  ex- 
tent paid  on  the  Saturday,  and  the  pro« 
visions  for  the  Sunday  had  often  to  be 
purchased  as  late  as  half-past  11  or  12 
o'clock  at  night.  Until  some  practical 
remedy  in  that  direction  could  be  adopted, 
and  until  it  became  a  general  rule  to  pay 
wages  on  Friday,  he  did  not  think  that 
much  would  be  done  in  the  way  of  im- 
provement. Whether  it  might  be  de- 
sirable in  a  more  advanced  state  of  public 
opinion  to  restrict  the  hours  of  Saturday 
he  did  not  say ;  but  any  attempt  in  the 
present  condition  of  things  in  Ireland  to 
force  on  an  early  system  of  closing  would 
lead  to  the  extension  of  what  already 
existed  to  a  great  degree — the  accumida- 
tion  of  drink  at  home  and  in  quasi- cluha, 
indulged  on  the  principle  that  stolen 
milk  was  the  sweeter.  But  it  was  for  the 
purpose  of  repudiating  on  the  part  of 
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the  people  of  Dnbliii  the  wild  charge 
that  was  brought  against  them  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  Blake) 
that  he  had  thought  it  necessary  to  make 
these  remarks. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  wished  to  make 
one  or  two  remarks  on  the  speeoh  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  Blake). 
He  did  not  know  why  a  discussion  on 
the  liquor  traffic,  any  more  than  a  dis- 
cussion on  any  other  subject,  should 
generate  an  unfair  and  irrational  habit 
of  mind ;  but  he  had  observed  that  when 
any  discussion  on  the  Irish  liquor  question 
arose,  it  was  impossible  that  it  should 
be  conducted  at  any  length  without 
inrolying  gross  and  offensive  charges 
against  the  general  body  of  the  Irish 
people.  He  had  lived  for  many  jeaxB 
in  the  City  of  Dublin,  and  during  those 
yean  had  walked  on  every  Saturday 
night  through  its  streets,  and  any  such 
statement  as  that  drunkenness  reigned 
supreme  was  as  fantastical  a  calumny  as 
oould  be  conceived.  There  were  drunken 
men  there  as  there  were  in  every  other 
dty,  and  when  seen  they  were  regarded 
with  as  much  dislike  by  the  general 
body  of  the  people.  But  it  was  alto- 
gether misleading  to  pick  a  sentence  out 
of  the  Beport  of  a  police  magistrate, 
who,  as  likely  as  not,  was  a  person  of  a 
BOUT  and  Pharisaical  turn  oi  mind,  and 
to  quote  such  a  Beport  as  if  it  had  the 
inspiration  and  aumority  of  Holy  Writ 
was  too  much.  Just  as  a  policeman  was 
inclined  to  regard  every  man  as  a  pos- 
sible criminal,  so  a  police  magistrate, 
nearly  every  day  of  whose  life  for  many 
years  was  spent  in  contact  with  the  de- 
graded classes  of  the  community,  came 
to  see  society  through  distorted  spec- 
tacles, and  mistook  the  condition  of  a 
part  of  tliat  society  for  the  condition  of 
the  whole.  He  would  not  trouble  him- 
self to  reply  to  the  statement  that  there 
were  parts  of  Dublin  where  every  man 
was  wink  on  Saturday  night.  Who- 
ever originated  such  a  statement  must 
have  formed  an  extraordinary  estimate 
of  the  credulity  of  his  fellow-men. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  had  known 
Dublin  for  many  years,  and  he  also 
knew  the  magistrate  who  had  given  the 
evidence  referred  to.  He  was  one  of 
those  angular  individuals,  whose  look, 
as  they  say,  was  enough  to  turn  sweet 
milk  sour.  He  was  a  pious  magistrate, 
and  was  a  fitting  companion  for  Mr. 
Clifford  Uoyd.  With  regard  to  the  hon. 
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Member  for  Waterford,  there  was  ampl« 
refutation  of  his  calumny.  Mr.  Wood* 
lock  said  he  had  had  his  evidenoe  from 
the  police ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  (Mr.  Blake)  had  any  other 
wish  in  the  matter  than  to  utter  a  c^mnny 
against  his  countrymen ;  if  he  had  reai 
the  evidence  of  Mr.  Inspector  Coare,  tii* 
head  of  the  Dublin  police,  he  would  har* 
found  it  went  in  an  entirely  oppooit^ 
direction  to  that  of  Mr.  Woodlock.  H# 
says — 

"  I  have  heard  from  the  police  that  in 
parts  of  Dablin  every  man,  woman,  and 
are  drunk.'' 

And  then  he  says — 

**  1  speak  unpleasant  tnxtha.    I  hare  _ 
experience  of  almost  every  dty  in  Irdand, 
that  statement  is  tme." 

He  said  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterfcad 
should  not  state  that  which  he  knew 
not  to  be  correct 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  rose  to  Order, 
and  wished  to  know  if  it  was  in  Order  to 
impute  to  an  hon.  Member  that  he  had 
stated  a  thing  which  he  knew  not  to  be 
correct  ?         

Mb.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  had,  no  doubt,  made  the  statement 
hastily,  and  would  see  the  necessity  of 
withdirawing  it. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  would  vi&- 
draw  the  statement  that  he  knew  it  to 
be  a  calumny ;  but  he  ought  not  to  make 
such  a  statement  that  he  stated  an  on- 
pleasant  truth.  It  was  not  a  fact  with 
regard  to  any  city  of  which  he  had 
knowledge,  and  he  knew  Dublin,  Bel- 
fast, Drogheda,  and  Dundalk.  Witli 
the  exception  of  Limerick,  and  Owk, 
and  Waterford,  he  knew  the  other  catiea 
of  Ireland,  and  he  knew  that  the  chaige 
was  wholly  incorrect.  It  was  one  whidh 
had  no  foundation  in  fact,  and  he  hoped 
the  people  of  Ireland,  and  the  dtiseos 
of  those  towns,  would  see  who  it  was 
that  made  the  false  and  injurious  charge 
with  regard  to  the  citizens  of  those 
towns.  Lithe  City  of  Dublin  they  had  the 
evidence  of  the  unpleasant  Archbishop 
with  regard  to  the  Saturday  and  Sunday 
closing,  and  as  to  why  he  had  changed 
his  opinion  from  that  of  former  years. 
He  could  quite  imderstand  the  principle 
of  some  of  his  hon.  Friends  who  wanted 
to  dose  the  houses  in  Dublin  altogether; 
but  he  must  enter  his  protest  against 
hon.  Members  getting  up  in  that  Souse 
and  quoting  police  eridence,  and  holding 
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that  as  their  justification  for  maligning 
their  conntrymen.  He  quite  understood 
it  in  the  passing  of  the  Coercion  Bill. 
If  they  had  taken  the  eridenoe  of  the 
police  with  regard  to  that  Bill,  Irish 
Members  woula  have  passed  that  Bill 
with  unanimity ;  but  if  they  were  not  to 
take  the  evidence  of  the  police  with  re- 
apeot  to  outrages  in  Ireland,  why  should 
they  place  such  confidence  upon  their 
evidence  with  respect  to  Saturday  night 
drinking  ?  As  a  former  citizen  of  Dublin 
for  five  years,  he  knew  that  city,  and 
could  state  ^at  there  was  not  the 
slightest  foundation  for  the  charges 
made  by  the  sour,  disagreeable,  and 
angular  individual  referred  to. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  49 ;  Noes 
33  :  Majority  16.— (Div.  List,  No.  207.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  **  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair.'' 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Supply  Committee  upon  Monday  next. 

INFECTIOUS  DISEASES  NOTIFICA- 

TION  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  40.] 

{Mr.  Edrnond  Oray,  Mr.  Brooks,  Mr.  Datcton.) 

OOMMITTBE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (J/r.  Edmond  Gray.) 

Dr.  LYONS  said,  he  would  appeal  to 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  charge  of  the 
measure,  and  to  the  House,  to  agree  to 
the  postponement  of  the  consideration 
of  the  measure  at  this  hour  of  the  morn- 
ing (1.30).  The  principal  provisions  of 
the  Bill  were  opposed  to  the  wishes  of 
certain  of  the  most  important  of  the 
learned  Corporations  in  Dublin,  and  it 
was  at  the  request  of  the  Medical  Asso- 
ciation of  Ireland  that  he  offered  oppo- 
sition to  it.  At  this  hour  they  should 
not  be  asked  to  make  progress  with  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  M.  brooks  hoped  the  House 
would  allow  the  Bill  to  bo  considered 
to-night.  The  opponents  of  the  measure 
had  sprung  a  mine  upon  them  that  was 
most  unexpected ;  and  he  thought  that, 
looking  at  the  fact  that  the  chances  of 
private  Members  were  very  few,  that 
this  was  an  important  measure,  and  that 
the  public  bodies  and  private  citizens  in 
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Dublin  were  unanimously  in  favour  of 
it,  the  House  would  do  well  to  give  as- 
sent to  the  present  stage. 

Mr.  MELDON  trusted  the  BiU  would 
not  be  allowed  to  go  any  further.  Under 
ordinary  circumstances  he  should  be 
willing — so  far  as  he  was  concerned — 
to  allow  an  hon.  Member  facilities  for 
going  on  with  a  measure ;  but  this  mat- 
ter was  too  serious  to  be  disposed  of  at 
this  hour  of  the  morning.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin  had  said  something 
which  had  very  much  astonished  him. 
He  had  said  the  public  bodies  in  Dublin 
were  imanimously  in  favour  of  the  mea- 
sure. As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  was 
anything  but  unanimity  on  the  subject. 
The  Medical  Profession  in  Dublin  was 
divided  on  it,  as  also  were  the  private 
citizens ;  and  in  proof  of  this  he  might 
say  that  he  had  been  requested  to  pro- 
pose a  large  number  of  Amendments  in 
Committee.  He  hoped  the  stage  would 
not  be  taken  now,  and,  if  it  was,  he  was 
a&aid  that  the  proceeding  would  not 
conduce  to  the  niture  progress  of  the 
BiU. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  would  suggest 
that  the  hon.  Member  in  charge  of  the 
BiU  should  persevere  with  his  Motion — 
**That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair,"  on  the  imderstanding  that  di- 
rectly the  House  went  into  Committee 
Progress  should  be  reported.  In  this 
way  hon.  Members  would  have  ample 
opportunity  to  put  down  Amendments 
to  the  BUI. 

Mr.  CALLAN  pointed  out  that  the 
BiU  had  been  a  long  time  on  the  Paper, 
and  that,  as  there  were  a  large  number 
of  Amendments  down,  it  was  evident 
that  its  provisions  had  received  careful 
consideration.  It  was  clear  that  the 
Government  were  not  opposed  to  the 
measure,  as  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  made  no  objection  to  its  being 
proceeded  with.  As  for  the  position 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Kildare  (Mr.  Moldon)  had  taken  up, 
he  (Mr.  Callan)  could  not  help  sa3dng 
that  it  would  have  been  much  better  for 
them,  and  for  the  interests  of  their  coun- 
try, if  they  had  spent  the  time  which 
had  just  been  wasted  in  the  considera- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member's  abstract  Re- 
solution, in  the  discussion  of  this  mea- 
sure ;  and  it  would  have  been  better  for 
the  hon.  Member  himself  to  have  ad- 
dressed himself  to  the  subject  of  the  BiU 
than  to  the  vilification  of  his  country* 
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men.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  was 
very  attentive  in  the  discharge  of  his 
duty,  and  had  supported  the  Govern- 
ment on  every  occasion — or  with  few 
exceptions — and  he  was,  therefore,  glad 
to  see  the  hon.  Member  in  his  place, 
and  hoped  he  would  give  all  the  sup- 
port in  nis  power  to  the  Bill,  especially 
as  the  Sohcitor  Oeneral  for  Ireland 
seemed  ready  to  go  on  with  his  Amend- 
ments. He  (Mr.  Callan)  had  carefully 
looked  over  the  Paper;  but,  although 
the  Bill  had  been  printed  a  long  time, 
he  failed  to  see  any  Amendment  to  it  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  and — he  might 
say — learned  Member  for  Dublin  (Dr. 
Lyons).  He  thought  it  was  incumbent 
on  hon.  Members  who  had  the  interests 
of  Ireland  at  heart  to  go  on  with  their 
Amendments,  and  not  throw  the  Bill 
over  until  after  the  Whitsuntide  Eecess. 
He  trusted  the  hon.  Member  for  Oarlow 
would  proceed  with  the  Bill. 

The   80LI0IT0R   GENERAL   for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
the  matter  had  been  for  some  time  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and,  with  his 
concurrence,  he  (the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland)  had  placed  on  the  Paper 
some  Amendments  which,  before  he  had 
put  them  down,  he  had  submitted  to  one 
of  the  hon.  Members  who  had  charge  of 
the  Bill^to  see  if  he  could  suggest  any 
acceptable  modification  or  improvement 
of  them.    He  was  fully  prepared  to  pro- 
ceed with  his  Amendments ;  but  he  was 
not  in  charge  of  the  Bill.    It  appeared 
to  him,  under  the  circumstances,  that 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  op- 
posite (Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler)  was  a  reason- 
able one,  and  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oarlow  would  do  well  to  take  a  merely 
formal  stage  now.     The  object  of  the 
Bill  was  of  great  importance,  the  object 
being  not  a  private,  but  a  public  one. 
The  measure  was  one  the  principle  of 
which  was  much  required   in  several 
parts  of  Ireland. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

HoQfe  a4Jounied  at  half  after  One  o'clock 

till  Monday  next. 


Mr.  CaUtm 


Cfimdsn  Bitt.  108ft 

HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
Monday,  2^d  May,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Select  CoMXirrsB—Iriili  Jmrj 
Laws,  appointed. 

Public  Bills  —  First  Bniding  —  FugittT*  Of- 
fenders (91). 

Committee — Report — Local  Gk)Temment  Prori- 
sional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  *  (79) ;  Bridfoi 
(South  Wales)  •  (83). 

Third  Reading — Elementary  Education   Ptort> 
sional  Order  Confirmation  (Clay  Lane)  *  iS9; 
Liolosure   Proyisional    Oraer   (Scottoo    asd 
Ferry  Common  *    (64) ;    Regulation    Provt* 
sional  Order  (Langbar  Moor),  now  Comxnccj 
Begulation     Provisional     Order      (Lrfuigbar 
Moor)*  (63);  Regulation  Provisional  G^dtf- 
(Beamsley  Moor),  now  Commons  RegnlatiGa 
Provisional  Order  (Beamsley  Moor)*  {^2; ; 
Metropolitan  Commons  Supplemental  *  (6^} . 
Inclosure  Provisional  Order  (Wibeey  Slack 
and  Low  Moor  Commons)  *  (71),  and 


FUGITIVE  OFFENDERS  BILL. 

BILL  FBB8SKTBD.      FIBST  READDrO. 

The  lord  OHANOELLOB,  in  mov- 
ing  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  firrt 
time,  said,  that  in   1843  an   Act   wa« 
passed  to  furnish  means  of  following 
fugitire  offenders  who  had  committoa 
crimes  against  the  law,  either  in  the 
United  Kingdom  or  in  British  poceoa 
sions,  to  any  place  to  which  they  miffht 
flee  within  British  Dominions ;  but  that 
Act  was  limited  to  treason  and  felony^ 
and  it  also  did  not  contain  some  pro- 
visions which  experience  had  shown  to  be 
necessary  for  accomplishingthe  purpoees 
it  was  intended  to  effect.     This  jBill  was 
intended  to  provide  more  effectual  means 
for  arresting  fugitive  criminals,  and  re- 
turning them  to  the  proper  place  of 
trial.      It  was  not  limited  to  treason 
and  felony,  and  it  contained  a  eeries  of 
clauses  applicable  to  the  Colonies,  which 
provided  that  criminals  escaping  from 
one  British  possession  to  anotner  might 
be  followed,  and  sent  back  to  that  firom 
which  they  came.     He  would  only  add 
that  the  present  measure  was  the  result 
of  careful  consideration  of  the  subject, 
both  by  the  late  and  the  present  Oorem- 
ment,    after    communication    with    the 
different  Colonies ;    and  he  felt  sure, 
when  their  Lordships  saw  its  provisions, 
they  would  agree  that  it  was  a  asefal 
and  necessaxT  measure.    The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  concluded  by  moving  the 
first  reading  of  the  Bill, 
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Bill  to  amend  the  Law  with  respect  to  Fugi- 
tive Offenders  in  Her  Majesty's  Dominions; 
and  for  other  purposes  connected  with  the  trial 
of  offenders — FresenUd  (The  Lord  Chancel- 
lor) ;  read  1*.    (No.  91.) 

IRISH  JURY  LAWS. 

MOTION  FOa  A   SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

The  Mabqtjess  of  LANSDOWNE,  in 
rising  to  moye— 

*'  That  a  Select  Ck>mmittee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  operation  of  the  Irish  jury  laws 
as  regards  trial  by  jury  in  criminal  cases/' 

said :  My  Lords,  before  I  endeavour  to 
state  to  your  Lordships  the  reasons 
which  have  led  me  to  bdieye  that  an  in- 
quiry into  the  Irish  Jury  Laws  is  not 
only  desirable,  but  absolutely  necessary, 
I  wish  to  make  one  preliminary  obser- 
vation. I  wish  to  disclaim  the  idea  that 
I  am  here  to  induce  your  Lordships  to 
affirm,  or  to  affirm  myself,  that  the  sys- 
tem of  trial  by  jury  in  Ireland  has 
broken  down  in  consequence  of  recent 
events.  I  wish  to  do  no  more  than 
satisfy  your  Lordships  that  these  events 
have  shown  that  there  is  cause  for  an 
inquiry  into  the  working  of  statutes 
of  comparatively  recent  origin,  statutes 
which  were  much  discussed  in  this  and 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and 
which,  as  I  shall  be  able  to  show,  were 
not  regarded  by  many  of  the  highest 
authorities  as  affording  a  final  settle- 
ment of  this  important  question.  I  wish 
also  at  this  stage  of  my  observations  to 
make  an  admission  which  may  save 
trouble  to  many  noble  Lords  who  may 
follow  me.  I  wish  to  admit  at  once 
that  if  there  has  been,  as  I  shall  show 
that  therehas  been,  a  considerable  failure 
of  justice  in  Ireland,  if,  as  was  recently 
stated  by  the  Prime  Minister,  out  of  every 
33  persons  guilty  of  agrarian  crime  in 
that  country,  one  onlv  is  brought  to  jus- 
tice, while  32  walk  abroad  impunished, 
I  wish,  I  say,  to  admit  that  this  failure 
of  justice,  if  we  are  to  have  regard  to 
the  number  of  cases  in  which  it  has  oc- 
curred, is  to  be  explained  much  more  by 
the  fact  that  it  is  often  difficult  or  im- 
possible to  obtain  evidence  outside  the 
Court  than  with  reference  to  any  proved 
delinquencies  of  the  juries  themselves. 
It  is  obvious  that  yon  may  have  12  im- 
maculate jur3rmen  ;  but  you  will  fail  in 
obtaining  a  conviction  if,  oiring  to  the 
state  of  public  feeling,  evidence  as  to 
the  facts  la  not  forthcoming.  Upon  this 
pointy  howeveTi  I  will  venture  to  observe 


that,  scandalous  as  may  be  the  delibe- 
rate suppression  of  evidence  by  those 
who  are  in  a  position  to  give  it,  and  de- 
plorable as  is  the  failure  of  justice  thus 
occasioned,  the  failure  is  more  scandalous 
still,  and  the  affront  to  justice  more  pub- 
lic, and  therefore  more  mischievous,  in 
those  cases  where  evidence  has  been  ob- 
tained, but  where,  from  the  ignorance  or 
perversity  of  the  jury,  the  criminal  has 
escaped  the  punishment  due  to  him. 
Eecent  legislation  has  dealt  with  those 
cases  where  evidence  sufficient  to  secure 
a  conviction  is  not  to  be  obtained.  The 
inquiry  which  I  ask  your  Lordships  to 
institute  will  determine  whether  there 
are  not  other  cases  in  which  some  remedy 
is  called  for  to  deal,  not  with  the  impos- 
sibility of  obtaining  evidence,  but  with 
the  miscarriage  of  justice — the  returning 
of  improper  verdicts,  or  perhaps  of  no 
verdicts  at  all,  owing  to  the  character 
and  surroundings  of  the  persons  who, 
under  the  present  law,  are  admitted  to 
the  jury-box  in  Ireland.  I  will  not 
attempt  to  discuss  the  origin  of  the  jury 
system,  or  to  trace  its  development.  I 
will  confine  myself  to  what  may  be  called 
its  modern  history  in  Ireland,  which  may 
be  said  to  begin  from  a  period  dating 
back  about  10  years.  It  was  in  the  month 
of  May,  1871,  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  O'Hagan),  whom  I  am  glad 
to  see  in  his  place,  brought  this  subject 
under  the  notice  of  your  Lordships' 
House.  He  complained  of  the  existing 
jury  system,  and  he  founded  his  com- 
plaint, in  the  main,  upon  two  facts. 
First  he  complained  of  the  procedure, 
and  then  he  complained  of  the  existing 
qualifications  for  service  on  the  jury. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  showed  to 
your  Lordships  that  the  procedure  under 
which  juries  were  selected  was  open  to 
objection,  upon  the  ground  that  the  se- 
lection was  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the 
sub-sheriff,  and  that  there  were  reasons 
for  believing  that  these  officials  had  in 
some  cases  made  an  improper  use  of 
their  discretion,  with  the  result  that 
public  confidence  in  the  institution  of 
trial  by  jury  had  in  particular  districts 
been  considerably  shaken.  With  reg^ard 
to  the  qualifications  of  the  jury,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  was  able  to  show  that 
the  old  qualification — a  freehold  and 
leasehold  qualification — was  an  obsolete 
one,  and  that  under  it  a  very  limited 
number  of  persons  were  liable  to  be 
called  on  to    serve.      The  noble    and 
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learned  Lord  introduced  to  your  Lord- 
ships' House  a  measure  dealing  with 
these  two  points  in  the  Jury  Laws  of 
Ireland ;  and  he  proposed,  in  the  first 
place,  to  substitute  for  the  old  system  of 
selection  by  the  sheriflF,  a  new  sj'stem  of 
alphabetical  rotation  of  service,  and  a 
rating  qualification  which  he  fixed  at 
£30.  These  proposals  were  very  well  re- 
ceived, and  the  Bill  passed  rather  rapidly 
through  both  Houses  of  Parliament.  In 
the  Lower  House  the  rating  qualification 
was  lowered  to  £20.  Now,  it  must  cer- 
tainly be  admitted  that  these  changes 
in  the  law  were  attended  with  some  good 
results.  The  supply  of  jurors,  which 
had  often  been  quite  inadequate,  became 
sufficient ;  the""  burden  of  service  was 
more  evenly  distributed,  and  in  particu- 
lar the  suspicion  which  had  undoubtedly 
in  some  cases  attached  to  the  system  of 
selection  by  the  sheriiff  was  got  rid  of — 
the  suspicion,  I  mean,  that  in  some  in- 
stances the  juries  had  been  packed  for 
political  or  other  purposes.  The  Act  of 
1871,  however,  had  consequences  more 
far-reaching  than  these.  To  use  the 
words  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
it  revolutionized  the  character  of  Irish 
juries  by  opening  the  box  to  a  class 
which  had  for  generations  been  jealously 
precluded  from  any  interference  with 
the  Courts  of  Justice.  The  Act  did  un- 
doubtedly have  this  effect.  Nor  can  it 
be  denied  that,  if  in  the  composition  of 
a  jury  we  are  to  have  regard  exclusively 
to  the  degree  in  which  the  panel  repre- 
sents popular  opinion  in  the  district  m>m 
which  it  is  drawn,  the  Act  of  1871  was 
a  signal  success.  It  may,  however,  I 
think,  be  fairly  questioned  whether  a 
jury  panel  is  a  good  one  in  proportion 
as  it  represents  the  popular  opinion  of 
the  moment  and  of  the  neighbourhood, 
and  whether  intelligence,  independence, 
and  integrity  are  not  more  necessary  in 
the  jury  than  strong  local  sympathies. 
At  any  rate,  before  the  Act  had  oeen  in 
force  many  months  a  general  complaint 
arose  that  popular  representation  in  the 
jury-box  had  been  carried  a  little  too 
far,  and  that  while  the  Act  had  certainly 
provided  an  abundant  supply  of  jurors, 
it  had  not  been  successful  in  securing  the 
presence  in  the  box  of  men  of  indepen- 
dence and  intelligence,  or  in  excluding 
persons  who  were  very  much  the  reverse 
of  intelligent,  and  totally  devoid  of  in- 
dependence. This,  at  all  events,  is  cer- 
tain, that  after  the  passing  of  the  Act 
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some  very  grotesque  exhibitions  of  igno> 
ranee  on  the  part  of  the  new  jurors,  oad 
some  very  scandalous  failures  of  jnsdee, 
attracted  a  large  share  ofpublic  atten* 
tion  to   the  question.      These   misgiT- 
ings  found  expression  in   PariiameBt* 
and  in  1873  a  Committee  was  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  tne  new 
Act.     That   Committee  almost  imm*- 
diately  issued  a  preliminary  Heport,  i«» 
commending  certain  alterations  to  wKidi 
effect  was  given  in  a  temporary  Aet 
passed  in  the  same  year.     Under  that 
temporary  Act    the    qualification    was 
raised,  and  illiterate  persons  were  pre- 
cluded from  being  appointed  to  »&xy9  on 
juries.  That  Committee  was  re-appointed 
in  the  following  year,  and  it  issued  its 
final  Eeport  in  1874.    In  that  Report  it 
was  recommended  that  the  qualificadon 
should  be  permanently  raised,  and  that 
special  qualifications   should   be   intro- 
duced with  a  view  of  bringing  a  better 
class  of  men  to  serve  on  the  panel.  Tbert 
was  also  a   recommendation   that   the 
procedure  should  be  changed  in  some 
respects.    The  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  of  1874  were  not  carried  oat 
until  1876,  when  two  Bills  were  passed 
through  Parliament  giving  effect  to  them. 
The  qualification  is  now  a  freehold  quali- 
fication of  £10  and  a  leasehold  qualifi- 
cation of  £20,  with  a  rating  qualification 
of  £40  for  land,  and  varying  from  £20 
to  £6    for  houses.     There  is,  besides^ 
a  ^*  special  qualification  "  clause,  under 
which  Commissioners,  members  of  pub- 
lic boards,  and  other  persona  holding 
^ua«f-offioial    positions    are    liable    for 
service.    The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  0*Hagan)  had  charge  of  the  new 
Qualification  Bill,  and  he  dwelt   par- 
ticularly on  the  fact  that  it  was  caica- 
lated  to  bring  on  to  the  juiy  a  better 
class,  whom  he  described  as  persons  of 
'*  station  and  wealth,"  who  up  to  that 
time  had  not  been  in  the  habit  of  serv- 
ing on  juries.     The  Acts  of  1876  con- 
tarn  the  present  Irish  Jury  Law. 

I  wish  for  one  moment  to  pass  from 
these  Acts  to  the  evidence  given  before 
the  two  Committees  which  sat  in  1873 
and  1874.  That  evidence  contained  the 
opinion  of  many  able  men  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  and  it  is  impossible  to  read  it 
without  feeling  that  there  existed  in  the 
minds  of  these  authorities  a  veiy  serious 
apprehension  that  any  system  founded 
on  the  principles  of  the  Act  of  1871 
would  fail  to  stand  the  trial  of  a 
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of  exceptional  difficulty  and  excitement. 
That  feeling  is  founded  on  the  anticipa- 
tion that  no  merely  mechanical  selection 
of  the  panel  under  a  system  of  alpha- 
betical rotation  would  be  likely  to  ex- 
clude from  the  jury-box  persons  tmfit  to 
serve  as  jurors.  Wow,  when  I  use  the 
expression  mechanical  selection  of  jurors, 
I  am  anxious  to  make  my  meaning  clear, 
and  to  do  so  I  will  quote  a  passage  from 
the  evidence  of  Mr.  Lefroy,  the  Chair- 
man of  the  County  of  Kildare,  who  was 
examined  by  the  House  of  Commons 
Committee  in  1 874.    Mr.  Lefroy  says — 

**  I  think  that  the  Act  making  the  aheriff  as 
he  ifi  now  a  mere  machine  it  vicious  in  prin* 
ciple.  I  think  the  sherifif  should  have  a  certain 
discretion.  I  do  not  mean  to]  say  he  should 
have  an  unlimited  discretion,  hut  a  discretion 
with  safeguards  to  prevent  its  heing  ahused.  I 
am  sure  it  is  essential  for  the  due  administra- 
tion of  justice,  in  Ireland  especially,  that  the 
sheriff  should  not  he  hound  to  pursue  the  system 
that  the  present  Act  of  Parliament  suggests,  of 
taking  the  jurors  alphahetically  from  the  jurors* 
book  for  his  panel.  I  would  in  every  instance 
impose  on  him  the  duty  to  return  competent 
men.  Now,  according  to  the  present  system, 
the  sheriff  would  be  bound  to  return  a  man  in 
alphabetical  arrangement,  though  he  might 
suspect  or  even  know  that  he  was  connected 
with  a  Fenian  Society." 

Turning  to  the  general  evidence  taken 
by  the  Committees,  I  find  that  fiye 
learned  Judges  were  examined  before 
them,  and  that  of  these  no  less  than  four 
expressed  opinions  adverse  to  the  new 
system,  and  in  favour  of  a  return,  not, 
perhaps,  to  the  old  method  of  selection 
by  the  sheriff,  but  to  selection  of  some 
kind  for  the  purpose  of  excluding  per- 
sons unfit  to  serve  as  jurymen.  Ten 
Chairmen  of  counties  were  called  as  wit- 
nesses. Of  these,  all  recommended  some 
changes  in  the  law,  while  five  were  in 
favour  of  recurring  to  the  principle  of 
selection.  Upon  another  pomt  the  opi- 
nion of  some  of  the  witnesses  examined 
deserves  serious  attention ;  several  of 
them,  gentlemen  whose  opinion  is  en- 
titled to  the  highest  respect,  expressed 
their  doubt  whether  any  alteration  of 
the  qualification  would  enable  you  to 
obtain  from  the  farming  class  jurors 
able  and  willing  to  do  their  duty  m  the 
trial  of  agrarian  cases  under  circum- 
stances of  local  or  general  excitement. 
Thus  Mr.  G.  Bolton,  Crown  Solicitor  for 
the  County  of  Tipperary,  says — 

"  I  would  be  vecy  lorTy  to  depend  altogether 
on  \hm  farming  cIms  to  mpply  nroper  jurors  for 
sofih  a  oooDty  as  'Hpparary.    In  some  casos  it 


was  sympathy  with  the  accused,  and  in  some 
cases  the  jurors  were  influenced  by  being  can- 
vassed hy  the  friends  and  relatives  of  the  pri- 
soner. The  common  cry  now  with  regard  to 
jurors  when  they  are  hemg  called  to  serve  oo 
the  jury  is«' Go  in  and  fr^  the  boys! '  Ihave 
been  told  by  a  very  respectahle  attorney,  who 
has  lar^  experience  in  defending  prisoners  at 
the  Assizes,  that  this  is  a  common  phrase.". 

Mr.  Murphy,  Q.C.,  Senior  Crown  Pro- 
secutor for  the  County  and  City  of 
Dublin,  expresses  similar  opinions — 

"  So  far  as  my  experience  goes,  in  any  case  of 
agrarian  outrage,  or  even  in  the  case  of  a  fac- 
tion fight  or  serious  assault  occurring  hetween 
farmers  or  farmers'  sons,  and  so  on,  there  is 
very  little  use  in  prosecuting  in  a  great  portion 
of  Uie  South  of  Ireland." 

I  will  not  trouble  your  Lordships  with 
further  reference  to  the  evidence  of  these 
Committees.  I  do  not  think  I  shall 
misrepresent  it  if  I  say  that  it  discloses 
the  extent  of  the  difficulties  under  which 
trial  by  jury  operates  in  Ireland,  and 
the  general  opinion  of  the  witnesses  that 
without  safeg^uards  not  yet  devised  it 
was  not  likely  to  work  satisfactorily  in 
ordinary  times,  or  to  stand  any  excep- 
tional strain. 

Now,  I  may  be  told  that  the  Acts  of 
1876  were  intended  to  introduce  such 
safeguards ;  and  I  have  to  ask  the  House 
to  consider  how  far  they  were  successful 
in  introducing  them.  My  own  impres- 
sion certainly  is,  that  while  the  difficul- 
ties with  which  we  have  to  contend  are 
greater  than  they  ever  were,  the  imper- 
fections of  the  law  remain  the  same,  or 
have  only  been  removed  to  a  slight  ex- 
tent. What,  my  Lords,  were  the  weak 
points  disclosed  by  the  investigations  of 
1873  and  1874  ?  They  were,  I  venture 
to  think,  those  which  arose  out  of  the 
merely  mechanical  formation  of  the 
panel,  and  out  of  the  difficulty  of  ex- 
cluding improper  persons  from  the  jury- 
box  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
of  attracting  to  it  that  better  class  of 
juror  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
desired  to  enlist.  The  law  has  been 
altered ;  but  I  believe  that  I  am  justi- 
fied in  statine  that,  in  spite  of  the  sherifiTs 
oath  which  binds  him  to  return  **  due 
panels  of  persons  able  and  sufficient,  and 
not  suspected  or  procured,"  the  forma- 
tion of  the  panel  is  still  very  much  what 
Mr.  Lefroy  described  it  to  be.  I  believe 
that  it  is  still  impossible  to  exclude  from 
the  jury-box  persons  entirely  unfitted  to 
serve  as  jurors ;  and  I  believe,  further, 
that  those  **  persons  of  wealth  and  sta- 
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tion,"  of  whom  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  spoke  five  years  ago,  still  habi- 
tually fail  to  take  their  share  of  service 
on  the  jury.    I  should  like  to  say  one 
word  in  regard  to  the  abstention  of  those 
**  persons  of  wealth  and  station."     How 
does  it  come  to  pass  that  those  persons 
do  not  take  their  share  in  the  public  ser- 
vice ?  The  procedure  of  the  Jury  Act  con- 
templates the  liability  to  service  of  every 
such  person,  and  the  imposition  of  a  fine 
upon  any  person  not  in  his  place  when 
called  on  in  the  Court  to  serve.     That 
is  the  theory ;  the  practice,  however,  is 
very  different.     In  the  first  place,  from 
the  limited  number  of  those  persons  of 
superior  position  who  are  in  theory  liable 
to  serve  on  petty  juries  you  must  deduct 
all  who  are  liable  to  serve  on  Grand 
Juries  or  as  special  jurors.     That  weeds 
out  a  considerable  number  of  the  better 
class  of  jurors.     As  to  those  who  are  not 
taken  for  the  Grand  Jury,  or  for  special 
juries,  I  fear  we  cannot  disguise  from 
ourselves  the  fact  that  such  persons  are, 
as  a  rule,  not  very  anxious  to  do  their 
duty  as  jurors,  or  to  be   shut  up  for 
hours  in  the  box  with  small  farmers  and 
tradesmen  for  their  colleagues,  and  that 
many  of  them  make  up  their  minds  to 
shirk  service.     The  simplest  way  to  do 
BO  is  not  to  go  to  Court  at  all.     In  such 
case  they  are  liable  to  fines,  and  take 
their  chance  of  obtaining  the  remission 
or  reduction  of  the  fines,  by  sending 
some  plausible  excuse  for  non-attend- 
ance.    But  supposing  such  a  juror  does 
attend  the  Court.     I  am  told  that  this 
is  what  usually  occurs — the  juror  does 
not  answer  to  his  name  when  the  list 
is  called  over ;  and  if  a  sufl&cient  num- 
ber answer,  a  jury  is  formed  and  he 
escapes.     If,  however,  a  sufficient  num- 
ber do  not  answer,  the  names  are  called 
a  second  time,  and  fines  are  imposed 
on   those  who  do  not  reply.     Now,  it 
is    obvious  that  if   the  fine  is  not  a 
very  large  one  it  would  act  as  a  deter- 
rent only  on  the  humbler  class  of  per- 
sons, and  that  those  in  a  wealthy  posi- 
tion would  run  their  chance,  knowing 
almost  certainly  that  by  the  imposition 
of  a  fine  the  sheriff  would  be  success- 
ful   in    obtaining  a  sufficient  number 
to  make  up  a  jury.     Thus,  by  a  sort 
of  natural  selection,  the  better  class  of 
lurors  are  saved  from  service,  and  the 
juries  are  formed  of  the  residuum  of 
less  educated  and  presumably  less  quali- 
fied persons.    This,  I  believe,  is  a  not 
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unfair  description  of  the  waAing  of 
the  Irish  Jury  Laws.  We  should  tkea 
ask  ourselves  what  sort  of  straiji  Utoim 
laws  are  now  subject  to,  and  how  thej 
are  standing  it.  I  shall  be  very  reliie- 
tant  to  enter  at  any  length  apon  a  dis- 
cussion of  the  unfortunate  atate  mtc 
which  during  the  last  few  months  Irc^ 
land  has  lapsed;  and  I  am  indeed  rt- 
lieved  from  dealing  with  it  because,  oofy 
a  few  days  ago,  the  subject  was  dis- 
cussed in  this  House  at  the  instanee 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Yisoonnt 
Midleton).  During  that  discussion  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  a  high  authority  on  aH 
that  concerns  Ireland,  said — 


"Noble  Lords  opposite  had  not 
weighed  the  difficulties  which  any 
in  Ireland  would  have  to  encounter  in  «^^^^^^^'^ 
with  the  present  widespread  oombinatioa  Aj^n^ 
the  payment  of  rent.  Those  difficultiea  v«re,  in 
fact,   far  greater  than  any  which    had  anacB 
under  the  various  other  organ  iz&tionA   which 
from  time  to  time  held  sway  in  the  country.  Tb* 
more  sanguinary  and  dangerous  Ribbon  orgaai* 
zation  was  limited  in  its  area  and  its  ntunberi ; 
and  when  certain  of  its  leaders  were  arraBtKL, 
as  under  the  provisions  of  the  Westmeath  Act, 
its  power  was  broken.     The  present  agitatkm 
was  more  far-reaching  in   its   effects.    .... 
From    causes  lying  deep   in  its   history,    the 
peasants  and  tenants  of  Ireland  were  very  mocii 
in  the  habit  of  following  each  other  blindly  ia 
any  cause,  good  or  bad,  which  happened  to  ooow 
to   the  front.      The  phrase — *We    cannot   go 
against  the  people  '  was  one  familiar  to  erery- 
one  acquainted  with  Ireland.'* 

That  statement  points  to  the  existence 
of  a  widespread  and  dangeroos  orga- 
nization, and  of  complete  demoralization 
caused  by  it.     We  have  an  epidemic  of 
crime — I  think  there  were  aboat  1,000 
agrarian  ojQ^ences  in  the  first  four  months 
of   the    year — an  epidemic  which  hu 
shown  dangerous  recrudescence  daring 
the  last  few  weeks— crime  of  the  kind 
which  Sir  G^eorge  Comewall  Lewis  cha- 
racterized as  exemplaxy  or  prerentiTe 
crime — crime  the  effect  of  whidi  does  not 
begin  and  end  in  the  criminal  and  his 
victim,  but  which  is  designed  to  enforce 
by  its  terrors  the  unwritten  law  set  up 
against  the  law  of  the  land.     From  that 
crime  no  class  of  society  can  escape.    The 
noble  Lord   opposite  dwelt  upon  that 
peculiarity  of  the  present  state  of  things, 
and  pointed  out  that  even  the  auctioneer 
at  his  desk,  the  trader  at  his  counter, 
the  schoolmaster  at  his  school,  the  doc- 
tor in  his  dispensary,  are  followed  np 
by  this  remorseless  terrorism  and  the 
social  ostracism,  which  has  been  saooese- 
ftd  in  temfying  persona  who  hare  known 
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how  to  hold  their  own  a^inst  the  mere 
fear  of  physical  danger.  From  that  state 
of  things  are  jurors  likely  to  escape  un- 
scathed ?  Can  we  avoid  the  conclusion 
that  they,  too — drawn,  as  they  are,  from 
the  farming  class,  or  from  classes  inti- 
mately associated  with  it — are  liable  to 
the  same  contagion,  the  same  pressure 
and  prejudice  ?  I  do  not  say  this  on  my 
own  authority  alone ;  I  can  point  to  the 
utterances  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
and  of  the  learned  Judges  on  the  subject. 
I  will  take,  for  instance,  the  description 

S>en  by  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
eutenant  of  Ireland.  On  the  24th 
of  January  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said — 

'*  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  has  alluded 
to  a  very  flagrant  case.  We  all  remember  the 
outrageous  and  wicked  murder  of  young  Mr. 
Boyd.  Even  in  that  case,  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  to  apply  for  the  postponement  of 
the  trial  at  Waterford,  because  out  of  a  panel 
of  205  jurors  only  118  answered  to  their  names. 
And  why  ?  Because  they  dared  not  come.  There 
were  affidavits  produced  giving  the  grounds  of 
their  fears.  I  do  not  expect  hon.  Members  to 
pay  much  attention  to  my  opinion  on  that  point ; 
out  what  did  the  learned  Judge  say  at  the  time  F 
'  These  affidavits  are  not  contradicted.  No  man 
professing  to  be  acquainted  with  the  state  of 
feeling  in  this  city  has  come  forward  and  made 
an  affidavit  as  to  his  belief  that  this  apprehen- 
sion does  not  exist  in  the  minds  of  the  jurors, 
that  this  sense  of  intimidation  docs  not  prevail, 
or  in  any  manner  to  suggest  that  the  statements 
of  belief  expressed  in  their  affidavits  are  un- 
founded.'  The  learned  Judge,  consequently,  felt 
be  must  postpone  the  trial,  and  it  was  post- 
poned."—[3  Hantard,  cdviL  1222-3.] 

My  Lords,  I  pass  from  that  to  a  state- 
ment made  in  your  Lordships'  House 
by  my  noble  Friend  below  me  (Earl 
Spencer)  on  the  1st  of  March.  My  noble 
Friend  said — 

*'  I  am  afraid  that  the  same  terrorism  exer- 
cxBed  in  the  way  described  in  the  extracts  which 
I  have  read  has  been  exercised  towards  witnesses 
and  juries,  so  as  to  render  it  very  difficult  to 
obtain  evidence  in  regard  to  ag^rarian  crimes,  and 
the  difficulty  of  procuring  convictions  by  juries 
for  those  offences  is  enormous.  ...  I  have  re- 
ferred to  the  Judges,  and  I  hold  here  a  very 
interesting  letter,  which  was  written  by  one  of 
the  County  Court  Judges  of  a  district  in  Ire- 
land, and  which,  I  think,  illustrates  very  forcibly 
how  completely  the  law  haa  been  paralyzed. 
The  learned  Chairman  says — '  I  had  to  excuse 
two  jurors  who  were  summoned  to  attend  the 
Quarter  Sessions,  and  who  did  not  attend  on 
the  ground  that  they  could  not  with  safety  leave 
their  houses ;  and  one  of  them  sent  me  a  copy 
of  a  notice  alleged  by  him  to  have  been  posted, 
warning  the  public  not  to  give  him  accommoda- 
tion in  any  town  of  the  county  ....  These 
■evenU  tifM  will  prepare  you  for  my  opinion 


that  in  the  present  state  of  the  county,  particu- 
larly in  the  southern  portion,  the  jurisdiction 
of  my  Court  is  paralyzed.' "  —  [/(5irf.,  cclviii. 
1925-6]. 

Now,  the  testimony  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  is  confirmed  by  that  of  the 
learned  Judges  who  hare  recently  had 
ample  opportunities  of  forming  opinions 
upon  the  operation  of  the  Jury  Laws 
in  L*eland.  The  first  case  I  will  men- 
tion occurred  at  Limerick  on  the  8th  of 
July,  1880,  before  Mr.  Justice  Barry, 
who  was,  I  think,  Solicitor  General  when 
Lord  O'Hagan  was  formerly  Lord  Ohan- 
cellor.  According  to  the  newspaper 
report — 

**  A  jury  having  failed  to  agree  to  a  verdict, 
and  having  been  confined  to  their  room  for 
several  hours,  were  called  out  shortly  before  the 
rising  of  the  Court.  Judge  Barry  asked  them 
whether  they  believed  a  certain  portion  of  the 
evidence.  Several  j  urors  answered  in  the  affirma- 
tive. Judge  Barry — Then  you  must  find  the 
prisoner  g^lty  of  perjury.  Foreman — But  we 
cannot  agree,  my  Lordf.  Judge  Barry — It  is  a 
great  disgrace  to  you  and  the  country.  It  is  no 
afiair  of  mine,  but  it  might  concern  those  who 
may  find  it  necessary  to  amend  the  laws  of  the 
country.  Foreman — We  cannot  help  it;  we 
cannot  a^ee.  There  are  some  for  and  some 
against.  Judge  Barry — The  county  of  Limerick 
has  become  a  bye- word  in  Ireland,  owing  to  the 
failure  of  justice  which  takes  place,  owin^  either 
to  men  being  incapable  of  understanding  the 
evidence,  or  determined,  for  some  reason  or 
other,  not  to  act  on  the  evidence.  Foreman — 
Some  of  the  jury  perfectly  understood  the  evi- 
dence, others  did  not.  Judge  Barry — ^You  are 
discharged." 

Here  is  another  case  to  which  I  in- 
vite your  Lordships'  particular  attention. 
Before  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald,  at  the 
Munster  Winter  Assizes,  1880,  a  pri- 
soner was  tried  for  posting  threatening 
notices  on  the  piers  of  the  chapel  at 
TuUa,  County  Olare.  Notices  had  pre- 
viously been  posted  and  torn  down  by 
the  police.  The  chapel  was  watched,  the 
police  being  concecued  at  a  distance  of 
13  paces  from  the  piers,  and  directly 
opposite  to  them.  The  prisoner  was  seen 
to  go  up  to  the  pier  and  stop  there  a 
short  time.  The  police  rushea  out ;  one 
ran  to  the  pier,  and  found  a  freshly- 
posted  notice  on  it,  another  caught  the 
prisoner,  of  whom  he  had  not  lost  sight 
for  a  moment.  The  prisoner's  hands 
had  on  them  *'  something  like  the  wet 
paste  used  in  posting  the  notice."  After 
an  interval  of  an  hour,  the  foreman  in- 
timated that  the  jury  could  not  agree. 
His  Lordship  said — 

**  I  shall  leave  the  jury  in  for  some  time,  and 
if  they  cannot,  or  will  not,  agree,  it  would  be, 
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in  my  judgment,  with  the  present  panel  of  the 
City  of  Cork,  a  solemn  mockery  to  try  the  case 
again.  There  is  a  power  outside  which  is  pre- 
venting jurymen  doing  their  duty." 

On  the  last  day  of  the  Assizes  his  Lord- 
ship addressed  the  Grand  Jury  as  fol- 
lows : — 

"  Our  joint  labours  have  not  been  productive 
of  very  large  results,  and  I  confess  that  in  the 
course  of  these  cases  I  felt  myself  very  consi- 
derably disheartened  on  two  grounds.  First,  I 
cannot  shut  my  eyes  to  the  fact  that  there  have 
been  very  considerable  failures  of  justice,  and 
failures  of  justice  that  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
have  been  produced  by  external  influences  ope- 
rating upon  some  of  the  jurors.  I  expressly  say 
some  of  them,  for  I  think  the  great  body  of  the 
jurors  were  most  anxious  for  the  performance  of 
their  duties.  But  no  person  of  sense  can  fail  to 
Bee  that  there  were  powerful  influences  operating 
upon  the  minds  of  others  in  performing  their 
duties.  Mr.  Hall  and  gentlemen,  this  is  a  veiy 
sad  thing;  indeed,  it  is  one  of  the  most  evil 
things  that  could  happen  for  the  country,  for, 
after  all,  our  civil  rights  and  our  criminal  lia- 
bilities depend  upon  the  fairness  of  the  tribunal 
that  we  cfdl  the  common  jury.  But  the  common 
jurors  will  not  do  their  duty.  If  they  will  let 
themselves  be  operated  on  in  the  manner  de- 
scribed, we  have  only  to  leave  to  those  who  are 
wiser  than  ourselves — the  Lcg^islature — to  con- 
sider whether  therO  should  not  bo  some  alteration 
in  the  system  of  trial  by  jury  in  this  country." 

I  will  take  another  case.  The  following 
is  a  report  of  what  took  place  before 
Mr.  Justice  Lawson,  at  Monaghan,  on 
the  12th  March,  1880  :— 

"  Owen  Mahon  was  charged  with  shooting  an 
idiot.  The  jury  came  into  Court,  and  the  fore- 
man informeid  his  Lordship  that  they  could  not 
agree  to  a  verdict.  His  Lordship — Can  I  assist 
you  in  any  way,  gentlemen.  A  Juror — We  are 
of  opinion  that  the  prisoner  did  not  intentionally 
commit  the  crime.  His  Lordship — There  is  no 
doubt  in  the  world  about  it.  If  you  oome  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  prisoner  shot  the  deceased 
you  would  return  a  verdict  of  gfuilty,  for  if  you 
believe  the  evidence  it  is  ample  proof  of  culpable 
negligence.  Now,  gentlemen,  retire  and  con- 
sider the  matter.  A  Juror— Would  your  Lord- 
ship give  us  a  drink  P  His  Lordship-*-!  would 
do  so  willingly  if  I  could,  gentlemen,  but  I  am 
sorry  I  cannot.  The  jury  then  retired,  and  in 
about  10  minutes  returned  to  the  Court  with  a 
verdict  of  not  guilty,  and  the  prisoner  was  dis- 
charged. A  Juror — We  have  been  here  three 
days,  my  lord,  and  we  should  like  to  get  oflf 
altogether.  His  Lordship — Oh,  the  Assises  are 
over,  gentlemen,  and  if  they  were  not  over  I 
would  not  be  anxious  to  have  you  try  another 
case.*' 

At  Limerick  March  Assizes,  Denis 
Murphy  was  tried  before  Mr.  Justice 
Barry  for  forcibly  retaking  possession 
of  premises  from  which  he  nad  been 
evicted.  The  jury  retired.  After  a  con- 
mderable  absence    they    returned  into 

The  Marquess  of  Lanedowne 


Oourty  when  the   foreman 
that  there  was  no  chance  of 
ment.    The  report  proceeded — 

**HiB  Lordship— Too  say  that   th«r«   is 
chance  of  an  agreement,  althon^  the 
admitted  that  he  had  been  pat   foroUy 
possession,  and  that  he  has  retained 
up  to  this  month.    Is  that  so  ?    Foren 
my  Lord.    His  Lordship — ^Well,  I  can  only 
it  is  another  of  the  discreditable  soon—  tlist 
have  witnessed  during  these  Amifw.     It  is 
plain  that  what  has  been  stated  all  otcx  Irskad 
IS  perfectly  true,  that  trial  b^  jury  hs     ' 
a  farce,  and  in  the  county  of  Limerick  a : 


bs 
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and  I,  as  a  Limerick  man,  say  with  pain, 
regret,  and  with  humiliation,  thftt  toa 

who  come  into  the  jury-box  in  1 

perfectly  incapable  of  understanding 
or  determined,  while  understanding  it,  to 
their  oaths  and  not  to  act  upon  them.  It 
for  those  who  have  the  guidance  of  the 
lature  of  the  country  to  consider  this 
things." 

At  the  same  Assizes  James  Walsh 
indicted  on  a  charge  of  haying  conTejed 
a  threatening  message  regarding  the 
giving  up  of  a  farm  to  a  man  named 
Pat  Barry,  residing  near  Foynes.  Hit 
defence  was,  that  the  prisoner  was 
obliged,  as  stated  by  himself,  at  tha 
risk  of  his  life  to  convey  the  message  in 
obedience  to  the  command  of  an  aimed 
party.  His  Lordship  said  that  was  no 
defence.  The  juiy  acquitted  the  pri- 
soner. His  Lordship  said  that  had 
cUmaxed  the  extraordmary  jury  eoeeet 
which  had  taken  place  at  the  Awpms. 
Before  Mr.  Justice  Fitzg^erald,  in  March, 
1881,  at  Tralee,  a  prisoner  was  tried  fior 
remaining  in  iforcible  possession  of  a 
farm,  and  was  acquitted.  His  Lordiiiip, 
addressing  the  jury,  said — 

"  This  is  your  verdict.  All  I  can  ny  is  it  is 
a  verdict  against  the  evidence  and  against  yoor 
oaths,  and  if  this  is  persisted  in  it  wiU  swwy 
away  the  present  jury  system." 

My  Lords,  I  must  apologize  for  the 
length  of  these  extracts  and  of  mj  state- 
ment; but  I  was  anxious  to  oonvinM 
the  House  that  mj  case  rested  on  bo 
idle  apprehensions  of  my  own,  bat  upon 
facts,  to  the  importance  of  which  wa 
cannot  shut  our  eyes.  I  have  endea- 
voured to  show  that,  £rom  its  vsiy 
inception,  the  system  of  trial  intio. 
duoed  by  the  Act  of  1871  has  been 
regarded  with  considerable  suspicion 
by  those  best  able  to  judge;  that  tht 
better  class  of  jurors  have  habitoally 
abstained  from  takinff  their  share  of 
service;  that  the  <£u8  adnutted  to 
serve  is  very  much  what  it  was  befors 
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the  Act  of  1876 ;  that  under  the  arrange- 
ment by  which  the  panel  is  selected 
meohanically  and  in  alphabetical  rota- 
tion there  are  no  means  of  preventing 
improper  persons  serving ;  that  a  system 
of  terrorism  prevails  in  many  parts  of 
Ireland,  and  tnat  the  classes  from  which 
the  jurors  are  drawn  are  peculiarly 
liable  to  that  terrorism.  Ministers  of 
the  Crown  and  Judges  have  called  at- 
tention to  the  grievous  miscarriages  of 
justice  which  have  occurred.  I  submit 
that  I  have  made  out  a  case  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Committee  for  which  I 
move.  I  will  only  add  that  in  agreeing 
to  the  appointment  of  that  Committee 
your  Lordships  will  in  no  way  be  parties 
to  the  expression  of  opinion  that  trial 
by  jury  ought  altogether  to  be  super- 
seded. I  will  not  suggest  to  the  House 
what  alternative  measures  might  be 
taken  to  deal  with  these  difficulties; 
but  I  will  enumerate,  without  discussing 
them,  the  expedients  to  which  recourse 
might  be  had.  There  might  be  a  fur- 
ther revision  of  the  qualification  of 
jurors;  farther  steps  might  be  taken 
to  enforce  the  attendance  of  jurors  of  a 
superior  class  who  now  neglect  their 
duties ;  it  might  be  found  desirable  to 
intrust  some  official  with  the  power  of 
purging  the  jurors'  list  in  the  manner 
former^  adopted  by  the  sheriff  under 
the  old  Acts;  recourse  might  be  had 
more  often  to  the  use  of  special  jurors ; 
the  venue  might  be  more  frequently 
ohang^  when  excitement  prevails ;  the 
verdict  of  the  majority  might  be  taken, 
as  is  done  in  almost  every  country  on  the 
Continent  in  criminal  cases.  K  it  were 
demonstrated  that  steps  of  this  kind  are 
not  likely  to  mitigate  the  existing  state 
of  thinffs,  the  further  question  mi^ht 
arise  whether  the  summary  jurisdiction 
of  existing  tribunals  might  or  might  not 
be  increased,  or  whether,  in  some  cases, 
and  in  exceptional  and  temporary  cir- 
oumstances,  they  might  not  be  super- 
seded by  tribunals  constituted  for  the 
express  purpose  of  dealing  with  agrarian 
crime.  The  Motion  on  the  Paper  ought 
to  commend  itself  equally  to  those  who 
are  dissatisfied  and  to  those  who  are  satis- 
fied with  the  existing  state  of  the  law. 
It  u  only  just  to  the  former  that  they 
should  have  the  opportunity  of  giving 
expression  to  their  criticism;  and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  latter  will  be 
glad  of  the  opportunity  of  defending  and 
vindicating  the  system  in  which  their 
belief  ii  possibly  unshaken.    Both  sides, 


I  am  sure,  will  have  but  one  object  in 
view — ^namely,  to  arrive  at  the  truth. 
It  is  because  I  believe  that  such  an  in- 
quiry will  assist  the  public  in  arriving 
at  the  truth  that  I  move  the  Resolution 
of  which  I  have  given  Notice. 

Moved,  "That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  the  Irish  jurv 
hiw8  as  regards  trial  by  jury  in  criaunal  cases.** 
— {The  Marquett  of  Lamdowne,) 

LoBD  CARLINGFORD  said,  he  was 
^lad  his  noble  Friend  had  done  full 
justice  to  the  merits  of  the  measure 
introduced  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  for 
Ireland  (Lord  O'Hagan)  for  the  reform 
of  the  Jury  Laws  in  Ireland  in  1871, 
Anyone  who  had  looked  into  the  mat- 
ter, and  knew  the  condition  intojwhich 
the  system  had  fallen  at  that  time,  must 
recognize  that  the  measure  of  his  noble 
and  teamed  Friend  was  a  most  important 
and  valuable  reform.  The  system  had 
fallen  into  the  greatest  confusion  and 
weakness.  The  qualification  and  numbers 
of  jurymen  in  most  parts  of  Ireland  were 
quite  inadequate  to  the  necessities  of  the 
case ;  in  some  parts  of  the  country  those 
who  were  qualified  were  a  mere  handful 
of  the  popmation ;  and  in  that  respect  and 
many  others  the  measure  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  was  a  most  valuable 
reform.  But  the  inquiry  which  the  noble 
Marquess  now  proposed  related  to  a 
limited,  though  most  vital,  part  of  the 
jury  system  in  Ireland — namely,  the 
working  of  Irish  juries  under  the  present 
law  in  the  case  of  agrarian  crime  and  in 
a  time  of  dangerous  agrarian  excitement; 
and  the  Qovemment  did  not  doubt  that 
he  had  made  out  a  strong  case  for 
such  an  inquiry.  The  Government  were 
most  willing  that  the  inquirv  should 
take  place,  and  would  give  tne  noble 
Marquess  all  the  assistance  in  theijr 
power  in  conducting  it.  He  therefore 
thought  it  unnecessary  to  trouble  their 
Lordships  with  many  more  words.  In- 
deed, he  thought  it  would  be  inconve- 
nient for  any  Member  of  their  Lordships' 
House,  and  certainly  for  anyone  on  tne 
part  of  the  Government,  to  give  expres- 
sion to  their  opinion  on  the  Irish  jury 
system  in  favour  of  any  great  change,  or 
against  the  necessity  of  any  change,  in 
anticipation  of  this  inouiry.  He  would 
not  attempt  to  give  to  their  Lordships  any 
such  opinion ;  but  he  would  just  remina 
them  of  this  fact— that  two  Parliamentary 
inquiries  had  taken  place  since  1871, 
when  the  Lord  Ohanoellor  of  Ireland  in« 
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troduced  the  subject.  Those  inquires  had 
been  conducted  by  two  most  competent 
Committees,  in  two  successive  Sessions, 
under  two  different  Administrations,  and 
presided  over  by  two  Chief  Secretaries 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant — the  Marquess 
of  Hartington  and  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach.  The  qualification  of  jurors,  in 
consequence  of  these  inquiries,  was 
raised,  and  the  last  pronouncement  on 
the  subject  by  the  last  Committee  con- 
tained an  important  paragraph  to  the 
effect  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mittee, it  was  indispensable  to  secure 
absolute  impartiality  in  the  formation  of 
the  jury  panel.  But  although  this  was 
the  latest  pronouncement  on  the  subject, 
there  was  no  reason  why,  in  the  light  of 
recent  events,  there  should  not  be  an- 
other inquiry.  He  only  trusted  the  re- 
sult of  that  inquiry  might  be  to  enable 
the  Ldsh  jury  system  to  sustain  better 
than  it  did  at  present  the  burden  which 
it  was  called  upon  to  bear. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  that  he  thought 
this  was  not  a  time  for  inquiring  as  to 
trial  by  jury  in  Ireland,  as  the  Govern- 
ment had  full  powers,  and  there  was  a 
challenge  to  the  array  and  as  to  indivi- 
duals, and  a  change  of  venue  might  be 
ordered.  The  Association  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Law  would  meet  in  Dublin 
in  October,  and  could  obtain  informa- 
tion and  dispassionately  consider  the 
subject. 

Lord  OEANMORE  and  BROWNE 
said,  he  would  remind  their  Lordships 
of  the  fact  which  had  been  omitted  by 
the  noble  Marquess,  that  out  of  40 
charges  of  murder  there  had  been  only 
one  conviction.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John  Bright) 
stated,  only  a  few  nights  back,  that  more 
crimes  of  a  barbarous  character  had 
been  committed  in  L*eland  than  had 
ever  disgraced  any  savage  country.  It 
was  therefore  full  time  that  something 
should  be  done,  either  through  an  im- 
proved jury  system  or  in  some  other 
way,  to  improve  the  present  unfortunate 
state  of  things.  Crimes  of  a  serious 
character  were  doubled  within  the  last 
month;  and,  though  there  were  large 
bodies  of  military  and  police  in  Ire- 
land, they  were  not  allowed  to  defend 
themselves,  much  less  the  law.  The 
Government  had  passed  Acts  to  pre- 
serve the  peace  in  Ireland,  but  they 
were  not  enforced ;  and  he  was  sorry  to 
see  that  Mr.  Pamell  had  shown  he  was 
more  powerful  than  the  Government,  and 
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could  carry  out  his  promifles  whOe  tluT 
could  not  carry  out  theirs.     Hie  Prisff 
Minister    himself    stated     that     cnm* 
occurred  ooincidentally  with  the   Lukd 
League  meetings;  yet  those   meetii^ 
were   allowed   to    oontinne,    spreadiBg 
terror  throughout  the  oountrj.     If  tLf 
Common  Law  of  the  land  had  been  so- 
forced,  and  had  these  illegal  meedagf 
been  put  down,  Ireland  would  not  ham 
been  in  its  present  state.     He  feared  it 
would  be  of  little  use  to  try  rexnediiL 
measures  such  as  those  proposed,  whkk 
only  robbed  Peter  to  pay  Paul ;  there 
must  be  a  fair  administration,    of   th« 
law.     If  the  law  had    been   enforced 
in  Ireland  as  it  was  enforced  in  Grest 
Britain,  the  present  state  of  things  i& 
Ireland  would  not  have  existed.     It  v^ai 
only  weakness  to  be  playing   fast  and 
loose  in  this  matter.     With  regard  to 
Griffiths'  valuation,  it  was  very  unequsl; 
it  only  took  into  consideration  the  vahw 
of  the  land,  without  regard  to  its  locality. 
It  put  no  special  value  on  town  ptxki, 
though  their   position  often   increesfd 
their  value  five-fold,  or  of  land  on  th» 
sea  shore,  where  abundance  of  seaweed 
supplied  the  necessary  manure.      ret, 
unequal  as  it  was,  it  was  the  beet  valua- 
tion that  existed.     Under  the  proposed 
Land  Bill  all  rents  were  to  be  settled  by 
a  Court,  on  application  of  tenants ;  and, 
pending  such  valuation,  no  proceeding 
for  enforcing    rent  could  take    place 
There  were  600,000  tenants,  and  doubt- 
less, under  the  Land  Leaeue  organiia- 
tion,  these  would  nearly  aU  apply.    Tbs 
Court,  or  Courts,  woidd  be  blocked— 
decisions  could  not  be  given  for  jean, 
and  if  they  won  the  case  rents  wonlii 
be  abolished.    Unless  this  were  the  ia- 
tention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govemmeol, 
they  must    settle    some  basis  of  rent 
pending  these  decisions. 

LoKD  O'HAGAN  said,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  the  observations  of  his  nobk 
Friend  (Lord  Carlingford)  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  appointing  a  Committee.  He 
also  agreed  with  h^  noble  Friend  that, 
pending  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee, this  was  not  an  occasion  for  dis- 
cussion. He  would,  therefore,  reserre 
any  observations  he  might  have  to  make 
on  the  subject. 

On  question,  agreed  to, 

HooBe  a^jomned  at  half  ptit  Six 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  Itilf 

psft  Tte  o'ebok. 
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HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Monday y  2^rd  May,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Pkivati  Bill  (^y  OrtUA^S^cond 
Bsadina—Cohie  and  Manden  Local  Board  *. 

Public  Bills — OnUred — Board  Schools  (Scot- 
land) Teachers  *. 

Second  Reading — Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (Cottin^ham,  &c.)  •  [162] ;  Local  Go- 
vemment  Provisional  Orders  (Horfield,  &c.)  • 
[166]. 

CoMmi</#tf— Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  [136] 

— R.P. 

Committee— Report^laxA  Tax  Commissioners' 
Names  [126]. 

Third  Reading— Local  Government  (Gas)  Pro- 
visional Orders*  [1^^]:  Local  Government 
Provisional  Order  (Birmingham)  •  [144] ; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Brent- 
ford Union,  &c.)*  [149],  and  pas$*d. 

QUESTIONS. 


CONSTITUTION  OF  THE  BOARD  OF 

TRADE. 

Mb.  OOHRLEY  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  What  difficulties 
preTont  the  granting  the  Hetum  ordered 
by  Parliament  on  the  19th  June  1879, 
relating  to  the  names  of  the  existing 
memhers  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  the 
memorandum  setting  forth  the  order  or 
charter  under  which  members  of  the 
Board  were  originally  appointed  ?  Also, 
When  he  anticipates  being  able  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  detailed 
statement  showing  how  the  Board  of 
Trade  have  disposed  of  moneys  received 
firom  the  Admiralty  on  account  of  the 
Merchant  Seamen's  Oroenwich  Pension 

Fund? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN :  Sir,thehon. 
Member  put  to  me  a  similar  Question  on 
the  7th  of  January,  and  I  am  unable  to 
add  anything  to  the  answer  I  then  gave 
him,  to  the  effect  that  the  Order  was 
dropped  in  consequence  of  the  Disso- 
lution. Of  course  it  could  be  renewed  ; 
but  I  do  not  think  that  any  public  object 
would  be  served  thereby,  as  all  the  in- 
formation is  already  contained  in  books 
of  reference  at  present  in  the  Library 
of  the  House.  As  regards  the  second 
Question,  I  am  informed  that  Papers 
will  shortly  be  laid  before  Parliament 
showing  the  number  of  seamen  to  whom 
annuities  have  been  g^ranted  and  the 
•moont  paid  to  each  annuitant    This  1 


will  comprise  all  moneys  received  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  from  the  Admiralty. 

AGRICULTURAL  DEPARTMENT 
(INDIA). 

Mb.  BAXTER  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  any  decision 
has  been  come  to  on  the  proposal  of  the 
Famine  Commission  regarding  the  estab- 
lishment of  an  Agricultural  Department, 
more  particularly  with  reference  to  the 
improvement  of  the  agriculture  of  India; 
and,  whether,  as  advised  by  that  Com- 
mission, an  officer  has  been  appointed  to 
initiate  the  special  department  which 
should  deal  with  Famine  Administration, 
and  consider  and  mature  schemes  of 

*'  Emigration  from  those  parts  of  India  where 
the  condition  of  the  a^coltural  labourer  has 
been  brought  to  the  lowest  verge  compatible 
with  continued  existence,' ' 

to  other  localities  the  natural  resources 
of  which  are  said  to  need  nothing  but 
labour  to  convert  them  into  sources  of 
plenty  ? 

The  Marquess  op  HAETINGTON  : 
Sir,  the  Question  to  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  refers  is  the  subject  of  a 
Correspondence  between  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  and  the  India  Office. 
That  Correspondence  is  not  yet  complete. 
Perhaps  my  right  hon.  Friend  will  ask 
the  Question  at  a  later  period  of  the 
Session,  when  I  hope  to  be  able  to  give 
him  a  fuller  answer. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— CO.  MAYO. 

Mr.  PARNELL  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  Mr.  G.  A.  H.  Moore,  of  Moore 
Hall,  county  Mayo,  has,  since  the  rejection 
by  the  House  of  Lords  of  the  Compensa- 
tion for  Disturbance  Bill,  evicted  a  num- 
ber of  tenants,  and,  amongst  them,  one 
named  Stephen  Loftus,  of  Ashbrook, 
Strard,  Ballyvoy,  Mayo,  whose  family 
numbers  eleven,  and  the  rent  of  whose 
holding  was  £8  15#.,  while  the  Poor 
Law  Valuation  is  only  £4  7*.  6</. ;  whe- 
ther the  holding  has  been  in  Loftus's 
possession  and  that  of  his  forefathers 
for  one  hundred  and  ten  years ;  whether 
he  has  been  left  by  the  eviction  without 
any  employment  or  means  of  living; 
and,  whether  he  will  consider  the  desir- 
ability of  advising  the  insertion  of  such 
clauses  in  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill 
as  will  protect  this  class  of  tenants  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  must  ask 
the  hon.  Member  to  postpone  this  Quea* 
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tion.  I  have  not  been  able  to  get  all 
the  particulars.  The  man  referred  to 
was  a  sub-tenant,  and  he  was  evicted 
for  non-payment  of  rent.  There  appear 
to  have  been  five  tenants  and  four  sub- 
tenants. 

'     Mb.  PAENELL  :  Does  the  right  hon. 

Gentleman  know   whether  Loftus  was 

evicted  by  Mr.  Moore,  or  by  the  tenant  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  :  That  I  cannot 

tell. 

FISHERIES— EAST  COAST  FISHERIES— 
THE  NORTH  SEA— OUTRAGES  ON 
BRITISH  FISHERMEN. 

Mb.  BIEKBECK  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  report  of  Mr.  W.  H.  Biggin  on 
the  outrages  committed  by  foreign  upon 
English  fishermen  in  the  North  Sea; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
intend  taking  any  steps  with  regard  to 
obtaining  a  convention  between  Eng- 
land, France,  Belgium,  and  Holland, 
which  is  so  urgently  required  ?  Before 
a  reply  was  g^ven  to  his  Question  he 
begged  the  permission  of  the  House  to 
read  the  following  telegram  from  Messrs. 
dapps,  of  Lowestoft : — 

"  The  *  Warrior,'  belonging  to  us,  fishing  last 
night,  30  miles  off  Lowestoft,  had  15  nets  and 
ropes  cut  away  by  a  foreign  trawler.  Believe 
done  with  *  Belgian  deviL'  " 

^  Sib  CHAELES  W.  DLLKE:  Sir,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  communi- 
cated with  the  Governments  of  France, 
Holland,  and  Belgium  with  a  view  of 
dealing  with  this  matter;  but  they  have 
not  yet  received  a  reply  to  their  com- 
munications. 

EVICTIONS  (IREIiAND)-.CO.  TIPPE- 

RARY. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M^CAETHY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
since  the  rejection  of  the  Compensation 
for  Disturbance  Bill  by  the  House  of 
Lords,  the  Eev.  Edward  Denny  Lynch, 
a  landlord  owning  property  in  Tipperary, 
has  evicted  among  other  tenants  a  per- 
son named  Thomas  Slattery,  from  a  farm 
at  Milltown,  near  TuUamore,  Fethard, 
Tipperary ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
rent  of  the  farm  was  sixty  pounds,  while 
the  Poor  Law  valuation  was  thirty-five 
pounds;  that  the  farm  had  been  for 
thirty-six  years  in  the  occupation  of  th6 
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Slattery's;  that  Slattery  has  no  odur 
employment  or  means  of  living  than  thit 
given  him  by  his  farm,  and  that  his 
family  are  nine  in  number ;  and,  wht- 
ther,  if  these  are  facts,  he  will  endeavoor 
to  Have  a  Clause  introduced  into  th« 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  to  prevent  wnA 
evictions  in  the  future  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEB:  Sir,  I  thiai 
the  hon.  Member  is  under  a  mifiappr^ 
hension  as  to  the  date  of  this  evictioa. 
This  occurred  on  the  6th  of  June^  1879. 
before  the  existence  of  the  Compenaatioa 
for  Disturbance  Bill.  I  beUeve  that  the 
rent  was  £60,  and  the  Poor  Law  valo*- 
tion  £40.  It  is  true  that  Slattery  had 
no  other  means  of  support — no  ^nploT- 
ment,  and  that  he  depended  on  the  mm 
He  was  admitted  a  caretaker  on  the  20di 
of  August,  1880. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  it  is  a  fact  that,  ainte  the 
rejection  of  the  Compensation  for  Db- 
turbance  Bill,  the  Eev.  Edward  Denny 
has  evicted  a  tenant  named  Dennis 
Dooley  from  his  holding  at  Milltown- 
more,  Tullamaine,  Fethard,  oo.  "Kp- 
perary,  for  arrears  of  rent ;  if  the  rent 
of  said  tenant  was  £95  and  the  valuation 
of  his  farm  £47  per  annum ;  and,  if  the 
farm  was  in  possession  of  the  familj  of 
the  said  tenant  for  a  period  of  about 
seventy  years  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE :  Sir,  I  have  no 
doubt  the  land  owner  was  the  gentlei 
described.  The  name  of  the  tenant 
I  think,  Dennis  Loomy,  not  Dooley.  H« 
also  was  evicted  in  June,  1879.  I  beli«v» 
the  Question  is  accurate  in  other  par- 
ticulars. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  tha 
last  part  of  his  Question  had  not  beea 
answered 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE :  Sir,  it  ia  not 
customary  to  state,  in  answer  to  a  Ques- 
tion of  this  kind,  what  steps  it  is  intended 
to  take  with  regard  to  a  Bill  before  the 
House.  I  must  remind  the  hon.  Mem* 
her  that  the  Minister  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  is  the  Prime  Minister. 

COPPER  AiO)  COPPER  ORE— RETURX 
OF  EXPORTS  AND  IMPORTS.  1880. 

Mb.  W.  COEBET  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  Eetum  issued  to 
Members  on  Wednesday  the  18th  instaat 
*'  of  all  Exports  and  Imports  of  Ooppsr 
and  Copper  Ore,  &o."  for  the  year  1880  f 
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^rhether  he  has  observed  that  Ireland  is 
not  credited  with  any  exports  whatever ; 
^whether  he  is  aware  that  the  '*  Wicklow 
Copper  Mine  Company,"  incorporated 
under  the  Act  26  Vic.  c.  209,  have  for 
years  carried  on  mining  operations  and 
exported  ores  from  the  port  of  Arklow ; 
whether  such  exportations  have  jiow 
ceased  altogether ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
be  can  state  what  is  the  reason  for 
omitting  all  mention  of  them  from  the 
Hetum  in  question  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  as  this  Return  is  prepared  by  the 
Customs  Department,  I  have  to  answer 
the  Question  on  behalf  of  the  Treasury. 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  look  again  at 
the  Return,  he  will  see  that  it  only  pro- 
fesses to  give  the  exports  and  imports 
firom  and  into  the  United  Kingdom.  It 
does  not  profess  to  include  removals 
coastwise,  or  from  one  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  to  another.  I  have  no  know- 
ledge whether  or  not  there  has  been 
copper  or  copper  ore  sent  from  Arklow 
to  England ;  but  if  there  were  it  would 
not  appear  in  this  Return. 

POST  OFFICE— COLLECTION  OF 
ASSESSED  TAXES. 

Babon  henry  DE  worms  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether,  having 
regard  to  the  far  greater  convenience  of 
the  public,  and  to  the  saving  which 
would  be  effected  to  the  State,  he  will 
consider,  in  conjunction  with  the  Board 
of  Inland  Revenue,  the  expediency  of 
usinff  the  machinery  of  the  Post  Office 
for  the  collection  of  assessed  taxes  ? 

Mb,  FAWCETT:  Sir,  the  Question 
concerns  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue 
and  the  Treasury  rather  than  the  Post 
Office ;  but  if  either  of  these  bodies  have 
any  representation  to  make  to  the  Post 
Ofnce  on  the  subject  I  need  not  say  it 
will  be  carefully  considered. 

VETERINARY  DEPARTMENT  (IRELAND) 
—VETERINARY  INSPECTOR  AT  LONG- 
FORD. 

Mb.  LITTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Local  Government  Board 
is  aware  that  the  order  made  by  them, 
and  transmitted  to  the  Longford  Board 
of  Chiardians  on  the  drd  February  last, 
directing  them  to  appoint  a  duly  quali6ed 
veterinary  inspector,  as  required  by  the 
Act  of  Parliament,  has  not  been  com- 


plied with  ;  and,  will  the  Local  (Govern- 
ment Board  take  steps  to  compel  the 
Board  of  Gnardians  to  comply  with  the 
Act  of  Parliament  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Sir,  I  find 
from  inquiry  that  the  order  was  made  by 
the  Local  Government  Boca^,  and  trans- 
mitted to  the  Board  of  Guardians.  The 
present  Inspector  has  been  acting  since 
1878,  and  has  been  re-appointed  from 
time  to  time.  The  Board  of  Guardians 
expressed  full  confidence  in  his  efficiency, 
and  stated  that  when  last  appointed 
there  was  no  answer  to  the  advertise- 
ment issued  by  them  offering  to  accept 
the  post  on  their  terms,  and  they  think 
it  desirable  that  his  services  should  be 
retained.  There  is  an  order  under  the 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  that 
if  from  any  sufficient  cause  it  is  desir- 
able to  appoint  a  person,  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant may  authorize  the  local  authority 
to  appoint  a  person  not  having  the 
qualification  of  Veterinary  Inspector,  and 
it  appears  there  was  no  other  course  to 
adopt  in  this  case. 

ARMY— THE  6Sth  REGIMENT. 

Colonel  DIGBY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  it  is  the  case  that 
the  d8th  Regiment,  which  behaved  so 
gallantly  and  suffered  so  severely  at  the 
action  of  Laing's  Nek,  is  about  to  be  sent 
to  the  unhealthy  island  of  Mauritius  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  I  think.  Sir,  that 
the  House  will  agree  with  me  in  depre- 
cating any  interference  by  the  House  of 
Commons  with  the  miHtary  authorities 
in  the  selection  of  particular  regiments 
for  particular  duties.  Three  companies 
have  to  be  detailed  from  the  regiments 
in  South  Africa  to  form  the  garrison  at 
Mauritius,  and  the  selection  which  the 
general  officer  commanding  has  made  is 
approved  by  his  Royal  Highness  and  by 
myself. 

ARMY  RETIREMENT— WARRANT   OF 
FEBRUARY  6,  1880. 

Mb.  COBBOLD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  the  case 
that  the  provisions  of  Her  Majesty's 
Warrant  of  6th  February  1880,  allowing 
officers  to  count  service  given  under  the 
age  of  twenty  as  qualification  for  bene- 
ficial retirement,  have,  under  that  War- 
rant, retrospective  application  in  the  case 
of  officers  who  had  left  the  Army  between 
the  13th  of  August  1877  and  5th  Feb- 
ruary   1880,    after    completing    twelve 
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year'  service,  above  the  age  of  twenty, 
but  have  not  such  retrospective  applica- 
tion in  the  case  of  officers  who  had  left 
the  Army  between  those  dates,  before 
completing  twelve  years'  service  above 
the  age  of  twenty ;  whether,  if  this  is 
the  case,  the  distinction  in  this  respect 
between  the  two  classes  of  officers  was 
intentionally  made ;  and,  if  so,  on  what 
grounds,  and  whether  he  considers  the 
ground  for  such  distinction  sufficient ; 
and,  whether  he  will  t^e  into  con- 
sideration the  propriety  of  extending 
the  privilege  of  counting  service  given 
under  the  age  of  twenty  as  qualification 
for  beneficial  retirement  to  officers  who 
left  the  Army  between  the  1  Sth  August 
1877  and  the  5th  of  February  1880, 
'  before  completing  twelve  years*  service 
above  the  age  of  twenty  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  the  Warrant  of 
the  5th  of  Februarv,  1880,  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  refers,  undoubtedly  has 
the  effect  expressed  in  his  first  Question; 
but,  as  I  am  not  responsible  for  that 
Warrant,  which  was  issued  on  the  advice 
of  my  Predecessor,  I  cannot  venture  to 
say  what  intentions  may  have  passed 
throufi^h  his  mind.  I  have,  however,  re- 
oeivea  representations  urging  relaxations 
of  the  Warrant  in  the  sense  of  the  hon. 
Member's  third  Question ;  but  at  this 
moment  I  cannot  say  whether  or  not 
they  will  be  complied  with.  Questions 
of  the  retrospective  effect  of  new  regula- 
tions are  among  the  most  difficult  I  have 
to  deal  with. 

ARMY  — THE    FORTHCOMING     ROTAL 

WARRANT— OFFICERS  PROMOTED 

FROM  THE  RANKS. 

Major  O'BETRNE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
officers  who  have  been  promoted  from 
the  ranks  will  be  most  injuriously  affected 
by  the  Royal  Warrant  intended  to  take 
effect  on  the  1st  July  next,  as  these  offi- 
cers seldom  obtain  promotion  to  the  rank 
of  commissioned  officer  until  over  thirty 
years  of  age ;  and  that,  as  many  of  them 
have  only  two  or  three  years'  service, 
they  will  be  compelled  to  retire  without 
a  pension  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS :  Sir,  I  have  not  lost 
sight  of  the  point  raised  by  my  hon.  and 
gcdlant  Friend,  and  when  the  new  War- 
rant appears  he  will  see  that  both  as  to 
officers  now  serving  who  have  been  pro- 
moted from  the  ranks  and  also  as  to 
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officers  hereafter  so  promoted,  f^  pro- 
vision has  been  made,  insoxin^  utest 
sufficient  pensions. 

TELEGRAPH  ACT,   1868— POSITIOX  OF 
TELEGRAPH  CLERKS, 

Mr.  BIRKBECK  asked  the  Port- 
master  General,  Whether  be  will  be  Mm 
to  make  any  statement  with  regard  to 
the  position  of  the  telegraph  clerks 
before  the  Whitsuntide  Recess  ? 

Mr.  MACLIYER  asked  the  Poit- 
master  General,  If  his  attention  b«i 
been  called  to  the  opinion  given,  on  tLe 
19th  instant,  by  Mr.  Attorney  General. 
defining  the  legal  status  of  the  telegraph 
clerks,  and  whether  he  would  adopt  and 
act  upon  it  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  some  days  ago 
I  submitted  certain  preb'minary  pro- 
positions to  the  Treasury  on  the  positioB 
of  the  telegraph  clerks.  These  proposi- 
tions are  now  being  considered  by  tb« 
Treasury  in  connection  with  the  PotC 
Office ;  and  I  can  say  on  behalf  of  tkt 
Treasury,  and  on  behalf  of  the  Post 
Office,  that  we  are  both  most  anxions  to 
arrive  at  a  decision  as  soon  as  possible. 
As  soon  as  a  decision  is  arriTed  at  I 
shall  make  it  known.  With  regard  to 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Memoer  for 
Plymouth  (Mr.  Macliver),  I  am  sure  ths 
House  will  see  that  that  is  a  matter  with 
regard  to  which  I  ought  to  have  Notios. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)~GOVERNOR  OF 
LIMERICK  GAOL. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  th« 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  Eager,  OoTsr- 
nor  of  the  Jail  of  Limerick,  in  whidi 
several  persons  are  at  present  confined 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Coercton 
Act,  is  the  same  Mr.  Eagar  whose  con- 
duct was  brought  under  the  attention  of 
the  House  of  Commons  on  June  1,  1869, 
by  the  late  Mr.  George  Henry  MootSp 
and  who  on  that  occcLsion  was  stated  bj 
Mr.  Moore  to  have  harshly  and  cruelly 
treated  Mr.  W.  H.  O'SulUvan,  while 
imprisoned  in  the  said  jail,  detaining 
him  for  fourteen  days  before  he  was 
allowed  to  see  a  solicitor,  twenty*eighi 
days  before  he  could  write  a  letter,  and 
one  hundred  and  twenty  days  before  he 
was  allowed  to  see  his  wife  and  children, 
leaving  the  said  Mr.  O'Sullivan  with  in* 
sufficient  clothing  at  night,  oompelling 
him  to  wash  filthy  basina,  to  dzink  from 
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filthy  Yemelfl,  and  to  walk  round  a  ring 
in  the  prison  yard  in  silence,  Mr.  O'Sul- 
livan  being  apolitical  prisoner  never  put 
on  his  triid  either  before  or  after  his  im- 
prisonment ;  whether,  in  the  course  of 
the  same  Debate,  Mr.  Chichester  For- 
tesoue  did  not  admit  that  Mr.  0' Sullivan 
was  treated ''  with  an  amount  of  severity 
which  was  beyond  the  necessity  of  the 
case ; "  whether  the  same  Mr.  Eager 
did  not  punish  the  slightest  breach  of 
the  silent  system  by  the  political  pri- 
soners with  bread  and  water  for  forty- 
eight  hours ;  and,  whether  in  view  of 
these  circumstances,  it  is  in  accordance 
with  the  present  treatment  of  politicsl 
prisoners  to  oommit  the  charge  of  untried 
prisoners  under  the  present  Coercion 
Act  to  persons  exposed  to  such  charges  ? 
Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  really  answered  the  first 
Question  already.  Mr.  Eager  was  now 
Gh>vemor  of  the  Limerick  gaol,  and  his 
conduct  was  brought  under  the  attention 
of  the  House  in  1869.  But  the  hon. 
Member  quoted  a  speech  of  the  then 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  he  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster)  felt  bound  to  call  atten- 
tion to  a  few  words  that  went  before 
and  after  that  quotation.  Mr.  Chichester 
Fortescue  had  said  that  if  was 

*'  Unneoeesarv  for  him  to  go  fully  into  Mr. 
0*Salliyan*s  allegations,  but,  after  careful  in- 
quiry, he  had  ascertained  that  there  was  a  large 
amount  of  exaggeration  in  his  representations. 
At  the  same  time  his  apprehension  was  that 
there  was  an  amount  of  seyerity  beyond  the  ne- 
oeaaity  of  the  case.'* 

Then  Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue  also 
made  use  of  the  words  that  it  was 

**  Worthy  of  remark  that  neither  Mr.  O* Sul- 
livan nor  any  other  political  prisoner  made  any 
complaints  of  treatment  whilst  in  prison.*' 

He  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  quoted  those 
remarks,  because  the  hon.  Member  had 
only  given  part  of  Mr.  Chichester  For- 
tescne's  observations.  He  had  no  wish 
to  attempt  now  to  go  into  the  case,  which 
happened  in  1669;  but,  having  looked 
carefully  into  the  matter,  there  was 
no  doubt  that  the  prison  regulations  of 
that  time  were  such  as  to  require  con- 
siderable change,  and  changes  had  been 
made  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the 
Westmeath  Act.  He  did  not  think  that 
in  the  case  alluded  to  any  special  blame 
attached  to  the  Governor.  But  he 
wished  to  state  with  regard  to  the  pre- 
sent position  of  affairs  that  the  Governor 
was  under  the  supervision  of  the  Ezeou- 
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tive  Government,  and  that  the  regula- 
tions were  very  strict  in  the  matter. 
There  had  been  no  complaint  ag^nst 
anything  that  the  Gt>vernor  had  done. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  wished  to 
know,  Whether  Mr.  O'Sullivan  had  not 
written  to  the  public  Press  challenging 
Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue  to  prove  that 
there  had  been  any  exaggeration  in  the 
statement  of  his  case ;  wnether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  attention  had  been 
called  to  statements  in  The  Freeman^ i 
Journal  as  to  the  treatment  of  prisoners  ; 
and  whether  for  20  out  of  the  24  hours, 
prisoners  were  confined  in  a  cell  12  feet 
by  6  feet  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  declined  to  go  into  a  case  which 
happened  in  1869.  With  regard  to  what 
was  going  on  at  the  present  time,  he  had 
answered  a  similar  Question  a  day  or  two 
ago.  He  had  no  complaints  Drought 
before  him.  He  could  not  take  notice  of 
complaints  appearing  in  newspapers 
without  any  responsible  authority.  The 
orders  were  that  any  complaints  made 
in  the  usual  manner  would  be  thoroughly 
and  immediately  investigated. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT, 
1881— LICENCES  TO  CARRY  ARMS. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  refused  of  certain  magis- 
trates in  Ireland  to  grant  licence  to  carry 
arms  to  respectable  persons  on  the 
ground  that  they  had  attended  Land 
League  meetings;  and,  if  so,  whether 
the  Government  approve  of  the  action 
of  such  magistrates  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  forster,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  practically  answered  that 
Question  a  few  days  ago.  Under  the 
Peace  Preservation  Act  magistrates  were 
bound  to  exercise  a  discretion  in  any 
case  brought  before  them.  He  must 
decline  to  lay  down  any  general  rule  on 
the  subject.  If  any  person  felt  aggrieved, 
he  had  the  remedy  of  applying  to  the 
resident  magistrate  himself. 

POST  OFFICE— THE  MAILS  IN  ARGYLL- 

SHIRE  AND  THE  NORTH  OF 

SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  mackintosh  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whether  he  has  con- 
cluded any  arrangements  for  expediting 
the  mails  to  and  firom  Inverness  and 
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the  North  of  Scotland,  in  oonseqnenoe 
of  the  numerous  representations  made 
on  the  subject  ? 

Mb.  FAWCETT:  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friendi  I  have  to  state  that  no  ar- 
rangements have  yet  been  oonduded ; 
but  the  negotiations  are  now  being  com- 
pleted. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— mOHER 
EDUCATION  (WALES). 

Mb.  HUS8EY  VIVIAN  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  WTiether 
he  can  state  when  the  Report  of  the  De- 
partmental Oommittee  on  Higher  and 
Intermediate  Education  in  Wales  will  bd 
received  ? 

Mb.  MTJNDELLA  :  Sir,  I  have  com- 
mimicated  with  the  Commissioners  on 
Education  in  Wales,  and  I  am  informed 
that  the  labour  attending  the  collection 
and  arrangement  of  the  materials  and 
statistics  necessary  for  the  preparation 
of  the  Keport  and  the  examination  of 
the  vast  amount  of  supplementary  infor- 
mation furnished  to  the  Commissioners 
during  the  progress  of  their  inquiry  has 
proved  far  greater  than  could  at  first 
have  been  anticipated.  The  task  of  ar- 
ranging these  materials  is  now  nearly 
completed,  and  the  Commissioners  hope 
to  be  able  shortly  to  present  their  Re- 
port. 

LAW  AND    POLICE—ALLEGED  OUT- 
RAGE  AT  GREENHTPHE. 

Mb.  DAWSON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
WhelJier  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  statement  contained  in  a  circular 
of  the  12th  May  1881  from  Mr.  Samuel 
Charles  Umfreville,  of  Oreenhithe,  to  ^e 
following  effect : — That  some  years  ago, 
in  consequence  of  his  having  obtained 
a  true  bill  from  the  grand  jury  against 
the  proprietors  of  cement  works,  the 
people  of  the  works  assembled  with 
Dands  and  having  banners  representing 
himself  and  his  solicitor  in  the  agonies 
of  death.  That  the  result  of  these  de- 
monstrations was  that  his  wife  was 
killed  by  the  blow  of  a  stone  received 
at  her  own  gate.  That  the  perpetrator 
was  never  discovered.  That  persons 
who  had  signed  affidavits  in  favour  of 
the  daims  of  a  poor  widow  to  compen- 
sation, were  visited  by  crowds  and  in- 
timidated and  prevented  from  giving 
•vidence;  if  he  can  inform  the  Monse 
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if  the  banners  referred  to 
and  destroyed  by  the  police ;  and  vbst 
steps,  if  any,  were  takrai  to  apprehend 
persons  reasonably  suspected  of  intimi- 
dating and  inciting  to  violence  and 
murder;  and,  whether  the  perpetraiota 
have  been  since  brought  to  jastiee  ? 

Snt  WILLIAM  HAECOUBT,  in  ra- 
ply,  said,  he  believed  the  events  refeciad 
to  were  stated  to  have  happened  aboat 
six  years  ago.  It  was  not  eaay  to  ob- 
tain information  about  circomataaeei 
which  took  place  so  long  back ;  but,  m 
far  as  he  had  been  able  to  aeoertaia, 
the  facts  stated  in  the  first  part  of  tke 
Question  were  without  foundation*  No 
banners,  therefore,  were  seiaed  or  de- 
stroyed, nor  had  there  been  apprehea- 
sions  of  persons  reasonably  suspected. 

THE  STANDING  0RDEK8  OF  TBIB 

HOUSE. 

Mb.  THOMASSON  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  can 
undertake  at  the  commencement  of  th« 
Session  of  1882  to  submit  the  Standing 
Orders  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  with  a  view  by  their  revisioii 
to  economise  the  public  time  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  we  have  not 
yet  made  sufficient  progress  in  the  pre- 
sent Session  to  enable  me  to  make  a 
categorical  declaration  as  to  what  we 
may  or  may  not  do  at  the  outset  of  next 
Session.  But  I  must  say  that,  with  that 
reservation,  I  am  of  opinion  that  tba 
condition  of  the  House  with  regard  to 
its  arrangements  for  conducting'  Biui* 
ness  now  constitutes  a  public  questioa 
of  the  first  magnitude,  requiring  the 
earliest  attention  as  soon  as  the  8tat« 
of  Business  will  permit. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— ELECTION  OF 
POOR  LAW  GUARDIANS  AT  BELFAST. 

Mb.  BI60AB  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  annual  election  of 
Poor  Law  Guardians  for  Cromae  Ward, 
in  the  Borough  of  Belfast,  has  been 
conducted  for  the  present  year  ;  if  it  be 
true,  as  disclosed  in  evidence  before  the 
magistrates  at  petty  sessions,  in  Belfast, 
on  the  Idth  May  instant,  that  the  police- 
man entrusted  with  the  delivery  and  col- 
lection of  voting  papers  at  said  electioa 
was  guilty  of  grave  neglect  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duty,  by  uuUng  to  ooUeot 


BALLOT  ACT— THE  ST.  IVES  ELECTION. 

8iB  HENEY  PEEK  asked  Mr.  At- 
torney General,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  circumstances 
attending  the  declaration  of  the  poll  at 
the  late  §t.  Ives  election  :— 

"  The  rwiult  of  the  polling  waa  in  the  first 
imtanci*  declared  as  follows  :  —  Hosa  (Conser- 
vatiTe)  617,  Pcndarvca  (Liberal)  396;  majority 
122.  ITiii  re«uU  took  both  j^rtiea  by  aurprise, 
and  it  waa  at  once  openly  declared  that  acme 
miataka  had  bec>n  maae  in  the  counting.  Bo 
strong  waa  the  feeling  in  the  matter  that  the 
returning  oBlcer  dir^rted  another  counting  of 
the  Toiea,  and  the  correct  numbers  were  then 
found  to  be :-» 


Hobs 

Pendarves 
Majority 


462 
3B0 


102 
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Toting  papers  in  tlie  houses  of  several 
of  the  streets  in  which  he  had  laid  them 
down,  and  in  other  districts  having  called 
at  the  residence  of  the  voters  at  ten  or 
eleven  o'clock  at  night,  when  many  of 
them  had  retired  to  bed ;  if  it  be  true 
that  the  policeman  in  company  with  Mr. 
James  H.  Christian,  one  of  the  succes- 
ful  candidates,  under  their  system  of 
election,  entered  a  public-house  in  the 
said  ward,  and  partook  of  refreshments, 
and  whilst  thus  regaling  themselves,  is 
it  true  that  the  parcel  of  collected  voting 
papers  then  in  tne  constable's  possession 
were  opened,  examined,  and  altered  by 
the  said  Mr.  Christian,  or  one  of  his 
agents,  who  was  also  present ;  and,  if 
any  or  all  of  these  assumptions  be  accu- 
rate, will  he  take  into  consideration  the 
form  in  which  the  last  election  for  the 
Poor  Law  Guardians  for  Cromae  was 
conducted  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  P0R8TER:  Sir,  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  informs  me  that  there  ap- 
pears to  have  been  some  irregularity 
m  distribution  in  connection  with  the 
voting  papers;  but  the  Board  do  not 
think  that  they  should  exercise  their 
powers  under  the  23rd  section  of  the 
Act  67  FicL  c.  92.  I  requested  a 
communication  from  the  Inspector  of 
Constabulary  in  L-eland  with  reference 
to  the  misconduct  of  the  police-constable 
on  the  occasion.  I  have  not  yet  re- 
ceived his  Report,  and  therefore  I  can- 
not say  whether  it  will  be  necessary  for 
me  to  bring  the  matter  under  the  notice 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  or  not. 
I  perceive,  from  the  newspaper  report 
referred  to,  that  the  magistrates  before 
whom  the  police  constable  was  brought 
on  the  charge  of  neglect  acquitted 
him. 


and,  if,  in  his  opinion,  the  existing 
machinery  of  the  Ballot  Act  is  suffi- 
cient ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James),  in  reply,  said,  he  thought 
the  Question  ought  to  have  been  ad- 
dressed to  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  on  Education, 
because  the  defect  seemed  to  have  arisen 
through  the  violation  of  one  of  the  ele- 
mentary rules  of  arithmetic.  This  was 
a  circumstance  which  could  not  always 
be  guarded  against;  but  he  did  not 
think  it  afforded  evidence  that  the  ma- 
chinery of  the  Ballot  Act  was  insuffi- 
cient. 

SiK  HENRY  PEEK  asked  if  the 
Attorney  General  was  aware  that  at 
the  last  Election  his  Colleague  and  him- 
self received  from  the  electors  of  Mid 
Surrey  1,330  more  votes  than  were  re- 
corded by  the  High  Sheriff? 

ARMY— INFANTRY  MAJORS. 

8m  ALEXANDER  GORDON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther he  can  now  give  any  further  infor- 
mation as  to  the  duties  of  the  eight  ma- 
jors of  an  infantry  regiment  under  the 
proposed  territorial  organisation,  and 
especially  whether  they  will  pay  com- 
panies ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  I  have  to  state 
that  the  captains  promoted  to  be  majors 
will  continue  to  perform  their  present 
company  duties,  including  payment  of 
the  men;  but  they  will  be  mounted. 
No  change  will,  as  a  rule,  be  made  in 
the  duties  of  existing  majors  until  they 
are  promoted. 

LIFE  ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT, 
1870— RETURNS. 

8m  HENRY  TYLER  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
he  will  consider  what  measures  can  be 
adopted  to  render  the  Return  of  **  Life 
Assurance  Companies,"  as  annually 
issued,  more  valuable,  by  avoiding  to  a 
greater  extent  discrepancies  of  dates  in 
the  Returns,  visible  in  the  Blue  Book 
issued  to  Members  on  tlio  1 7th  May 
instant,  as  follows: — (I.)  In  the  **  An- 
nual Returns "  (Soheaules  1  to  4,  sec- 
tioDB  6  and  6),  taking  care,  even  if  tha 
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issue  be  made  later,  that  the  majority 
of  them  may  be  (as  stated  in  the  head- 
ing") for  the  previous  year,  in  place  of 
being  (as  they  are  in  fact)  forty-eight 
for  the  previous  year,  and  sixty-six  (or 
the  great  majority)  for  the  year  before ; 
(2.)  In  the  case  of  the  **  Valuation  and 
Statistical  Eetums  "  (Schedules  5  and  6, 
sections  7  and  8),  that  the  compilations 
embrace  more  recent  periods  than  those 
in  the  Blue  Book  referred  to,  varying, 
as  they  do,  from  1872,  and,  in  the  case 
of  twenty-seven  Companies,  not  being 
later  than  1876? 

Mb.  chamberlain,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  afraid  that  it  would  not  be  pos- 
sible to  make  the  changes  suggested. 
The  accounts  of  Life  Assurance  Com- 
panies were  made  up  to  different  dates ; 
and  the  Act  gave  a  period  of  nine  months 
during  which  the  Betum  might  be  made 
to  the  Board  of  Trade.  Moreover,  some 
of  the  Companies  made  quinquennial 
Betums ;  and  in  others  the  period  was 
as  long  as  10  years.  It  would,  there- 
fore, be  impossible  to  have  all  the  Be- 
tums made  up  to  the  same  date,  unless 
the  publications  were  kept  back  so  long 
as  to  be  practically  of  little  value. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL— 
THE  NATIVE  TRIBES. 

Mb.  GOBST  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  take 
any  steps  to  ascertain  the  truth  or  false- 
hood of  the  statements  that  have  been 
publicly  made  that  the  Boers  of  the 
Transvaal  are  organising  commandos  to 
punish  those  native  tribes  which  were 
loyal  to  the  British  Gt)vemment  in  the 
last  insurrection,  and  in  particular 
against  a  chief  named  Montsuine ;  and, 
in  the  event  of  the  Bight  honourable 
gentleman  stating  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  possess  information  of  these 
facts,  what  steps  it  is  intended  to  take 
to  protect  Montsuine  and  other  natives 
from  outrage  ?        

Mr.  GBANT  duff  :  Sir,  we  tele- 
graphed on  Saturday  to  Sir  Hercules 
Kobinson,  and  have  received  the  follow- 
ing reply : — 

"Youn  yesterday  receired.  Administrator, 
Pretoria,  helio^phed,  Uth  May,  that  a  field 
comet  had  amyed  there  preceding  night  from 
Potchefstroom  district,  who  stated  Boer  com- 
mando, about  400,  proceeded  under  orders  from 
Kronje,  on  8th,  to  attack  Montsioa,  between 
whom  and  Machabi,  other  Oaf&e  chief,  hostili- 

8ir  Eenry  T^Ur 


ties  had  been  going  on.  Commiasiasi  called  oa 
Boer  leaders  for  explanation.  They  said 
reports  stated  that  Montsioa  had  ati 
Machabi,  and  was  threatening  Lichtoibecff.  s 
that  Boer  commando  was  simply  to  defcad 
homes.  We  at  once  sent  an  Imperial  OIBO0, 
Major  Ernest  Bnller,  with  Piet  Joabert.  to  Pet- 
chef  stroom,  to  order  Montsioa  to  keep  qoiet  aai 
commando  to  disperse.  It  was  arranip*^  the: 
Kronje  should  appear  before  the  Comooissfln  ts 
explain  proceedings.  Montsioa  was  to  b<»  tcU 
that  Ck)mmi8sion  would  deal  with  whole  qwaariii 
of  Keate  Award." 

Goyemor  Sir  Hercnles  Bobinson  fmthflr 
telegraphs  from  Newcastle,  May  22 — 

"  Major  Buller  reports  from  Potche&trocaa 
that  rumours  as  to  Boer  commando  *g*'**^ 
Montsioa  much  exaggerated,  and  no  foiwaii. 
movement  made.*' 

Mb.  OORST  asked,  whether  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  had  any  inform&tiaa 
about  the  reported  slaughtering'  of  70 
Caffrefl  ? 

Mb.  grant  duff  :  The  telegrams 
which  I  have  read  contain  all  the  infor- 
mation that  has  reached  me. 

SiB  STAFFORD  NORTHCXXTE:  Wm 
any  information  be  forthcoming  shortly 
about  this  matter  ?  It  is  important  thai 
we  should  know  the  attitude  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  connection  with  these  pro- 
ceedings. 

Mb.  grant  duff  :  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  gives  Notice  of  any  Qnesdoo 
it  will,  of  course,  be  carefully  attended  to. 

PUBLICATION  OF  PABUAMENTABT 

PAPERS. 

Mb.  THOMASSON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  thinks 
it  desirable  to  fill  the  houses  of  honoor- 
able  Members,  at  the  public  expense, 
with  bulky  copies  of  Provisional  Order* 
Confirmation  Bills,  which  they  neT«r 
read,  or  to  deliver  to  honourable  Mem* 
hers  on  every  occasion  when  a  Bill  is 
upon  the  Order  paper  for  Committee, 
copies  of  the  Amendments  on  such  Bill, 
when  such  copies  of  Amendments  are 
identically,  word  for  word,  the  same  as 
those  previously  delivered  (e.g.  Alkali, 
&c.  Works  Regulation  Bill) ;  and«  whe- 
ther, in  the  interests  of  the  Public  Ex- 
cheouer,  he  does  not  think  it  desirable 
to  alter  the  practice  in  these  respects  ? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
The  delivery  of  Bills  and  Notices  of  Mo- 
tion to  hon.  Members  is  made  under  the 
general  direction  of  Mr.  Speaker,  as- 
sisted, when  necessary,  by  the  Printing 
Committee.     As  representative  of  the 
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interests  of  the  Exchequer,  I  should,  of 
oourse,  desire  that  all  unnecessary  ex- 
pense should  he  avoided ;  hut  I  do  not 
think  that  it  is  for  me  to  say  what  papers 
are  or  are  not  required  for  the  conye- 
nience  of  Memhers.  I  have,  however, 
your  permission,  Sir,  to  state  that  in 
your  opinion  the  question  whether  Pro- 
Tisional  Order  Bills  should  not  he  treated 
aa  regards  circulation  in  the  same  man- 
ner as  Private  Bills  is  one  deserving  of 
(K>n8ideration. 

VACCINATION  ACT— THE  MAGIS- 

TRACY. 

Mr.  H.  lee  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  after  suhmitting  to  the 
Town  Council  of  the  Borough  of  South- 
ampton the  name  of  James  Seward 
Pearce,  the  Sheriff  of  the  town  and 
county  of  Southampton,  now  declines  to 
add  his  name  to  the  Boll  of  Borough 
Magistrates ;  and  whether  the  ground 
of  objection  is  the  opinion  Mr.  I'earce 
holds  in  relation  to  compulsory  vaccina- 
tion, and  the  fact  of  his  having  been 
fined  for  non-compliance  with  an  order 
under  the  Act;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
yernment  purpose  to  make  this  a  dis- 
qualification in  the  case  of  all  justices 
of  the  peace  who  hold  similar' views  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  communicated  with 
the  Lord  Chancellor  on  this  subject,  and 
the  Lord  Chancellor  stated  that  the 
ffrounds  of  his  objection  to  Mr.  Pearce 
did  not  relate  to  any  opinion  entertained 
by  that  gentleman,  but  to  the  fact  that 
he  bad  been  twice  convicted  and  fined 
by  the  borough  magistrates  for  offences 
against  the  Vaccination  Act.  Of  these 
facts  the  Lord  Chancellor  was  unaware 
when  he  signified  to  the  Town  Council 
of  Southampton  that  Mr.  Pearce  was  a 
fit  and  proper  person  to  be  appointed  a 
borough  magistrate.  The  offences  of 
which  Mr.  Pearce  had  been  guilty  were 
subsequently  brought  to  the  notice  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  who  natu- 
rally came  to  the  conclu8ion  that  a  gen- 
tleman who  had  not  himself  recognized 
the  duty  of  obeying  the  law  was  hardly 
a  suitable  person  to  add  to  the  roll  of 
borough  magistrates. 

CRIMINAL  LAW-CASE  OF  JAMES 

THOMPSON. 
Ma.  JACKSON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  If 


he  can  recommend  the  discharge  from 
prison  of  James  William  Thompson, 
sentenced  at  Bipon  to  three  months'  im- 
prisonment for  alleged  burglary;  and 
for  whose  release  a  memori^  has  been 
signed  by  nearly  300  respectable  per- 
sons, supported  by  many  affidavits  of 
persons  in  a  position  to  form  an  opinion, 
and  who  believe  Thompson  to  be  en- 
tirely innocent  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT,  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  investigated  this 
case  very  carefully,  and  the  result  of  his 
deliberations  was  that  an  order  for  the 
discharge  of  the  person  referred  to  in 
the  Question  had  been  sent  three  days 
ago. 

INDLl— GRANT  TO  GENERAL  SIR 
FREDERICK  ROBERTS. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is 
contemplated  to  make  a  present  of 
£12,000  to  Sir  Frederick  Roberts  for 
his  services  in  Afghanistan;  whether, 
if  so,  such  moneys  are  to  be  furnished 
by  the  inhabitants  of  India,  or  those 
of  the  United  Kingdom ;  and,  whether 
this  House  will  have  an  opportunity  to 
express  an  opinion  upon  this  present 
before  any  decision  being  finally  taken 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  the 
matter  ? 

The  Mabquess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  has  a  Question  upon  the 
Paper  on  the  same  subject  as  that  to 
which  this  Question  refers.  Consider- 
ing the  exceptional  character  of  the 
noble  Lord's  Question,  perhaps  he  would 
be  good  enough  to  read  it  out  at  full 
length. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  would  wait  until  his  Question, 
which  was  the  48th  on  the  Paper,  should 
be  reached.  Perhaps  the  noble  Mar- 
quess would  read  it  himself. 

The  Mabquess  op  HARTINGTON : 
Then  do  I  understand  the  noble  Lord 
declines  to  read  it  ? 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Yes. 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
Sir,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  I  haye 
to  say  that  I  stated  some  time  ago,  in 
moving  a  Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Army 
in  Afghanistan,  that  Her  Majesty  had 
I  been  graciously  pleased    to    oonier    a 


The  general  effect  of  it,  howorer, 
that  he  felt  some  natural  heaitatioiL 
about  accepting  an  hereditaiy  honovr 
when  the  pension  by  which  it 
to  be  accompanied  was  limited  to 
own  life  and  not  continued  to  his 
In  consequence  of  that  conversatioii  I 
wrote  him  a  letter  on  March  1,  fit)a 
which  I  must  read  a  short  extract.  I 
said — 

**  The  precedents  are  so  clearly  in  faroor  d 
limiting  any  grant  ^m  the  revenaec  of  Tnrfri 
to  one  life  that  I  should  have  coosidecml:^ 
difficulty  in  inducing  the  Connetl  to  depart  traa 
the  usual  course  in  this  instance,  bat  th^rebart 
been  cases  in  which,  where  the  original  i<^ci|iieM 
has  enjoyed  a  grant  for  only  a  abort  time,  it 
has  been  renewed  in  favour  of  bis  succeaaor.  T 
cannot  doubt  in  your  case,  if  you  ahonld  mxfcr- 
tunately  not  obtain  the  benefit  of  a  peoaioa  lav 
a  considerable  period,  the  circamstancea  w^ooU 
be  favourably  considered  by  the  Secretary  of  Stats 
and  the  Council  at  the  time,  but  I  cannot  fire 
you  any  formal  assurance  which  would  bind  kt 
successors  and  the  Council  on  this  point,  I 
think,  however,  the  Council  would  be  prepind 
to  consider  favourably  any  request  yoa  aigtt 
make  to  commute  the  grant  for  a  capital 
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Baronetcy  upon  General  Stewart  and 
General  Roberts,  and  that,  in  accord- 
ance with  precedents,  the  Council  of 
India  had  voted  a  sum  of  £1,000  a-year 
to  each  of  them,  or,  as  an  alternative, 
the  sum  of  £12,500  in  commutation  of 
a  pension.  These  sums  will  be  charged 
on  the  revenues  of  India,  and  have  been 
voted  by  the  authority  of  the  Council  of 
India.  The  sanction  of  Parliament  to 
this  grant  is  not  necessary,  and  the 
matter  will  not  be  brought  before  this 
House  unless  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  or  some  other 
Member  thinks  it  necessary  to  call  at- 
tention specifically  to  the  subject.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  puts  a  Ques- 
tion on  the  same  subject,  and  as  he 
declines  to  read  it,  I  shall  myself  have 
to  put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of  lis- 
tening to  it.  I  am  asked  by  the  noble 
Lord — 

**  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Sir  (Jamet 
WoUeley  received  for  his  eminent  services  in 
Ashantee  a  grant  of  £26,000  ;  whether  General 
Sir  Frederick  Roberts  on  his  return  from  India 
was  definitely  informed  by  him  that,  in  return 
for  his  equally  eminent  services  in  Afghanistan, 
he  would  receive  a  grant  of  £20,000 ;  and  whe- 
ther Sir  Frederick  Roberts,  on  his  return  home 
from  South  Africa,  was  informed  that  the  grant 
of  £20,000  had  been  reduced  by  him  to  £12,000 ; 
and,  if  so,  why  the  grant  originally  promised 
has  not  been  made  ?  " 

in  reply  to  these  Questions  I  have  to 
state  that  I  believe  that  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  did  receive  £25,000.  But  that 
was  a  grant  made  by  Parliament ;  while 
the  sums  which  have  been  voted  to  Sir 
Donald  Stewart  and  Sir  Frederick 
Roberts  were  voted  by  the  Council  of 
India  on  my  recommendation,  strict  In- 
dian precedents  being  followed.  In  re- 
ply to  the  second  Question,  I  have  to 
state  that  Sir  Frederick  Roberts  returned 
home  from  India  in  November,  that  I 
never  had  any  communication  whatever 
with  him  on  the  subject  of  a  pension  or 
grant  of  any  kind  until  February  26, 
1881,  and  that  in  informing  him  of  the 
honour  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  confer  upon  him  I 
used  these  words — 

"  I  propose  to  submit  to  the  Council  of  India 
that  a  grant  of  £1,000  a-year  for  life  be  made 
to  you." 

A  day  or  two  afterwards  I  saw  Sir 
Frederick  Roberts,  and  I  had  some  con- 
versation with  him,  the  exact  terms  of 
which  I  cannot,  of  course,  vouch  for. 

Th$  Marqu09i  of  Eartingion 


A  short  time  after  the  receipt  of  th^t 
letter  Sir  Frederick  Roberts  left  Eng- 
land for  Natal,  having  first  signified  to 
me  his  grateful  acceptance  of  the  hcmour 
proposed  to  be  conferred  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty, and   his  wish  that  the  pensiofK 
should  be  commuted  for  a  capital  worn. 
Some  delay  took  place  in  the  fiuaal  settle- 
ment of  the  matter,  in  consequence  of 
its  being  ascertained  —  what  had  Dot 
been  previously  brought  to  my  know- 
ledge— that  owing  to  the  provisions  of 
an  Act  of  Parliament  it  would  not  be 
possible  for  either  Sir  Donald  Stewart 
or  Sir  Frederick  Roberts  to   draw  a 
pension   of  £1,000   a-year   while  they 
held  the  offices  of  Commander-in-Chief 
in  India  or  Madras.    They  finally  an- 
swered, accepting  a  pension  of  £1,000 
a-year  when  they  could  legally  receir* 
it,   or,   as  an   alternative,  the  sum  of 
£12,500,  which   was  in   both   caaes  in 
excess  of  the  actuarial  value  of  a  pensioo 
of  £1 ,000  a-year.  I  think  this  statement 
will  show  that  there  is  no  foundation 
whatever  for  the  statement  that  I  ever 
assured  Sir  Frederick  Roberts  that  ha 
would  receive  a  sum  of  £20,000,  or  any 
sum  other  than  that  which  I  have  men- 
tioned.    And  now,   having  made  this 
statement,  I  think  I  am  entitled  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  upon  what  grounds,  other 
than  those  which  are  contained  in  the 
calumnious  and  lying  gossip  whioh  ap* 
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pears  in  certain  newspapers  published 
xn  this  Metropolis,  he  has  founded  the 
Question  put  to  me  containing^  imputa- 
tions of  so  inj  urious  a  character?  I  will  also 
ask  whether,  before  putting  his  Question 
on  the  Paper,  he  had  taken  the  trouble 
of  satisfying  himself  by  those  means 
irhich  were  open  to  him — [Lord  Ran- 
i>OLPn  Churchill:  What  means?]  — 
by  communication  with  Sir  Frederick 
Hoberts  or  otherwise,  to  ascertain  whe- 
ther there  was  the  slightest  foundation 
for  the  statements  which  he  has  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  ? 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  haye  put  this  Question  on  information 
which  came  to  my  knowledge.  (Cries 
^  '«  Oh,  oh !  "]  I  did  not  consult  Sir 
Frederick  Roberts,  because  I  regret  to 
Bay  that  I  have  not  yet  had  the  honour 
of  making  the  acquaintance  of  that  il- 
lustrious Qeneral. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
liay  I  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  he 
had  any  foundation  whatever  for  putting 
the  Question,  except  a  paragraph  in  a 
newspaper  called  Vanity  Fair  ? 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  am  not  in  the  habit,  nor  shall  I  hope 
ever  to  be  in  the  habit,  of  putting  Ques- 
tions to  3klini8ter8  founded  on  statements 
which  may  appear  in  Vanity  Fair. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF:  I 
wish  to  ask  the  noble  Marquess  whether, 
having  referred  to  certain  actuarial  cal- 
culations, he  is  prepared,  in  accordance 
with  the  Rules  of  the  House,  to  lay  them 
on  the  Table  ? 

Mr. R.N. FOWLER:  Iwouldalsoask, 
whether  it  was  not  in  accordance  with 
the  general  rule,  in  giving  a  pension 
of  £  1,000  for  distinguishea  services,  to 
grant  it  for  two  lives  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
No,  Sir.   The  precedents  have  been  oare- 
fullv  examinea,  and  there  is  no  instance 
of  the  original  grant  having  been  made 
for  more  than  one  life,   although   in 
several  cases  the  grant  had  subsequently 
been  continued  to  the  successors.     In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth  (Sir   H.    Drummond  Wolff),   I 
have  to  state  that  I  have  no  actuarial 
calculations  to  lay  on  the  Table.     The 
statement  I  made  was  founded  on  the  in- 
formation given  me  by  the  financial  au- 
tknitiafl  at  the  India  Office,  and  I  have 
no  donbt  whatever  as  to  its  accuracy. 

8u  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF :  The 
soUsMaxquaM  said  there  were  actuarial 


calculations ;  and  I  would  ask  you,  Sir, 
whether,  having  referred  to  those  calcu- 
lations, he  is  not  bound,  by  the  Order  of 
the  House,  to  lay  them  on  the  Table  ? 

The  Mabqtjkss  of  HARTINGTON : 
What  I  believe  I  said  was  that  the  sum 
of  £12,000  was  larger  than  the  actuarial 
v&lue 

Sib  H.  drummond  WOLFF: 
There  must  be  some  Report,  Sir,  on 
which  the  noble  Marquess  acted,  and  I 
aak  whether  the  noble  Marquess  is  not 
bound  to  lay  it  on  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  do  not  understand 
that  the  noble  Marquess  has  quoted 
from  any  specific  document. 

Mr.  ONSLOW :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
noble  Marquess,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  his  private  secretary  said  anything 
to  General  Roberts  on  the  subject  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
It  is  absolutely  impossible  that  anything 
of  the  sort  can  have  taken  place.  The 
letter  I  read  was  copied  by  my  private 
secretary,  who  was  perfectly  aware  of 
the  intentions  of  the  Government,  and 
he  could  have  made  no  such  statement 
as  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
implies. 

CHURCH  OF  ENGLAND-LOWER 
HOUSE  OF  CONVOCATION. 

Me.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  the  Homo  Depart^ 
ment,  Whether  he  has  observed  that 
the  following  gravamen  was  adopted 
in  the  Lower  House  of  Convocation  on 
Thursday  last,  as  an  articulus  cleri : — 

*'That  it  is  nndcrstood  that  a  relaxation  of 
the  rules  govemin^  the  admission  of  Repre- 
sentatives in  the  Lower  House  of  Parliament 
is  proposed,  and  that  for  certain  reasons  this 
House  has  the  deepest  interest  in  deprecating 
any  such  relaxation  at  the  present  time;" 

whether  he  has  further  observed  that, 
during  the  discussion  upon  the  said 
gravamen,  Archdeacon  Palmer  asked  if 
the  Lower  House  of  Convocation  would 
not  bo  acting  impertinently  to  deal  with 
anything  connected  with  the  action  of 
the  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  if  it 
was  not  coming  near  a  violation  of  pri« 
vileges;  whether  the  Lower  House  of 
Convocation  did  not  only  come  near  a 
violation  of  privileges,  but  was  actually 
fi^ty  of  a  violation  of  privileges  in  deal- 
ing with  anything  connected  with  the  ac- 
tion of  this  House  of  Parliament;  and,  if 
•o»  whether  he  intends  to  take  any  steps 
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to  convey  to  the  clerical  dig^taries  and 
deacons  forming  the  Lower  House  of 
Convocation  the  serious  danger  to  that 
House  of  such  conduct;  and,  whether 
he  will  relieve  the  anxieties  of  Members 
of  this  House  and  of  electors  of  the 
United  Kingdom  by  explaining  what 
are  the  efifects  (if  any),  spiritual  or  tem- 
poral, of  the  adoption  of  the  gravamen 
already  referred  to  as  an  articulus  cleri 
by  the  Lower  House  of  Convocation  ? 

Sir  WnJJAM  HARCOUET :  Sir, 
my  hon.  Friend  asks  me  whether  I  will 
relieve  the  anxiety  of  the  Members  of 
this  House  by  explaining  what  is  likely 
to  be  the  effect,  spiritual  or  temporal, 
of  a  gravamen  adopted  in  the  Lower 
House  of  Convocation  on  Thursday  last 
as  an  articultis  cleri.  My  hon.  Friend 
has,  I  am  afraid,  been  a  little  more 
alarmed  than  he  need  be  by  these  eccle- 
siastical terms,  due  probably  to  the  fact 
that  he  has  not  a  very  intimate  acquaint- 
ance with  Convocation  or  the  individuals 
who  compose  it,  for  I  observe  in  the  last 
paragraph  but  one  he  requests  me  to 
convey  to  the  **  clerical  dignitaries  and 
deacons  "—[Mr.  Laboucherk  :  That  is 
a  mistake.  **  Deacons  "  should  be 
"  divines."] — lean  assure  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, however,  that  he  need  have  no 
anxiety  in  the  matter,  and  that  the  gravO' 
men  is  not  likely  to  prejudice  him  or  any 
other  Member  of  the  House.  I  observe 
that  the  Lower  House  of  Convocation 
express  an  opinion  somewhat  adverse  to 
the  admission  of  clergymen  into  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  as  that  opi- 
nion agrees  with  that  which  has  been 
pronounced  by  the  House  itself,  I  do 
not  think  we  can  complain  of  Convoca- 
tion  confirming  our  decision.  Under 
these  circumstances,  having  relieved  my 
hon.  Friend's  anxieties,  I  hope  that  he 
will  not  expect  that  I  should  proceed  any 
further  in  this  matter. 

METROPOLITAN    DISTRICT    ASYLUMS 

BOARD. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board,  If 
he  has  received  a  representation  from 
the  Metropolitan  District  Asylums  Board 
as  to  the  great  necessity  for  immediate 
legislation  to  define,  and,  if  requisite, 
enlarge  the  powers  of  the  Board  and 
the  local  authorities  of  the  Metropolis  to 
enable  them  to  discharge  the  duties  im- 
posed upon  them  under  the  Act  of  1867, 
m  making  provision  of  adequate  hospital 

Jfr.  Zahouchere 


aocommodation  for  smallpox  patients; 
and,  if  he  will  state  what  couTBe  he 
poses  to  take  in  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  DODSON  :  Sir,  I  have 
representation  from  the  manatee*  of  the 
Metropolitan  Asylum  District  as  to  ths 
alleged  necessity  for  legislation  to  de- 
fine and  enlarge  the  powers  of  the  maaa- 
gers  and 'the  local  authorities.    Indepca- 
dently  of  and  prior  to  this  the  enbje^ 
had  much  engaged  theat  tention  of  tks 
Board.     We  are  now  in  commnn  ioetjoe 
with  the  managers  for  the  porpoee  of 
ascertaining  the  nature  of  the  amend- 
ments of  the  law  which  appear  to  thso 
to  be  required.    When  we  have  received 
the  reply  of  the  managers,  we  shall  bt 
in  a  better  position  to  determine  what 
steps  it  may  be  expedient  to  take  ;  bat 
at  the  present  moment  it  would  be  pr»- 
mature  to  express  an  opinion  on  tbs 
subject. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  —  THE  TRANSVAAL  — 
MURDERERS  OF  CAPTAIK  ELLIOTT. 

LoBD  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked  ths 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  the  murderers  of  Captain 
Elliott  have  as  yet  been  apprehended ; 
and,  if  so,  before  what  tribunal,  ciril  or 
military,  in  or  out  of  Her  Majesty's  do- 
minions, they  will  be  tried  ? 

Mb.  grant  duff  :  Sir,  we  tele- 
graphed on  Saturday,  and  have  reoerred 
the  following  reply  from  Sir  Heroolet 
Kobinson : — 

'I  Yours  2 let.  Persons  accused  of  marderiaf 
Elliott  have  not  been  apprehended.  Cmm  it  ia 
hands  of  Attorney  General,  Transraal,  who  vxH 
act  with  all  expedition  possible.  Boer  leaden 
promise  co-operation.  President  Brand  has 
taken  steps  to  bring  to  trial  persons  aocvsed  <d 
murder  of  Barber,  which  was  committed  withia 
Free  SUte.'* 

I  mentioned  on  Friday  that  the  persou 
accused  of  murdering  Captain  Elliott 
would  be  tried  by  the  High  Oourt  of  the 
Transvaal  under  the  existing  law. 

LoED  EUSTACE  CECIL :  Considsr- 
ing  that  this  murder  took  place  four 
months  ago,  under  circumstances  of  pe- 
culiar treachery  and  cowardice,  I  should 
like  to  know  whether  any  communiss- 
tion  has  passed  between  the  GoTemment 
and  the  leading  Boers  asking  for  an  ex- 
planation why  g^reater  despatch  has  not 
been  used  in  the  arrest  of  theee  male- 
factors; and  whether  the  GbTemmeot 
are  prepared  to  remove  this  trial  from 
the  Transvaal  to  the  Gape  or  Natal  is 
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have  not  taken  this  step  until  after  the 
fullest  inquiry,  and  the  most  carefiil  in- 
vestigation on  the  spot,  not  only  by  our 
own    Consuls,    but   by  an   experienced 
Cn^liah  veterinary  surgeon.      Having 
satisfied  ourselves  of  the  prevalence  of 
disease  in  Spain,  that  country  ceased  to 
oonie  within  the  conditions  of  the  Act  of 
1878,   under  which  alone  foreign  ani- 
mals can  be  exempted  from  slaughter. 
The  absence  of  any  regulations  in  Por- 
iug^  which  would  prevent  the  transit  of 
Spanish  animals,  made  it  necessary  to 
take  the  same  coarse  with  regard  to 
Portugal. 

FRANCE  —  THE  NEW  COMMERCIAL 
TREATY  —  NEGOTIATIONS  —  CONSTI- 
TUTION OF  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  monk  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If  he  can 
state  the  names  of  the  Commissioners 
appointed  to  negotiate  the  Commercial 
Treaty  with  France  ;  and,  whether  it  is 
intended  to  take  the  evidence  of  experts 
from  various  parts  of  the  Country  during 
the  sittings  of  the  Commission  ? 

8iB  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  the 
Cknnmissioners   appointed  to  negotiate 
the  Commercial  Treaij  with  France  will 
probably  consist  of  myself.  Sir  Charles 
Hivers  Wilson,  KLC.M.G.,  C.B.,  Secre- 
tary and  Controller-General  of  the  Na- 
tional Debt  Office,  Mr.  C.  M.  Kennedy, 
O.B.,  Head  of  the  Commercial  Depart- 
ment of  the  Foreien  Office,  and  Mr. 
Crowe,  Her  Majesty  sConsul-Oeneral  at 
Diisseldorf,  and  Commercial  Attach6  at 
Berlin  and  Vienna.     Every  opportunity 
will  be  afforded  to  manufacturers  and 
the  representatives  of  various  industries 
in  this  country  to  afford  information  to 
the  Commissioners  on  points  connected 
with  the  proposed  tariff  before  any  ar- 
nmgement  is  entered  into. 

PBOTECnON  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT.  1881— MR. 
DILLON. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  it  is  true  that  the  honourable  Member 
for  Tipperary  has  returned  from  the  in- 
firmary in  Kilmainham  Prison  to  an 
ordinary  cell,  in  consequence  of  the  fact 
that  the  authorities  of  the  prison  put  other 
persons  to  occupy  and  sloop  in  the  room 
at  first  allotted  to  \fr.  Dillon  solely,  and 
that  under  these  droumstanoes  he  could 


not  procure  needful  sleen;  and,  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  delicacy  of  Mr. 
Dillon's  constitution  and  the  precarious 
state  of  his  health,  the  Oovemment  will 
give  him  for  his  sole  occupation  a  room 
in  a  suitable  portion  of  the  prison  ?  He 
also  wished  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  Whether,  owing  to  the  fact  that 
there  is  but  one  cell  provided  in  Kil- 
mainham Prison  for  interviews  between 
persons  detained  there  and  visitors,  and 
that  only  one  visitor  is  admitted  to  the 
prison  at  one  time,  it  is  impossible  for 
more  than  twenty-four  of  the  prisoners 
to  receive  visits  on  any  day  within  the 
specified  hours;  and,  whether,  as  the 
number  of  persons  now  detained  in  Kil- 
mainham is  much  larger  than  the  num- 
ber capable  of  receiving  visits  under  the 
present  system,  and  as  visitors  are  put 
to  the  inconvenience  of  long  delays,  and 
persons  detained  are  deprived  of  the 
exercise  of  the  right  to  receive  a  daily 
visit,  a  ri^ht  ostensibly  secured  to  them 
by  the  nues,  the  Oovemment  will  take 
steps  by  increasing  the  number  of  visit- 
ing cells  or  otherwise,  to  secure  that  each 
person  entitled  to  a  daily  visit  shall  be 
actually  in  a  position  to  receive  it  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Sir,  I  am 
informed  that  the  reason  why  Mr.  Dillon 
wished  to  be  taken  back  to  his  cell  is 
not  that  stated  by  the  hon.  Member. 
There  are  three  visiting  cells  at  Kil- 
mainham, and  it  is  not  the  fact  that  one 
visitor  only  is  admitted  at  a  time.  Fifty 
or  60  visits  may  take  place  daily. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  Will  a  room  be  set 
apart  for  Mr.  Dillon's  use  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  If  the  hon. 
Qentleman  will  give  me  sufficient  Notice 
I  will  inform  him  of  the  position  of 
affairs  in  that  respect. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Would  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  inform  the  House 
how  many  hours  on  an  average  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tipperary  is  compelled  to 
remain  in  his  ceil  alone  ? 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  I  wish  to  point  out 
to  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  that  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  has 
already  given  Notice  of  the  Question 
of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
requires  further  Notice. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  can  give 
no  answer  to  that  Question  until  I  know 
what  representations  Mr.  Dillon  himself 
has  made  to  the  directors  of  the  prison, 
and  what  their  reply  has  been  upon  the 
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subject.  The  Government  will  give 
every  reasonable  attention  to  such  re- 
presentations as  Mr.  Dillon  himself  may 
make,  but  they  must  be  representations 
made  by  him. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M^KENNA:  I  think 
there  is  more  in  this  case  than  seems  to 
be  imagined.  I  think,  Sir,  it  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  we  should  be  satis- 
fied upon  this  point — that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  is  now  in  prison  in  Kilmainham 
sliall  not  suffer  more  inconvenience  or 
greater  hardship  than  if  he  had  been  in 
prison  in  this  House  for  contempt  of  tbe 
Orders  of  this  House.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  a  right  to  be  here  under  ordi- 
nary circumstances.  He  should  be  here 
taking  part  in  the  debates  in  this  Hotise ; 
but  we  know  that  he  is  in  prison,  not  be- 
cause there  is  any  charge  against  him, 
but  because  he  is  suspected.  I  will  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  will 
give  the  House  an  assurance  that  the 
hon.  Member  shall  not  be  subjected  to 
greater  hardship  than  if  he  had  been  a 
prisoner  in  this  House  for  a  contempt  of 
its  Orders  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  I  think 
I  have  already  given  an  answer  which 
applies  to  one  part  of  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member.  Mr.  Dillon  will  cer- 
tainly be  subjected  to  no  cruelty,  and, 
as  I  have  said,  every  attention  will  be 
paid  to  any  representations  he  himself 
may  make  to  the  prison  authorities. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATIOX— THE  KING'S 
OWN  BORDERERS. 

Mb.  M  ARJORIBANKS  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  If  he  would 
state  the  reasons  why  York  has  been 
preferred  to  Berwick  on  Tweed  as  the 
head  quarters  of  the  King's  Own 
Borderers,  a  Regiment  essentiaBy  Scotch 
in  its  privileges,  history,  and  origin  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  Sir,  in  reply  to 
my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
25th  Regiment  has  been  localized  at 
York  since  the  year  1873  ;  but  that  we 
have  endeavoured  to  see  whether  some 
arrangement  might  not  be  made  more 
in  harmony  with  the  traditions  of  the 
regiment,  whose  title  is  the  Borderers, 
by  moving  them  to  Berwick.  But  this 
would  have  necessitated  arrangements 
as  to  the  afiiliated  Militia  battalions 
which  are  practically  impossible,  and 
also  would  have  raised  difficulties  as  to 
barracks.  With  great  reluctance,  there- 

J/r.  W.  E.  Fortier 


fore,  I  have  decided  that  it  wiD  be 
to  leave  matters  as  thej  are. 


ENDOWED    SCHOOI^S    ACTS— THE 
HTILME  TRUST. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ABNOIiD  mskvd  tk» 

Vice  President  of  the  Council,  WhetlMr 
the  scheme  for  the  Hulme  Traot  has  kft 
the  Education  Department ;  and  v^c 
it  is  probable  that  it  will  become  Lav  f 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  the 
for  the  Hulme  Trust  were  sent 
time  ag^  to  the  Oharity  Coi 
for  the  purpose  of  having  certain 
tions  introduced,  which,  it  is  hoped, 
may  prove  satisfactory  to  the 
parties  interested.  The  amended  schi 
have  now  been  returned,  and  approvW 
by  the  Education  Department,  and  un- 
less further  obiections  are  made,  then 
is  no  reason  why  they  should  not  beeoow 
law  in  about  two  months. 

ARMY— THE  AUXILIARY  FORCES— THE 
COMPANIONSHIP  OF  THE  BATH, 

Mb.  BEIGGS  asked  the  Secretary  d 
State  for  War,  Whether  field  offic«ci 
retired  from  the  Auxiliary  Forces  with 
permission  to  retain  their  rank,  arc 
eligible  for  the  honour  of  the  Coo- 
panionship  of  the  Bath  about  to  be  be- 
stowed on  a  limited  number  of  the  field 
officers  of  those  forces ;  and,  whether 
that  honour  is  to  be  confined  to  &M 
officers  in  active  service  ? 

Mr.  CniLDEES :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  state  that  tke 
selection  of  officers  of  the  Aoxiliaiy 
Forces  for  honorary  distinctions  is  madt 
as  a  general  rule  from  officers  in  activt 
command  of  regiments ;  but  those  who 
have  retired  from  the  command  and 
have  been  appointed  honorary  ooloneb 
of  their  regiments,  are  not  considersd 
absolutely  ineligible  for  those  distinc- 
tions. 

THE   CONSTABULARY    (IRELAND) - 
CIRCULAR    OF  INSPECTOR  GENERAL. 

Mb.  CALLAN  asked  the  Chief  Seoe- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  was  a  fact  that  since  the 
issue  of  the  Circular,  which  was  pub- 
lished in  the  **  Freeman's  Journal  on 
Saturday,  the  arrests  of  persons  **  reason- 
ably suspected "  by  the  police  had  not 
more  than  doubled  in  number  ? 

Mb.  PAENELL  wished  to  ask  tht 
Chief  Secretary  a  Question  of  which  hs 
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gave  him  Notice  earlier  in  the  eyening — 
namely,  Whether  his  attention  has  heen 
directed  to  a  paragraph  in  the  ''Free- 
man's Journal"  of  Saturday,  which  has 
been  puhlished  in  several  London  journals 
of  this  morning,  purporting  to  be  the  text 
of  a  Circular  alleged  to  have  been  issued 
by  the  Inspector  Oeneral  of  the  Irish 
Constabulary,  regretting  that  the  police 
have  been  unable,  in  a  great  majority  of 
instances,  either  to  g^ve  grounds  of 
"reasonable  suspicion"  of  the  perpe- 
trators of  the  outrages,  or  of  those  who 
instigated  them  ?  He  wished  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  such  a 
Circular  has  been  issued;  whether  the 
"Freeman"  correctly  reproduced  it; 
and,  if  so,  whether  it  was  issued  with 
the  knowledge  and  sanction  of  the  Irish 
Executive  ? 

Mr.  M*C0AN  also  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  a  Question  of 
which  he  had  given  private  Notice. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  understand 
the  Question  put  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
to  be  the  same  as  that  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wicklow  (Mr.  M*Coan).  I 
can  state  that  the  confidential  Circular 
which  I  have  seen  in  The  FreemanU 
Journal  of  yesterday  is,  so  far  as  I  have 
been  able  to  compare  it,  authentic,  and 
has  been  issued  with  the  knowledge  and 
approval  of  the  Executive  Government, 
and,  I  may  state,  of  myself.  As  regards 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  (Mr.  Callan),  I  shall  be  ready  to- 
morrow to  give  the  reasons  why  that 
Circular  was  issued. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  : 
"With  reference  to  that  observation,  I 
wish  to  know  whether  it  is  understood 
that  there  is  to  be  a  Morning  Sitting  to- 
morrow? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Yes,  Sir. 

Mb.  CALLAN  wished  to  ask  whe- 
ther the  following  portion  of  the  Circular 
had  the  full  approval  of  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary when  it  was  issued : — 

"  This  document  is  not  to  leave  the  hands  of 
the  County  Inspector,  and  must  be  kept  under 
lock  and  key,  and  any  orders  to  insure  its  being 
carried  out  must  be  communicated  verbally  to 
the  sub-inspectors,  head,  or  other  constables  as 
mnanating  ^m  the  Ck>unty  Inspectors  them- 
selves.*' 

He  wished  to  know  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  gave  instructions 
that  deliberate  misrepresentations  should 
be  made  ?    [  Crm  of  *'  Order !  "] 


Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  passing  beyond  the  -  limits  of  a  Ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  CALLAN:  If  it  will  be  neces- 
sary for  me,  in  face  of  such  a  grave 
scandal,  I  will  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  House.  I  do  not  wish  to  do  so  ; 
but  I  wish  to  say  unless  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary gives  explanations,  and  unless  the 
explanations 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  now  using  language  menacing  the 
House. 

Mr.  CALLAN :  If  I  am  in  fault,  it 
was  not  my  intention  to  be  so ;  and  I 
hope,  under  the  circumstances,  I  shall 
be  excused.  The  Question  I  have  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  is,  Whether  this 
Circular  was  issued  with  his  full  know- 
ledge and  sanction ;  and  if  it  was  in- 
tended that  a  misrepresentation  should 
be  conveyed  by  the  County  Inspectors  to 
the  sub-inspectors,  head,  and  other  con-  » 
stables,  as  emanating  from  themselves  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  not  concluded  with  a  Motion,  and 
has,  therefore,  been  guilty  of  an  irregu- 
larity. 

Mr.  CALLAN  :  I  said  that  unless  the 
Question  was  answered,  I  would  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  I  wish 
to  say  that  I  understood  the  Question  of 
the  last  hon.  Member  to  refer  to  the 
Circular  itself.  I  believe  that  it  is 
exactly  and  fully  authentic.  I  approved 
of  it ;  and  I  will,  at  the  proper  time, 
give  my  reasons  for  it.  As  to  the  para- 
graph which  has  been  read,  I  shall  be 
prepared  to-morrow  to  state  everything 
I  know  in  regard  to  it.     I  cannot,  at  the 

E resent  moment,  say  more  than  that; 
ut  I  will  give  a  full  explanation  to- 
morrow. 

Mb.  CALLAN  :  Sir,  to  put  myself  in 
Order,  I  will  conclude  with  a  Motion.  I 
must  express  my  regret  that  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  has  not,  at  the  earliest  mo- 
ment, availed  himself  of  the  opportunity 
of  repudiating  any  knowledge  of  the 
Circular.  I  beg  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House. 

[The  Motion  not  being  seconded,  was 
not  put.] 

WAYS  AND  MEANS-CUSTOM  AND  IN- 
LAND REVENUE  BILL  — SALE  OF 
LIQUORS  IN  RAILWAY  CARRIAGES. 

Sir  JOHN  KEN NA WAY  asked  the 
Prime  Minister,  Whether  it  was  his  in- 
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tention  to  perseyere  with  the  Olause  in 
the  Customs  and  Inland  Kevenue  Bill 
for  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  in 
Railway  Carriages  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  it  is  not  a 
clause  in  the  Revenue  Bill ;  but  I  wish 
to  make  a  short  statement  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  also  on  another  point  raised  by 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition.  This  pro- 
posal, of  allowing  strong  liquors  to  be 
retailed  in  Pullman  cars,  was  viewed  by 
the  Railway  Companies  who  made  the 
application,  and  by  the  Board  of  Inland 
Revenue,  as  simply  a  matter  of  ad- 
ministration. They  were  not  at  all  pre- 
pared to  expect  that  it  would  be  regarded 
as  a  proposal  of  a  revolutionary  cha- 
racter. To  dispose  of  their  proposal 
would  occupy  several  hours  of  the  time 
of  the  House,  and  it  is  not  my  wish, 
since  it  is  comparatively  unimportant  in 
relation  to  other  matters,  to  ask  the 
House  to  devote  several  hours  to  it.  The 
proposal  has  been  killed  by  the  menaces 
to  which  it  has  been  exposed.  With  re- 
gard to  those  who  have  opposed  it,  I 
should  be  glad  if  they  would  supply  the 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue  with  any 
suggestions  they  may  have,  so  that  they 
may  be  considered  if  the  proposed  should 
appear  in  a  future  year.  I  have  also  to 
state  that,  in  fulfilment  of  the  con- 
ditional pledge  which  I  gave  on  Friday, 
it  is  my  intention  to  ask  the  House  to 
meet  at  2  o'clock  to-morrow,  for  the 

Eurpose  of  discussing  the  Motion  of  the 
OD.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy),  and  any  kindred  topic. 

NAVY— COURT  MARTIAL  AT  SYDXE\— 
H.M.S.  "  WOLVERINE  "—CASE  OF  MR. 
C.  P.  STAMP. 
In  answer  to  Mr.  Macdoxald, 
Mb.  TREVELYAN  said:   Charles 
Stamp  is  coming  home  in  the  Danay 
which  started  from  Sydney  on  the  5th  of 
March,  to  call,  perhaps,  at  New  Zealand 
and  at  the  Falkland  Islands  on  the  way. 
The  vessel  will  not  have  arrived  before 
July.     On  his  arrival  in  England  I  will 
see  that  his  case  is  at  once  attended  to, 
accordiug  to   my  promise  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— DISTURBANCES 
IN  TILE  COUNTY  OF  LIMERICK. 
Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  the  garrison 
besieged  in  a  castle  in  the  county  of 

Sir  John  Kennaway 


Limerick  was  still  holding  out  aniui 
the  large  military  force  which  haa  b«cs 
sent  against  it ;  and,  whether  the  ri^ 
hon.  Gentleman  would  cause  a  mtp  t- 
be  prepared  and  placed  in  the  Libiazr 
which  would  enable  hon.  Member*  ts 
follow  the  course  of  the  military  optiar 
tions  in  that  part  of  the  oountij  ? 

[No  answer  was  given  to  this  Qoi^ 
tion.] 

ORDERS    OF   THB    DAY. 

CUSTOMS  AND  INLANI>    REVENTT 

BILL.— [Bill  13«.] 

{Mr.  PUyfair,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  rJU  ExeU^m, 
Lord  Frederick  Cavendith.) 
GOMKITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  lears  tb# 
Chair.'*— (i/r.   Chaneelior  of  ths  Egtk- 

quer.) 

LOCAL  TAXATION.— RE8OLUTI0K. 

Mb.  pell  rose,  pursuant  to  Notic*,  to 

move — 


"  That  the  annoal  consideration  of  the 
Bures  imposing  taxation  should  be  accomptni^d 
by  a  Ministenal  Statement  of  Local  ""  ^'~ 
and  Finance,  so  as  to  afford  the  Hooie  > 
tunity  of  reviewing  as  a  whole  the  re(_ 
made  on  the  Nation  for  local  as  well  as  Impc* 
rial  purposes." 

He  said,  that  he  had  hoped  that  rach  a 
statement  as  was  indicated  in  the  tonsf 
of  his  Notice  would  have  been  mad#  oa 
the  subj  ect  of  Local  Finance.  The  qiMt- 
tion  of  local  expenditure,  local  reoeiptir 
and  local  indebtedness  was  reallj  oq6  of 
national  importance  when  they  came  to 
consider  the  growing  figures  which  it 
involved,  and  he  thought  they  ought  to 
have  the  matter  placed  before  them  in 
as  clear  and  comprehensive  a  manner  ti 
was  done  yearly  in  the  case  of  Lnpenal 
Taxation  and  Expenditure.  The  £^ 
turns  relating  to  Local  Finance  wen 
extremely  difficult  to  analyse,  and  rather 
difficult  to  understand,  while  the  tim« 
at  which  the  country  received  them  irai 
not  a  period  when  they  were  likely  (0 
command  the  attention  they  merited. 
In  1873  he  had  himself  introdnoH  a  Bi9 
into  that  House  to  require  all  loctl 
authorities  to  make  a  return  of  their 
accounts  at  a  stated  time ;  and,  further, 
to  provide  that  a  responsible  Minister- 
he  thought  the  President  of  the  Loctl 
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GK>Yeiiiment  Board — ehonld  produce  aa 
early  in  the  Session  of  Parliament  as 
practicable  a  succinct  abstract  statement 
of  those  accounts.    That  Bill  had  in  it 
irhat  he  deemed  a  very  useful  clause — 
namely,  one  providing  for  an  official 
audit  of  all  the  public  accounts  of  local 
authorities.    That    proposal    met  with 
a  most  strenuous  opposition  from  the 
boroughs,  and  when  the  Bill  came  from 
Committee  as  amended,  that  clause  was 
struck  out.     The  Bill  reached  the  stage 
of  the  Beport ;  but  it  excited  dissatisfac- 
tion among  those  who  administered  the 
affairs  of  local  authorities,  and  it  failed 
to  pass.    At  the  end  of  that  Bill  there 
was  a  tabular  statement,  of  no  great 
length,  setting  out  the  form  in  which 
the  accounts  of  local  authorities  could  be 
rendered  in  a  way  which  those  who  ran 
might  read  and  understand.     In  1875 
the  subject  of  Jx>cal  Finance  was  felt  to 
be  of  such  moment  that  the  then  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  made  a  state- 
ment to  the  House  upon  it  early  in  the 
Session  in  introducing  the  Public  Works 
Loans  Bill.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  then  said  that 
the  attention  of  Parliament  itself  and 
that  of  the  various  local  bodies  who  ad- 
ministered Local  Finance  ought  to  be 
drawn  to  that  subject,  and,  above  all, 
to  the  contraction  of  debts.     He  quoted 
from  an  able  pamphlet  written  by  the 
then  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr. 
Bathbone),  who  said — 

"  That  while  the  attention  of  the  Nation  is 
umnaUy  concentrated  on  the  total  amount,  and 
on  the  items  of  Imperial  Taxation,  the  par- 
ticnlars  of  Local  Finance  are  known  only  to  a 
few  statisticians.  The  vast  amounts  expended 
and  the  extent  of  the  loans  contracted  by  these 
local  bodies  could  not  otherwise  hare  escaped 
notice.'* 

He  also  remarked  that  the  Government 
wished  to  provide  some  system  by  which 
the  attention  of  the  Government  might 
be  directed  to  the  progress  of  local  in- 
come, expenditure,  and  indebtedness,  at 
a  reasonable  time.  Now,  it  was  on  the 
reasonable  time  that  he  desired  to  in- 
insist ;  and  the  reasonable  time,  he  ven- 
tured to  submit,  was  as  near  as  might 
be  to  the  time  when  the  Statement  as  to 
Imperial  Finance  was  laid  before  the 
country,  so  that  a  comparison  might  be 
made  between  those  two  kinds  of  Fi- 
nance, and  that,  while  they  might  be 
congratulating  themselves  on  reductions 
in  the  one,  they  might  not  overlook  the 
enormous  progressive  increase    in  the 


other.  The  two  subjects  were  not  en- 
tirely disconnected.  It  was  obvious 
that  what  was  given  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  in  remissions  of  taxa- 
tion did  not,  of  necessity,  diminish  the 
need  of  expenditure  or  make  the  expen- 
diture less.  What  he  meant  was  this — 
it  might  be  thought  right  at  some  not 
very  distant  day  to  reduce  the  grant 
from  the  Imperial  Exchequer  for,  say. 
Education  ;  and  it  was  obvious  that  the 
loss  caused  by  any  withdrawal  would 
have  to  be  made  by  a  demand  on  the 
public  pocket  in  the  form  of  a  rate.  In 
the  year  1876,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Hants  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth),  who  was  then  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  made 
a  statement  on  the  subject  in  Committee 
of  Supply ;  but  it  was  then  too  late  to 
serve  the  desired  purpose.  The  follow- 
ing year,  much  earlier  in  the  Session, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  another 
statement  on  a  Besolution  as  to  Public 
Works,  which  immediately  excited  the 
attention  of  some  of  the  leading  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  and  in  particular  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  junior 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain), who  made  use  of  a  very  re- 
markable term,  and,  speaking  out  of 
the  fulness  of  his  heart,  characterized 
the  local  authorities,  and  justified  their 
existence,  as  '^  machines  for  spending 
money,"  though  he  qualified  that  func- 
tion by  limiting  it  to  spending  **  wisely." 
It  was  as  the  mouthpiece  of  a  great 
spending  authority  that  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  came  to  the  Government  for 
loans  at  a  low  rate  of  interest,  and  as 
the  representative  of  a  town  that  had 
already  borrowed  £5,000,000,  and  wished 
to  increase  its  loan.  For  himself,  he 
wished  to  cast  no  doubt  on  the  probably 
remunerative  nature  of  that  loan;  but 
it  was  proverbially  true  that  money 
come  by  lightly  would  also  go  lightly. 
The  question  of  local  debt  was  one  of 
such  magnitude  that  an  early  annual 
statement  ought  to  be  made  on  the  sub- 
ject, to  mark  and  call  attention  to  its 
importance.  In  1878  there  was  another 
early  and  comprehensive  statement  made 
by  the  then  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  ;  but  that  good  practice 
was  not  continued  in  the  following  year, 
and  it  totally  disappeared,  in  a  satis- 
factory form,  in  1880.  That  was  an 
exceptional  year,  on  account  of  the 
General  Election;   but  hon.   Members 
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interested  in  tlie  subject  were  then  re- 
minded by  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  that  thej  would  be 
able  to  get  what  they  wanted  from  the 
Local  Taxation  Returns.      Those  Be- 
turns,  however,  did  not  supply  the  ne- 
cessary particulars,  or,  at  any  rate,  did 
not  supply  them  in  a  convenient  form. 
They    were    defective,    and,    in    some 
particulars,  inaccurate  and  misleading. 
They  were  so  voluminous  as  to  confuse 
and  baffle  all  but  experts,  and  even  an 
expert  would  have  to   search  through 
200  pages  in  order  to  arrive  at   facts 
which  might  easily  have  been  stated  in 
four   folios.     He   asked  the  House  to 
consider  some  of  the  items  of  this  ex- 
penditure.    Comparing  the  accounts  of 
the  year  1874,  as  presented  in  a  tabu- 
lated Betum  for  which  he  had  himself 
moved,  with  those  of  1879,  which  were 
the  latest  he  had  the  material  for  com- 
puting, he  found  that  during  that  period 
the  expenditure  in  connection  with  edu- 
cation had  increased  from  £1,200,000 
to  £3,354,000 ;  the  expense  of  police, 
in  spite  of  a  Oovemment  subvention,  had 
risen   from   £2,630,000  to   £3,035,000, 
and  was  still  increasing.      As  to  the 
loans    themselves — and    it    was    there, 
after  all,  that  the  danger  really  lay — 
they  would  some  day  or  other  have  to  be 
met  by  rates,  and  were  therefore  a  spe- 
cially important  branch  of  the  question. 
The  total  of  the  loans  had  risen  between 
June,  1874,  and  Lady  Day,  1879,  from 
£84,000.000     to     £128,500,000.       The 
whole    National    Debt  was  something 
under  £720,000,000,  and  would  have  to 
be  paid  off  not  more  imperatively  and 
necessarily  than  these  local  loans.  Again, 
the  duration  of  local  loans,  the  periods 
for  which  money  was  borrowed,  had  to 
be  considered  by  the  House.     One  great 
municipal  body  had  borrowed  £  1 ,000,000 
in  perpetuity,  as  though  the  prosperity 
of  the  town  it  represented — in  which,  by 
the   way,    murmurs  of  reciprocity  had 
lately  been  heard — would  last  for  ever. 
Long  terms,  such  as  50,  60,  or  100  years, 
were  not  uncommon  ;  and  he  had  known 
an    important    Metropolitan    authority 
borrow  money  for  60  years  in  order  to 
effect  improvements  that  could  not  by 
any  possibility  last  for  half  that  length 
of  time.     Ho  might  mention,  by  way  of 
illustration,  that  he  had  in  his  mind  a 
case  in  which  a  number  of  boilers  that 
had  alreadv  been  repaired   had  been 
purchased  by  money  borrowed  for  the 

Mr.  I'M 


term  of  60  years.  The  effect  of  refus- 
ing or  withholding  such  a  statement  as 
he  asked  for  would  be  to  check  all  re- 
forms in  the  right  direction,  to  leave 
reformers  with  a  sense  of  having  blindly 
to  pay  more  every  year  than  they  did  the 
year  before,  and  to  excite  in  their  minds 
a  grumbling  spirit,  without  the  informa- 
tion essential  to  an  intelligent  compre- 
hension of  the  points  towards  which  re- 
forms should  be  directed.  An  idea  was 
still  widely  prevalent  that  if  you  could 
get  an  object  carried  out  by  means  of 
the  rates,  you  would  get  it  done  for 
nothing ;  that  everybody  benefited,  and 
that  nobody  lost.  The  prevalence  of 
this  idea  had  a  most  demoralizing  effect. 
He  awaited  with  much  interest  the  re- 
marks which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  make  on  this  subject,  and 
hoped  he  would  not  say  that  the  matter 
must  be  postponed  until  the  g^at  ques- 
tion of  local  government  had  been 
settled.  In  his  belief,  the  accounta 
could  be  worked  out  and  presented  to 
Parliament  without  waiting  for  the 
settlement  of  that  very  important  ques- 
tion. The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded 
by  moving  the  Besolution  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice. 

Sib  MA8SEY  LOPES  said,  he  sin- 
cerely  sympathized  with,  and  cordially 
supported,  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Leicestershire. 
He  had  on  former  occasions  called  the 
attention  of  the  House  and  the  country 
to  this  important  subject,  and  had  en- 
deavoured to  persuade  the  House  that 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  an  an- 
nual Local  Budget  should  be  presented 
to  Parliament,   and  that  they   should 
have  an  annual  abstract  of  Receipts  and 
Expenditure  for  all  money  levied  from 
the  ratepayers  for  the  different  purposes 
of  the  different  local  authorities.     His 
hon.  Friend  in  1872  had  aided  and  as- 
sisted in  that  object,  and  he  ventured  to 
say  that  if  the  proposal  and  policy  were 
good,  then  the  arguments  in  favour  of 
it  now  were  much  stronger.     He  ven- 
tured on  that  occasion  to  draw  a  dis- 
tinction between    Imperial    and  Local 
Taxation,  and  he  said  that  whilst  every 
expenditure  with  »reference  to  Inoperial 
Taxation  was  scanned  within  that  House 
with  the  greatest  caution,  and  with  great 
scrupulousness,  yet  in  the  question  of 
Local  Taxation  they  were  indifferent  and 
apathetic  to  the  whole  subject.      The 
aooounts  of  the  one  were  dear  and  ex* 
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plidt ;  but  tfie  aoooonts  of  Local  Taxa- 
tion, on  the  contraiTy  were  obsoure  and 
complicated,  and  almost  unintelligible; 
whereas  eyery  item  of  our  Imperial 
Taxation  was  under  Parliamentary  ad- 
ministration, and  under  the  superyision 
of  the  Gbvemment,  with  reference  to 
Local  Taxation  we  were  comparatively 
indifferent — he  might  say  supremely 
apathetic — in  respect  of  the  mode  and 
means  by  which  these  vast  sums  ex- 
tracted &om  the  ratepayers  were  ex- 
pended. He  had  strongly  urged  that  as 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
reeponsible  for  Imperial  Taxation,  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  should  be  made  equally  respon- 
sible for  Local  Taxation  Expenditure. 
EUb  hon.  Friend  had  told  the  House 
of  the  Bill  he  had  introduced  in  the  year 
1873,  and  which,  had  it  passed,  would 
have  been  a  boon  to  the  countiy.  He 
suggested  that  there  should  be  an 
Annual  Budget  of  Local  Taxation,  and 
that  that  Budget  should  be  made  up  at 
one  period  of  the  year.  His  hon.  Fnend 
had  then  been  fortunate  in  one  respect ; 
he  then  got  the  assistance  of  a  Member 
of  the  Government,  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld) ;  he 
carried  that  Bill  through  Committee, 
but,  like  other  private  Members'  Bills, 
it  did  not  advance  any  further.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  in  1875,  announced  in  the 
HouBe  that  he  advocated  the  principle 
and  proposal  in  his  hon.  Friend's  Bill, 
and  ne  then  initiated  and  established  a 
Local  Taxation  Budget;  and  for  the 

Ssars  1876-7-8  they  had  an  Annual 
udget  which  was  most  interesting  to 
that  Hoiise  and  to  the  country.  For 
the  next  two  years  it  was  omitted.  But, 
as  he  had  said  before,  if  it  was  needful 
and  necessary  10  years  ago  to  have  an 
Annual  Statement  of  Local  Taxation,  it 
was  far  more  important  that  they  should 
have  it  now,  for  the  rate  of  local  ex- 
penditure and  local  indebtedness  was 
alarmingly  on  the  increase.  It  would 
•caroely  be  credited  that  10  years  ago 
local  burdens  were  less  than  now.  Not- 
withstanding that  the  late  Government 
had  given  upwards  of  £2,000,000  in  re- 
missions, the  burdens  had  increased  by 
the  imposition  of  new  taxes — education, 
highway,  and  sanitaxy  rates — so  that 
positiv^y  all  the  boons  granted  by  the 
U^  Government  had  been  absorbed  by 
new  taxation  for  new  objects.    How  was 

YOL,  0CL2lI.      [tiu&d  ssaiEs.] 


it  on  reference  to  their  local  indebted- 
ness? Thoy  were  actually  increasing 
their  local  indebtedness  at  the  rate  of 
£10,000,000  per  annum,  and  at  this 
present  moment  he  thought  it  would  be 
found  that  our  local  indebtedness  was 
£150,000,000,  and  that  was  consider- 
ably more  than  the  rateable  value  of 
the  property  of  the  United  Kingdom  at 
this  present  moment.  They  had  been 
endeavouring  of  late  years  very  much 
to  decrease  the  National  Debt ;  yet,  at 
the  same  time,  they  had  been  creating 
another  kind  of  National  Debt,  far  more 
rapidly,  and  at  a  much  greater  rate, 
than  they  were  diminishing  the  old  one. 
They  had  been  creating  a  new  debt  in 
their  local  indebtedness.  That  debt 
was  really  amounting,  at  this  moment, 
to  almost  the  National  Debt  of  many 
important  States.  He  was  one  of  those 
who  thought  that  the  mode  and  the 
means  by  which  they  had  allowed  money 
to  be  borrowed  by  their  local  authorities 
from  the  Public  Works  Loan  Commis- 
sioners was  radically  wrong.  We  were 
thus  giving  undue  facilities  for  borrow- 
ing money.  He  thought  it  had  been 
an  inducement  to  those  local  authorities 
to  spend  more  money,  and  to  spend  that 
money  more  extravagantly  than  they 
otherwise  would.  He  also  thought  that 
the  mode  and  means  which  they  had 
given  them  of  spreading  the  repayment 
over  such  a  very  lengthened  period  was 
also  a  temptation  to  borrow  money.  It 
was  hardly  right  in  them  that  they 
should  be  arawing  bills  upon  posterity 
for  almost  every  conceivable  object, 
throwing  imdue  rcBponsibilities  upon 
them,  and  expecting  posterity  by-and- 
bye  to  pay  them.  It  was  not  impro- 
bable that  posterity  might  have  many 
wants  and  requirements  of  their  own ; 
just  as  much  as  we  had  in  the  present 
generation ;  and  he  did  not  think  that 
they  would  be  particularly  well  pleased 
to  find  that  we  nad  mortgaged  their  se- 
curities so  heavily  and  so  severely  as 
we  had  already  done.  We  had  no 
right  to  lighten  our  burdens  and  re- 
sponsibilities by  transferring  so  largo  a 
proportion  of  them  to  postority.  The 
system  of  Government  Loans,  except 
under  very  exceptional  circumstances, 
was  bad.  Money  was  particularly  plen- 
tiful and  cheap  at  the  prosout  time,  and 
if  the  security  was  good  there  was  no 
diiEculty  in  any  locai  authority  going 
into  the  open  market  and  getting  as 
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much  money  as  they  required.  In  1875 
the  late  Government  passed  a  Local 
Loans  Act,  and  he  would  like  to  know 
why  that  had  been  so  little  utilized? 
Was  it  that  the  Public  Works*  Loan 
Commissioners  were  advancing  their 
money  on  cheaper  terms  than  it  could 
be  got  in  the  open  market,  or  were  less 
particular  as  to  securities?  No  doubt 
a  certain  amount  of  debt  must  be  con- 
tracted by  local  authorities  to  carry  out 
the  various  social  and  sanitary  improve- 
ments which  the  Legislature  was  con- 
tinually imposing  exceptionally  on  the 
owners  and  occupiers  of  real  property ; 
but  if  local  authorities  went  into  the 
open  market  they  would  be  more  care- 
ful than  when,  as  at  present,  they  could 
run  up  large  accounts  with  the  Commis- 
sioners. It  was  not  to  be  expected  that 
local  authorities  should  find  money  for 
the  improvements  that  were  forced  upon 
them  out  of  current  revenue ;  but  still 
Government  ought  to  be  much  more 
cautious  in  sanctioning  these  debts. 
Greater  care  and  more  stringent  regula- 
tions should  be  exercised,  and  their  re- 
payment should  not  be  spread  over  so 
lengthened  a  period.  In  many  instances 
there  was  an  entire  absence  of  any  effi- 
cient and  independent  system  of  audit 
with  reference  to  the  application  of 
these  vast  sums.  All  the  accounts  of 
the  local  authorities  should  be  subjected 
to  the  same  audit  as  that  of  Poor  Law 
authorities  and  school  boards,  and  be 
regtdarly  published  every  year.  He  se- 
conded the  Motion,  as  he  was  perfectly 
satisfied,  if  attention  was  called  to  our 
Local  Taxation  and  our  local  indebted- 
ness by  an  Annual  Budget  Statement 
from  a  responsible  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment, we  should  better  realize  our 
responsibilities,  and  be  a  deal  more 
oarefol  and  cautious  in  incurring  them. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leare  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Qneition,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  the  annual  consideration  of  the  measures  im- 
noMnng  taxation  should  he  accompanied  hy  a 
Ministerial  Statement  of  Local  Taxation  and 
Finance,  so  as  to  afford  the  House  an  opportu- 
nity of  reviewing,  as  a  whole,  the  requisitions 
made  on  the  Nation  for  local  as  well  as  Impe- 
rial purposes,  "—(Jfr.  Pell,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sir  Ma$9$y  Lop09 


Mb.  BATHBONE  said,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  it  was  not  neoessaiy 
to  ar^e  the  Motion.  They  were  au 
agreed  that  the  whole  subject  of  Local 
Expenditure  should  annually  be  brought 
beK>re  the  attention  of  Parliament ;  and 
the  only  question  was  how  that  could 
be  best  accomplished.  His  work  in 
this  matter  had  been  the  humble  one 
of  collecting  information  ;  and  in  the 
course  of  his  inquiries  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  only  chance  of  our  local 
government  being  efficient,  and  our  Local 
Taxation  being  moderate,  was  to  have 
the  whole  subject  placed  on  such  a  footing 
that  the  ratepayers  should  know  what 
they  were  spending,  and  for  what  purpose 
the  money  was  spent.  To  do  that  they 
must  begin  at  the  beginning,  and  not  at 
the  end — they  must  beg^  in  the  locali- 
ties themselves.  He  thought  they  ought 
to  have  in  every  locality,  in  place  of  the 
present  chaotic  system,  one  local  and 
spending  authority.  When  that  was  ac- 
complished they  could  then  know  for 
what  they  were  being  taxed  and  what 
they  wdre  paying.  How  was  it  possible 
to  know  that  at  present  ?  In  the  dis- 
trict in  which  he  hved,  within  a  radius 
of  a  few  miles,  there  were  85  taxing 
and  spending  authorities.  He  defied  any 
man  in  that  area  to  say  where  one  most 
look  for  a  check  upon  abuse  or  mis- 
management. His  proposal  was  not 
only  desirable,  but  it  was  practicable. 
In  speaking  a  few  years  ago  with  the 
present  Lora  Heay,  then  a  Member  of 
the  Dutch  Government,  that  gentleman 
said  that  Holland  was  perfectly  satisfied 
with  its  local  government.  He  (Mr. 
Bathbone)  then  said  that  that  was  the 
only  country  which  he  ever  knew  was 
satisfied  with  its  local  government,  and 
he  wished  Lord  Beay  would  undertake 
to  get  a  statement  of  how  they  managed 
there  to  content  the  people  with  the 
local  government.  That  statement  had 
been  obtained;  and  really  the  whole 
success  lay  in  the  principle  which  he 
had  mentioned.  The  Dutch,  he  believed, 
originally  derived  their  system  of  local 
government  from  this  country ;  but,  in- 
stead of  letting  it  grow  up,  they  took 
care  to  put  it  upon  a  regular  system, 
and  their  system  was  the  having  one 
primary  local  government  doing  afi  the 
work  for  the  district.  The  local  au- 
thori^  brought  in  a  Local  Budget  on  the 
30th  Septemoer  every  year.  The  Budget 
lay  on  the  Table  until  the  following  1st 
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January.  It  was  sent  up  to  what  we 
Bhoold  call  our  County  Boards,  and  also 
to  the  Central  Government ;  and  if  either 
of  those  bodies  found  that  anything  had 
been  done  which  trenched  upon  their 
management,  or  was  contrary  to  the 
powers  and  tbe  duties  of  the  local  board, 
they  had  the  right  to  object ;  but  if  no 
objection  was  made,  the  Budget  became 
law  on  the  1 8th  of  January  every  year. 
It  would  be  apparent  to  the  House^  that 
if  we  had  such  a  system  in  this  country 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  the  way 
of  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  annually  laying  before  the 
country  a  statement  of  Local  Administra- 
tion, Taxation,  and  Finance.  It  would 
be  also  evident  that  this  Budget  coming 
once  a  year  before  the  locality  in  genercd 
debate,  which  brought  everything  that 
was  interesting  to  any  portion  of  the  rate- 
payers before  them,  would  meet  with  ge- 
neral attention  and  criticism.  The  conse- 
quence in  Holland  was  that  enormous 
powers  had  been  given  to  the  local  au- 
thority. The  primary  local  authority  in 
Holland  could  levy  any  tax  which  was 
not  levied  by  the  Central  Government ; 
bat  yet  those  large  powers  were  kept  in 
check,  and  the  local  authorities  there 
were  economical  and  efficient. 

Mb.  T.  COLLINS  thought  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  Besolution, 
if  acted  upon,  would  have  a  very  mate- 
rial effect  in  reducing  the  powers  of 
local  bodies  in  reference  to  oorrowing 
money.  It  was  a  great  mistake  that  the 
House  did  not  lay  down  in  broad  prin- 
ciples that  each  generation  for  local  pur- 
poses should  pay  its  own  debts,  and  that 
no  borrowing  powers  should  be  given  to 
local  authorities  extending  over  a  period 
of  more  than  30  years.  Anyone  who  had 
experience  of  local  authorities  knew  that 
they  preferred  to  borrow  at  4  per  cent 
if  they  could  throw  the  loan  over  60 
years,  rather  than  borrow  at  3J  per 
cent  if  the  loan  had  to  be  paid  off  in 
30  years.  The  question  always  was — 
"Over  how  many  years  can  we  throw 
this  debt,  and  how  little  can  we  pay 
year  by  year?"  Unfortunately,  the 
interests  of  owners  and  occupiers  were 
at  variance  in  that  respect.  The  latter 
were  only  anxious  to  borrow  as  much 
money  as  possible,  and  enter  upon  as 
large  an  outlay  as  they  could,  because 
it  brought  them  immediate  benefit. 
Owners  naturally  took  a  different  view. 
Be  hoped,  therefore,  that  Parliament 


would  lay  down  the  principle  that  each 
generation  should  pay  the  cost  of  its 
own  fancies,  instead  of  throwing  its 
debts  over  50,  60,  or  100  years.  lie 
would  also  say  a  word  as  to  the  unfair 
incidence  of  burdens  according  as  pro- 
perty was  freehold  or  leasehold.  At 
g resent,  if  there  was  a  number  of  lease- 
old  houses  on  one  side  of  a  street,  and 
a  number  of  freehold  on  the  other,  the 
one  paid  3  per  cent  Probate  Duty,  and 
the  other  nothing,  or  next  to  nothing. 
It  was  a  perfect  scandal,  and  could  be 
supported  by  neither  rhyme  nor  reason. 
There  should  be  no  such  distinction. 
Property  should  be  divided  into  rate- 
able and  non-rateable,  and  the  Probate 
Duty  should  be  levied  at  different  rates 
accordingly.  Of  course,  the  manner  in 
which  it  was  dealt  with  in  the  present 
Bill  could  only  be  regarded  as  frag- 
mentary, and  he  hoped  at  a  future  time 
the  subject  would  be  grasped  in  a  more 
general  manner. 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  thmk there 
is  great  force  in  the  statement  made  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House  with  respect  to  the  ques- 
tion of  Probate  Duty.  There  is  no  doubt 
whatever  that  that  is  a  subject  which 
must  be  taken  into  very  serious  considera- 
tion by  Parliament.  This  much  I  said  on  a 
recent  occasion,  and  I  also  pointed  out 
that  until  the  House  had  determined 
what  it  would  endeavour  to  give  to  the 
Statute  Law  and  other  matters,  it  was 
not  possible  to  legislate  upon  the  subject 
of  both  duties.  I  pass  from  that,  be- 
cause I  think  it  is  understood  this  debate 
should  have  for  its  main  object  to  deal 
with  the  subject  raised  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell). 
With  the  spirit  and  aim  of  his  speech 
I  entirely  sympathize,  as  I  do  with  the 
speeches  made  since  the  hon.  Gentleman 
sat  down.  I  am  very  glad  we  are  not 
placed  in  conflict  with  the  terms  of  the 
Resolution ;  because,  although  some  little 
objection  might  be  taken  on  the  score  of 
ambiguity,  I  should  bo  sorry  to  soem  to 
be  in  opposition  to  him.  This  quef^tion  is 
so  large  and  complex  that  it  is  difficult  to 
give  a  full  view  of  it  except  in  lengthened 
debate ;  and,  therefore,  I  must  beg  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  if  I  do  not 
at  present  take  a  full  view  of  it.  I  havo 
already   expressed  my  thorough   sym- 

£athy  with  the  speech  made  by  the  hon. 
[ember.    The  hon.  Member  has  spoken 
most  properly  of  the  presentation  of  ac« 
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coimt6  of  Local  Expenditure,  as  one  of 
the  first  objects  to  wnicli  we  should  look, 
and  an  object  which  may  be  prosecuted 
without  making  it  dependent  altogether 
upon  the  settlement  of  other  questions, 
however  important  and  however  difficult. 
I  entirely  agree  with  him  in  that  mat- 
ter ;  but  I  would  at  the  same  time  point 
out  that  we  must  not  expect,  1  am 
afraid,  to  do  all  that  is  to  be  done  in 
this  respect  at  a  single  stroke.  In  the 
first  place,  some  progress  has  been 
made,  and,  of  course,  it  is  the  duty  and 
the  aim  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
under  whatever  Government,  to  keep 
this  subject  still  in  view,  and  lay  the 
foundation  of  a  good  system  of  local  ac- 
count, with  the  view  of  enabling  Parlia- 
ment to  obtain  a  clear  knowledge,  and, 
if  necessary,  sufficient  control  over  Local 
Expenditure.  It  is  right  to  point  out 
that  in  this  matter  we  are  dealing  not 
only  with  England,  but  with  Scotland 
and  Ireland  as  well,  and  that,  as  re- 
gards the  presentation  of  accounts  for 
those  countries — and  Scotland  in  par- 
ticular— we  are,  I  believe,  less  advanced 
than  with  reepard  to  England.  The  sub- 
ject must  ana  ought  to  be  prosecuted  for 
the  three  countries,  because  unless  you 
do  so  you  cannot  either  consider  duly 
the  relation  between  Local  and  Imperial 
Expenditure,  or  obtain  that  aggregate 
view  which  the  hon.  Member  is  most  de- 
sirous to  obtain  of  the  total  Expenditure 
of  the  country,  whether  Imperial  or 
local.  The  Besolution  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber states — 

'*  That  the  annual  consideration  of  the  mea- 
sures imposing  taxation  should  be  accompanied 
by  a  Miiusteml  Statement  of  Local  Taxation 
and  Finance,  so  as  to  a£ford  the  House  an  op- 
portunity of  reviewing,  as  a  whole,  the  requisi- 
tions maide  on  the  nation  for  local  as  well  as 
Imperial  purposes.'* 

I  am  sure  that  the  hon.  Member  does 
not  mean  that  the  Local  and  Imperial 
Budget  should  be  comprised  in  a  speech 
embracing  both  subjects,  because  they 
are  in  the  Department  of  two  Ministers; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  everyone 
knows,  especially  in  the  case  of  the 
larger  and  complex  Budgets,  it  could 
have  no  effect  except  to  confuse,  if  sub- 
jects so  wide  and  diversified  were  com- 
bined. What  I  take  to  be  the  general 
object  of  the  Motion  is  that  there  should 
be  a  Ministerial  Statement  on  the  sub- 
ject in  the  course  of  the  Session,  and 
that  it  should  be  as  dosely  following  in 

Mr.  OladsUms 


point  of  time  the  Financial  Statement  u 

Cible.    We  are  indebted  to  my  li^t 
Friend  opposite  (Sir  Stafford  Noitii- 
cote),  who,  as  Ohancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer,  took  notice  of  the  rapid  growth  of 
Local  Taxation  and  Local  Loans,  and  kid 
down  officially  in  this  House  the  propo- 
sition that  this  Annual  Statement  ouglit 
to  be  made.     This  deserves  very  senou 
consideration ;  because,  unquestionablj, 
the  subject  of  Local  Loans  is  formidali^ 
from  two  points  of  view — first  of  ill  ai 
indicating  a  vast  increase  in  the  scale  of 
local  expenditure   and  the    dangerrai 
tendencies  to  enlarge  and  increase  it ; 
and,   secondly,   as  constituting  a  ner 
drain  upon  the  credit  of   the  nation, 
which    threatens    to    become    serioos, 
and  which  under  given  droumstances  of 
time,  for  great  Imperial  purposes,  mtj 
be  a  great  public  evil.     Tnere  is,  thsre- 
fore,  not  only  a  local,  but  also  a  oentnl 
interest  to  the  nation  and  the  Exchequer 
in  the  due  presentation  of  this  subject 
With  regard  to  the  loans  likely  to  Im 
required  from  the  Exchequer  for  public 
purposes,   that  has  become  a  regokr 
part  of  our  system.    But  there  is  sooie 
difficulty  in  laying  down  the  proposition 
that  the  statement  shall  always  be  pre- 
sented at  the  same  period  of  the  Sesnoo 
as  the  Financial  Statement,  because itmaj 
happen — and  it  may  happen  thisyesr— 
that  the  amount  which  may  be  required 
in  the  course  of  the  year  depends  Torf 
essentially  upon  legislation  that  is  m- 
tually  under  consideration  of  the  Hoofe, 
and  which  the  House  may  not  be  abk 
to  dispose  of  until  a  more  adysDoed 
period  of  the  Session.      However,  tbii 
Statement,  however  desirable,  is  onlj  % 
part  of  the  question,  because  it  does  not 
include  loans  obtained  by  loccJ  authori- 
ties from  sources  other  than  Impeiialt 
and  I  am  very  glad  the  local  authoritisi 
should  borrow  on  their  own  credit.   1 
am  quite  certain  that  that  will  confer  • 
much  stronger  sense  of  responsibiiitj, 
and  secure  a  much  closer  attention  thai 
would  be  the  case  under  the  slippery  sod 
perilous  idea  that  they  could  go  to  • 
central  source  to  borrow  and  draw  upoo 
the  nation.     I  believe  the  doctrine  liud 
down  to  be  thoroughly  sound,  and  I  hope 
it  will  receive  assent  from  all  qoarteit 
I  need  not  say  that  it  is  the  intentioa 
of  the  President  of  Uie  Local  QovemmsBt 
Board  to  make  a  Statement  of  the  kind 
to  which  the  hon.  M^nber  alluded,  and 
at  as  early  a  period  as  he  can.   Tb« 
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hon.  Member  knows  the  exceedingly 
abnormal  circumstances  of  the  present 
Session,  and  he  knows  under  what  diffi- 
onlties  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Sclater-Booth),  in  the  time  of  the 
late  GoTemment,  laboured  with  regard 
to  the  fulfilment  of  their  intentions  in 
tills  respect.  The  hon.  Member  said 
that  he  hoped  I  would  not  say  that  this 
was  a  matter  which  must  await  the  settle- 
ment of  the  great  question  of  local 
^vemment.  I  shall  not  say  that.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  necessary  that  all  process 
in  this  important  business  should  be 
I>08tponed  until  the  question  of  local 
g;oremment  has  been  settled.  At  the 
Bame  time,  having  said  that  I  fully  be- 
ll eve  that  great  good  will  arise  from  an 
endeavour  to  improve  the  system  of  local 
accounts  and  accelerate  the  presentation 
of  local  accoimts,  and  bring  their  pre- 
sentation to  a  convenient  period  of  the 
year — while  believing  that  great  good 
will  arise  froxsi  that,  and  also  from  the 
simple  fact  of  an  authentio  official  State- 
ment in  this  House  and  a  discussion 
by  the  House  upon  it — I  am  bound  to 
Bay  that  I   do  not  think  it  would  be 

Sossible  for  us  to  cope  with  all  the 
ifficulties  of  the  case  without  taking 
into  consideration  the  serious  difficulty 
we  stand  in  as  to  the  general  despatch  of 
our  Business.  Let  us  take  the  Indian 
Financial  Statement.  That  is  a  question 
of  a  very  formidable  nature  indeed,  less 
directly  relating  to  our  own  pockets ;  but 
it  is  a  g^reat  Imperial  question,  and  may 
have  some  possible  relation  to  the  Expen- 
diture of  the  country.  It  was  the  full 
desire  that  that  Statement  should  be 
made  from  year  to  year,  at  a  period  of 
the  Session  when  it  would  be  in  their 
power  to  secure  for  it  full  attention  ;  but 
notwithstanding  that,  under  all  Govern- 
ments alike,  it  has  been  found  impossible 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  until 
the  year  is  exhausted.  Sir,  I  feel  con- 
vinced of  this — we  shall  make  no  efifectual 
provision  for  the  satisfactory  general 
discharge  of  our  public  duties  until  we 
recognize  these  two  facts — fundamental 
facts — first  of  all,  that  we  are  in  a  great 
arrear  of  Public  Business;  and,  secondly, 
that  the  system  under  which  we  live 
involves  us  almost  daily  in  the  very  large 
waste  of  Parliamentary  time.  Under 
these  circumstances,  the  enormous  arrears 
of  Business,  and  the  enormous  waste  of 
time  make  amost  formidable  combination, 
submit  to  the  judgment  of  the  House 


an  idea  which  may  lead  to  something 
useful.  We  have  a  very  valuable  Com- 
mittee sittine  annually  (Upon  Public 
Accounts,  and  the  efifect  of  that  Com- 
mittee is  to  speak  with  great  authority 
upon  a  difficult  and  intricate  subject, 
which  would  not  command  much  general 
interest  in  Parliament  if  it  were  made 
the  subject  of  debate,  and  yet  which  it 
is  of  very  great  importance  to  examine. 
I  am  by  no  means  sure  that  it  is  not 
worthy  the  consideration  of  the  Gentlemen 
who  are  interested  in  local  expenditure 
whether  we  might  not  be  able  to  effect 
something  useful  by  establishing  a  Com- 
mittee of  weight  and  authority  which 
should  have  for  its  duty  the  regular  re- 
view of  Local  Expenditure  and  Accounts, 
and  the  presentation  to  the  House  from 
time  to  time  of  the  results  of  their  em- 
ployment. I  do  not  venture  to  give  on 
that  subject  any  positive  opinion  ;  but  I 
think  it  a  hopeful  matter  to  prosecute, 
and  one  worth  examination.  As  regards 
the  general  question  of  Local  Expendi- 
ture, it  is,  perhaps,  of  such  magnitude 
that  we  cannot  satisfactorily  dispose  of  it 
now.  I  hope,  however,  we  are  approach- 
ing the  time  when  these  matters  will  no 
longer  be  dealt  with  as  questions  of  rival 
interest  betweeen  the  Local  and  Imperial 
Exchequers.  As  long  as  they  are  so 
dealt  with,  in  my  opinion,  we  shall  do 
nothing  but  mischief.  There  is,  un- 
doubtedly, a  fatal  tendency  in  the  system 
of  what  are  called  '^  Grants  in  Aid  "  both 
to  relax  the  principles  of  economy  in  the 
country  and  to  increase  the  coimtry's 
aggregate  expenditure.  What  we  have 
to  do  is  to  strive  honestly  and  impartially 
to  keep  down  the  aggregate  total  expen- 
diture of  the  country.  Whether  it  be 
local  expenditure  or  Imperial,  that  is  the 
interest,  and  that  is  the  duty  of  Parlia- 
ment. Next  to  keeping  down  the  total 
expenditure,  our  dubr  is  to  see  that  the 
taxation  by  which  it  is  to  be  met  is 
freely  and  fairly  apportioned;  and  in 
apportioning  taxation  what  we  have  to 
do  is  to  make  a  double  examination — 
first  of  all  of  the  way  in  which  the  taxa- 
tion falls  as  between  property  and  labour ; 
and,  secondly,  of  the  way  in  which  it  falls 
as  between  real  property  and  personal 
property.  These  two  questions  are 
totfiuly  distinct  one  from  the  other,  as  to 
the  aUocation  between  the  two  kinds  of 
property ;  but  as  long  as  these  questions 
are  debated  simply  as  questions  of  rivalry 
between  the  local  and  the  Central  Ex- 
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chequer,  we  lose  sight  entirely  of  that.  I 
only  say  that  I  do  not  believe  those  great 
questions  can  be  satisfactorily  disposed 
of  until  the  question  of  local  government 
has  been  thoroughly  dealt  with.  The 
questions  of  improving  the  local  accounts, 
and  the  Parliamentary  supervision  and' 
moral  influence  to  be  brought  to  bear 
on  the  local  expenditure,  I  hope,  will  go 
forth  quite  independently  of  the  settle- 
ment of  these  greater  questions,  desir- 
able as  that  settlement  may  in  itself  be. 
I  think  we  all  must  feel  that  those  who, 
like  the  hon.  Member  who  proposed  the 
Motion,  and  who  spoke  in  this  House  in 
the  interests  of  general  economy  and 
thrift  in  Local  Expenditure,  are  really 
rendering  a  valuable  and  important  ser- 
vice to  the  State. 

Mb.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  said,  he  must 
congratulate  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell) 
on  the  encouragement  he  had  received 
from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
He  was  very  glad  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  it  in  contemplation  to 
continue  the  practice  of  making  an  An- 
nual Statement  to  the  House  on  subjects 
Buch  as  they  now  had  before  them.  By 
the  Local  Loans  Act,  the  Local  Taxation 
Beturns  Act,  and  the  Auditing  Act — 
three  Acts  passed  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment— the  foundation  had  been  laid  for 
a  useful  series  of  measures  on  the  ques- 
tions under  consideration.  He  depre- 
cated many  of  the  remarks  that  nad 
been  made  as  to  the  tendency  of  local 
authorities  generally  to  get  into  debt ; 
but  the  best  ^ay  at  present  to  check  the 
tendency  would  be  by  paying  careful 
attention  to  the  Private  Bill  legislation. 
It  was  by  no  means  the  case  that  all  the 
local  authorities  were  running  a  race  to 
got  into  debt.  Of  £  1 20,000,000,  by  far 
the  greater  part  had  been  raised  by 
half-a-dozen  great  towns,  in  whose  case 
there  was  no  cause  for  alarm,  as  their 
rateable  value  was  quite  sufEcient  to 
meet  any  pressure.  The  House  and 
the  country  were  very  much  indebted 
to  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote)  for  the  earnestness  and  ability 
with  which  he  pressed  forward  the 
principles  of  the  Local  Loans  Act ;  and 
ne  hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  op- 
posite, when  he  came  to  make  his  An- 
nual Statement,  would  make  it  under 
more  favourable  circumstances  than  had 
fallen  to  his  own  lot  when  at  the  head 

Mr,  Gladstone 


of  the  Local  Gbvemment  Board.  The 
suggestion  that  a  strong  Committee, 
having  power  to  review  these  questions, 
should  be  appointed,  was  an  important 
one  ;  and  his  hope  was  that  such  a  Com- 
mittee, when  formed,  would  have  more 
attention  paid  to  it  than  the  Committee 
on  Public  Accounts,  which  received  leoi 
recognition  in  the  House  and  the  coon- 
try  than  its  merits  deserved. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  he  thought  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the 
Kesolution  ought  to  be  satisfied  with 
the  Prime  Minister's  speech,  which  he 
thought  would  strengthen  the  bands  of 
those  local  authorities  who  deeired  to 
economize. 

Mr.  S.  LEEGHTON  said,  he  hoped 
that  in  future,  as  the  persons  who  paid 
the  rates  and  taxes  were,  for  the  most 
part,  the  same,  the  two  Budgets  would 
oe  laid  before  the  House  as  nearly  as 
possible  at  the  same  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion. It  was  a  very  rudimentary  con- 
dition of  finance  which  omitted  from 
calculation  the  money  required  for  the 
Public  Services,  because  that  money  was 
derived  from  special  burdens  on  a  special 
class  of  property.  When,  for  instance, 
£1,500,000  was  paid  for  national  edu- 
cation out  of  the  rates,  that  sum  should 
be  stated,  together  with  the  sum  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  de- 
manded for  national  education  out  of 
the  taxes.  So  with  the  expenditure  on 
the  administration  of  justice,  and  all 
these  other  heads  of  Local  Expenditure, 
which  were  partly  defrayed  by  the  Ln- 
perial,  partly  by  the  Local  Exchequer. 
Otherwise  the  public  were  but  partially 
informed  of  their  liabilities,  r^o  pro- 
posal could  be  more  disastrous  than  to 
relegate  Local  Taxation  to  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee. For  Local  Taxation  reformers 
desired  that  some  Minister  of  first  rank 
should  be  held  personally  responsible  for 
burdens  imposed  on  the  ratepayers 
through  the  agency  of  the  Government. 
They  did  not  care  for  the  irresponsibility 
of  a  Committee.  The  local  expenses,  of 
which  complaint  was  made,  were  almost 
entirely  due  to  the  interference  of  the 
Imperial  Government.  In  Shropshire 
they  were  now  paying  for  police,  nigh- 
ways,  and  other  purposes,  £40,000  a-year 
more  than  was  paid  in  1 870.  It  was  the 
same  in  evexy  other  county.  Too  much 
had  been  made  in  that  debate  of  debts 
of  local  authorities  for  purely  local  pur- 
poses,  such  as   towns'  improTements« 
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That  source  of  expenditure,  though  de- 
eenring  of  the  closest  attention,  was  of 
a  different  character  and  origin  to  the 
expenditure  for  purely  national  purposes. 
It  was  to  the  latter  department  they 
wished  to  direct  attention.  The  speech 
of  the  Prime  Minister  meant  delay  and 
procrastination,  and,  therefore,  was  not 
satisfactory  to  him. 

Ma.  B.  H.  PAGET  said,  that,  speaking 
from  his  own  experience,  he  must  charac- 
terize the  charfl^e  of  extravagance  which 
had  been  brought  against  the  local  autho- 
rides  in  dealing  with  subventions  as 
not  being  well  founded.  The  enormous 
amount  of  Local  Loans  of  which  they 
sometimes  heard  had,  for  the  most  part, 
been  incurred  for  sanitary  improvements 
under  the  direction  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  It  was  true  that  local  self- 
government  tended  to  develop  great  di- 
versity of  views  among  local  authorities ; 
but,  on  the  whole,  it  was  much  to  be 
preferred  to  centralization. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE— RECIPRO- 
aXY.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  mac  IVER,  who  had  given 
Notice  of  his  intention  to  move — 

**  That  Ciistonui  Duties  should  be  replaced 
upon  such  Foreign  importations  as  come  into 
unfair  competition  with  the  industries  of  Great 
Britain  ana  Ireland," 

said,  that  he  intended,  after  introducing 
the  subject,  to  defer  the  Motion  until 
Mr.  Ecroyd,  the  new  Member  for 
Preston,  elected  in  the  place  of  the 
late  Mr.  Hermon,  had  taken  his  seat. 
His  conviction  was  that  the  victory 
achieved  by  Mr.  Ecroyd  was  due  to  his 
•upport  of  Buch  views  as  those  which 
were  set  forth  in  the  Resolution,  as  well 
as  to  the  disgust  which  the  country  felt  at 
the  policy  oT  a  Government  who  talked 
of  retrenchment,  and  had  asked  for 
£85,000,000  to  carry  on  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country,  being  the  largest 
sum  ever  abked  for  by  any  Govern- 
menty  and,  while  always  preaching 
peace,  had  troubles  on  hand  in  every 
quarter  of  the  globe  excepting  Australia 
and  America.  He  wished  to  take  that 
opportunity  of  adverting  to  the  practice 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  TMr.  John  Bright)  had  re- 
torted to  ox  writinff  letters.  The  right 
hoo.  Qentlamaa  had  written  letters  that 


were  certainly  not  polite  letters,  letters 
certainly  that  a  statesman  scarcely  ought 
to  have  written,  and  letters  which  he  (Mr. 
Mac  Ivor)  much  regretted,  because  he 
was  not  insensible  to  the  respect  which 
was  due  to  a  Gentleman  with  grey  hairs 
who  had  spent  a  long  life,  however 
mistakenly,  in  the  service  of  his  country. 
At  one  time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  spoken  of  the  Beciprocity  agitation 
as  only  fit  for  fools  and  simpletons.  He 
believed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  even  called  those  who  took  up  this 
question  a  set  of  lunatics.  In  his  own 
case,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  gone 
so  far  as  to  call  him  something  which 
made  him  out  to  be  a  liar.  Then,  again, 
at  a  meeting  at  Birmingham,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  was 
good  enough  to  describe  him — at  least, 
he  thought  the  reference  was  to  him — 
as  a  wretch.  Such  language  did  him  no 
harm,  and  if  it  pleased  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  continue  such  language, 
it  could  only  recoil  upon  himself.  The 
last  occasion  on  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman used  language  which  they  must 
regret  was  in  reference  to  the  late  Mr. 
Hermon,  whose  speech  he  finally  wound 
up  by  describing  as  '^  confused  nonsense." 
Mr.  Hermon  rather  felt  those  words; 
and  it  was  his  intention,  had  he  lived, 
to  have  seconded  the  Motion  which  stood 
on  the  Paper  for  this  evening.  After 
Mr.  Hermon's  death  he  had  written  to 
Mr.  Ecroyd,  expressing  his  readiness  to 

Elace  the  Motion  in  that  Gentleman's 
and  in  the  event  of  his  return  for 
Preston;  but  he  had  received  a  reply 
stating  that  Mr.  Ecroyd  would  not  be 
able  to  take  his  seat  that  night  in  con- 
sequence of  being  called  upon  to  address 
a  meeting  at  Bradford  at  the  invita- 
tion of  Mr.  Shepherd,  President  of  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  on  a  re- 
quisition signed  by  10,000  working  men 
of  Bradford.  As  he  saw  the  junior 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Hlingworth) 
in  his  place,  he  would  take  the  oppor- 
tunity  of  putting  to  him  the  following 
questions,  which  had  been  suggested  by 
a  correspondent : — 

"If  there  is  no  distress  in  Bradford,  how 
comes  it  that  the  poor  rate  is  now  St.,  whereas 
recently  it  was  only  2s.  Y  Is  it  correct  that 
your  own  firm  has  one  miU  standing  idle,  and 
the  other  working  only  four  days  a  week  f  " 

He  might  remark  that  the  speech  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  in  repl^  to  Lord 
Bateman,  had  been  most  unfairly  quoted 
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in  reference  to  views  such  as  were  held 
by  Mr.  Ecroyd  and  himself.  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  words  were  not  directed 
against  proposals  such  as  those  of  his 
(Mr.  Mac  Iver's)  Resolution.  He  (Mr. 
Mac  Ivor)  was  a  humble  follower  of  Mr. 
Ecroyd,  and  was  prepared  to  give  his 
adherence  to  everything  that  Gentleman 
had  written  on  the  subject  of  Free  Trade 
versm  Protection.  He  wished  the  House 
to  understand  that  he  had  stood  by  his 
guns,  and  that  he  deferred  that  Motion 
in  order  that  it  might  at  a  later  day 
have  full  justice  done  it  by  Mr.  Ecroyd. 
He  might  say,  however,  that  he  had 
letters  from  Birmingham,  Bradford, 
Sheffield,  Dewsbury,  Wakefield,  Man- 
chester, and  other  towns— to  name  which 
would  occupy  too  much  time — in  support 
of  the  views  he  entertained.  This  re- 
minded him  of  what  had  once  been  said 
to  him  by  Mr.  Hardcastle,  who,  he  re- 
gretted to  say,  was  no  longer  a  Member 
of  the  House.  Mr.  Hardcastle  had  said 
to  him,  after  he  had  made  a  speech  in 
the  House  on  this  subject — '^  First  people 
begin  by  calling  you  a  fool ;  next  they 
begin  to  say  there  is  something  in  your 
argument ;  and  the  third  step  is  success." 
He  thought  he  saw  success  before  them 
at  no  very  distant  period.  The  House 
would  remember  that  on  many  occasions 
he  had  addressed  Questions  to  the  Go- 
vernment with  reference  to  our  commer- 
cial relations  with  foreign  countries ;  but 
the  answers  had  been  of  a  very  vague 
nature,  without  any  information.  AU 
that  could  be  ascertained  was  that  the 
Government  were  giving  the  matter 
their  consideration  or  making  represen- 
tations. With  regard  to  the  surtaxe 
d'entrepdt  and  the  shipping  bounties, 
he  thought  he  had  some  reason  to  com- 
plain of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs.  The  Under  Secre- 
tary did  not  know  anything  whatever  of 
the  subject,  or,  if  he  did,  he  had  no 
business  to  answer  as  he  did.  The 
French,  by  means  of  their  bounty  sys- 
tem, were  rapidly  acquiring  a  useful 
Navy.  They  offered  a  premium  that 
amounted  to  12  per  cent  per  annum  upon 
all  ships  constructed  in  France;  and 
even  if  the  vessel  was  constructed  in 
England  or  elsewhere,  and  was  of  French 
ownership,  they  still  gave,  for  the  sake 
of  getting  control  of  the  property,  what 
was  practically  a  handsome  dividend. 
That  was  all  managed,  as  everybody 
knew  by  the  Foreign  Office,  and  the 
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arrangement  was  in  direot  violatioii  of 
the  Most  Favoured  Nation  C^use,  or 
else  it  showed  that  the  Most  Favooral 
Nation  Clause  was  worlMess.  He  sbodd 
be  very  glad  if  the  Under  Seowtaty 
could  show  that  he  was  right  and  hie 
(Mr.  Mac  Iver)  wcw  wrong ;  but,  imf<»- 
tunately,  he  knew  he  was  not  wrong. 
The  French  Government  oonld  not  get 
rid  of  the  bounty  system  for  at  leaii  10 
years,  and  he  should  like  to  know  what 
reply  the  Government  would  get  fmt 
France  in  answer  to  their  repreeentatiou. 
With  regard  to  the  surtaxe  d*etUr0p^^ 
England  happened  to  be  in  the  geogra- 
phical position  that  a  clause  whkk 
nominaUy  affected  all  other  nations  only 
affected  her.  England  was,  or  ought  to 
be,  the  depot  for  supplying  France  vhi 
foreign  importations.  That  was  for- 
merly a  very  useful  and  important  trade; 
but  it  had  been  practically  put  a  ato^  to 
by  the  tax  upon  indirect  impoitatwrn. 
If  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  would  press  home  tixe 
question  as  he  ought  to  do,  in  jiu- 
tice  to  our  shipoYmers,  merchants,  and 
brokers,  and  insist  that  impprtationi 
of  goods  for  foreign  countries  throngli 
England  should  be  taxed  the  same  aa  if 
they  had  been  directly  imported  firom 
foreign  countries,  there  might  still  be  t 
chance  of  his  succeeding.  There  was  t 
suspicious  look  in  a  good  many  of  our 
Free  Trade  negotiations.  He  could  not 
help  thinking  that  some  of  the  growiji^ 
willingness  of  France  to  negotiate  wiA 
England  arose  from  one  of  three  caases, 
or,  perhaps,  to  a  combination  of  Aem 
all.  Firstly,  they  saw  that  there  was  a 
growing  dissatisfaction  among  all  dasaet 
of  the  community  of  England,  and  that 
it  was  by  no  means  as  certain  as  Frencli- 
men  used  to  think  that  they  would  be 
allowed  to  continue  to  plunder  us  as  they 
pleased.  He  thought,  in  the  second  place, 
that  France  wanted  to  conciliate  poblic 
opinion  in  this  country  upon  the  Tunii 
Question.  They  must  feel  that  there 
was  a  very  wide  difference  between  the 
friendly  suggestions  of  Lord  Saliabuiy 
and  what  they  had  actually  done ;  and 
they  could  not  help  feeling  that  if  a  Con- 
servative Government  had  been  in  power 
there  woidd  have  been  strong  remon- 
strance against  the  unprovoked  attack 
on  a  portion  of  the  Ottoman  Empire.  A 
third  reason  was  that,  in  common  with 
the  rest  of  the  world,  France  could  not 
be  blind  to  the  blunder  of  Her  Magea^i 
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OoTemment,  and  to  the  probability  that 
oould  not  be  far  distant  when  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Advisers  wonld  be  out  of 
Office.  The  only  hope  as  regarded  seoar- 
ingbetter  commercial  arrangements  with 
France  was  that  something  like  a  busi- 
ness-like tone  should  be  introduced  into 
^e  negotiations  now  pending.  He  asked 
the  House  to  remember  that  the  exports 
from  England  to  France  of  raw  materials 
from  1863  to  1879  amounted  in  value  to 
60,000,000f.,  while  the  imports  of  raw 
materials  during  the  same  period  from 
France  to  England  did  not  amount  to 
one-third  of  that  stated  value.  Our  ex- 
ports to  France  of  articles  of  luxury  were 
Tmere  trifle,  while  our  imports  from 
France  of  like  goods  amounted  to 
6,274,000f.;  while  of  manufactures  gene- 
rally, our  exports  to  France,  as  compared 
with  our  imports  from  France,  were  as 
37,000,000f.  invalueto72,000,000f.  He 
had  only,  in  conclusion,  to  say  that  the 

fToposal  he  had  placed  on  the  Paper  was 
ased  upon  principles  advocated  by  Adam 
Smith  and  strongly  supported  by  John 
Stuart  Mill.  Adam  Smith,  in  Wealth 
o/Natumt,  said — 

*'  The  case  in  which  it  may  sometimea  be  a 
matter  of  deliberation  how  far  it  is  proper  to 
continue  the  free  importation  of  certain  foreign 
ffoods  is  when  some  foreign  nation  restrains  by 
high  duties  or  prohibitions  the  importation  of 
some  of  our  manufactures  in  their  country.  Re- 
venge in  this  case  naturally  dictates  retaliation, 
and  that  we  should  impose  the  like  duties  and 
prohibitions  upon  the  importation  of  some  or  all 
of  their  manufactures  into  ours.  There  may  be 
good  policy  in  retaliations  of  this  kind  when 
Uiere  u  a  probability  that  they  will  procure  the 
repeal  of  the  high  duties  or  prohibitions  com- 
plained of.  The  recovery  of  a  great  foreign 
market  will  g^erally  more  t^in  compen- 
Bate  the  transitoxr  ii\conyenience  of  paying 
dearer  daring  a  uiort  time  for  some  sorts  of 
goods." 

And  the  following  remarks  were  made 
by  John  Stuart  Mm  in  his  Frtneipks  of 
Politieal  Economy  : — 

*'  A  country  cannot  be  expected  to  renounce 
the  power  of  taxing  foreigners  unless  foreigners 
will  in  return  practice  towards  itself  the  same 
forbearance.  The  only  mode  in  which  a  country 
can  save  itself  from  being  a  loser  by  the  revenue 
duties  imposed  by  other  countries  on  its  com- 
modities IS  to  impose  corresponding  revenue 
duUea  on  theirs,  only  it  must  take  care  that 
those  duties  be  not  so  high  as  to  exceed  all  that 
remains  of  the  advantage  of  the  trade,  and  put 
an  end  to  importation  altogether,  causing  an 
article  to  be  produced  at  home  or  imported  from 
another  and  dearer  market." 

The  authors  of  these  opinions  were  not 


Protectionists — ^the  Protectionist  theory 
of  the  old  times  had  passed  away,  but 
not  more  completely  than  the  theories 
of  Free  Trade.  He  thought  the  time 
had  arrived  when  the  country  should 
reconsider  its  fiscal  system  in  the  light 
of  present  circumstances.  The  time  had 
come  when  we  should  decide  as  business- 
like men  to  adapt  ourselves  to  our  pre« 
sent  position,  by  practising  Free  Tnide 
as  far  as  it  was  possible,  and  Protection 
as  far  as  it  was  necessary. 

Mb.  SLACKS-  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mao  Iver)  had  not 
made  to  him  his  meaning  particularly 
clear,  and  he  thought  others  were  in 
the  same  condition  of  mind  with  him- 
self as  to  what  the  hon.  Q^ntleman 
really  meant.  The  hon.  Member  re- 
ferred, in  the  course  of  his  roeech,  to 
the  triumph  of  his  opinions  as  iUustrated 
by  the  return  of  Mr.  Ecroyd  for  Preston. 
He  had  the  advantage  lately  of  reading 
the  arguments  of  Mr.  Ecroyd,  and  he 
must  say  that  they  conveyed  to  him  no 
more  concise  impression  of  what  was  in- 
tended by  the  present  movement  in  re- 
gard to  Protection  or  Beoiprocity  than 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  spoken  to-night.  He  believed 
Mr.  Ecroyd  wished  to  impose  duties  upon 
the  food  supply  of  the  peo|>le  of  this 
country ;  and  if  that  was  the  idea  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  plaoe  upon 
his  banner  to-night,  and  which  he  very 
wrongly  attributed  to  the  Tory  Party  as 
being  adopted  generally  by  them,  he 
would  find  very  little  support  in  the 
country ;  and  none  whatever  from  think- 
ing Members  in  the  House.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  said  a  great  deal  as  to  the 
French  Treatpr.  He  told  them  several 
times  that  this  oountry  was  being  per- 
sistentlv  robbed  by  France ;  but  he 
(Mr.  Slagg)  wished  to  ask  whether  it 
was  robbery  to  buy  a  thing  from  France 
at  a  cheaper  price  than  we  could  make 
it  for  ourselves  ?  It  seemed  to  him  that 
was  not  robbeiy,  but  a  distinct  advan- 
tage. Because  the  French  were  too 
short-sighted  in  regard  to  political  eco- 
nomy to  buy  irom  us  on  the  cheapest 
possible  terms,  it  did  not  seem  to  him  at 
all  to  mend  matters  that  we  should  re- 
fuse to  buy  horn  them  as  cheaply  as  we 
possibly  could  do.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  further  said  a  g^eat  deal  on  the 
subject  of  the  bargaining  process  that 
had  taken  place  in  our  negotiations  with 
France,  and  particularly  with  regard  to 
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the  Treaty  of  1860,  and  he  seemed  to 
think  there  was  something  very  wrong 
in  that  proceeding.  He  TMr.  Slagg) 
was  not  one  of  those  who  aavocated  the 
bargaining  process  in  relation  to  com- 
mercial negotiations.  He  thought  it  was 
very  much  to  he  deplored,  and  it  was 
only  on  the  ground  of  the  absolute 
necessity  of  presenting  some  concession 
to  France  by  way  of  duties  in  order  to 
induce  her  to  make  similar  concessions 
to  us  that  Mr.  Cobden  entertained  the 
idea.  Mr.  Cobden  did  not  look  upon  it, 
he  was  perfectly  sure,  in  the  light  of 
making  a  concession  to  the  disadvantage 
of  England,  for  it  was  his  intention  not 
only  to  concede  those  duties  to  France, 
but  simultaneously  to  concede  them  to 
all  the  world.  At  the  close  of  the  last 
Session  the  Prime  Minister  introduced 
into  his  Budget  scheme  a  further  con- 
cession on  the  Wine  Duties  in  order  to 
facilitate  negotiations  with  the  French 
in  reference  to  further  concession  on 
their  part.  He  was  not  sorry  that  that 
proposal  fell  through,  because  the  fact 
that  we  had  now  nothing  to  offer  France 
which  she  considered  valuable  as  a  con- 
cession really  placed  the  subject  on  the 
true  and  pure  oasis  of  trade  between  the 
two  countries.  The  bargaining  process, 
he  was  happy  to  find,  had  now  gone  by 
altogether,  so  that  the  Treaty  could 
never  be  reproached  in  the  future  with 
beins^  accompanied  by  some  process 
which  was  thought,  in  a  measure  at 
least,  antagonistic  to  pure  Free  Trade 
principle.  The  hon.  dentleman  again 
had  said  that  we  should  be  prepared  to 
impose  duties  in  our  present  negotia- 
tions with  France.  He  (Mr.  Slagg)  en- 
tirely disagreed  with  that  proposition. 
He  thought  it  could  not  be  shown  that 
such  a  process  would  be  of  the  slightest 
advantage.  On  the  other  hand,  if  it 
were  possible  to  lower  duties  in  the 
forthcoming  negotiations,  he  should  be 
very  glad  to  do  so,  and  the  only  retalia- 
tion which  we  could  possibly  make  in 
the  present  situation  was  not  in  the 
direction  of  increasing  duties  further, 
but  in  the  direction  of  lowering  them. 
For  instance,  he  thought  it  would  be 
possible  for  us  to  make  concessions  in 
regard  to  the  Wine  Duties  of  Spain 
and  Portugal,  and  thus  to  place  those 
countries  on  a  much  more  favourable 
footing  than  they  occupy  at  the  present 
moment.  Such  a  step  as  that  might 
possibly  stimulate  France  to  a  better 
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frame  of  mind  in  regard  to  her  treat- 
ment  of  us.  But  the  fact  was  reallj 
this — that  the  French  did  not  any  longer 
value  a  reduction  of  their  Wine  Dudes. 
Having  sufiered  from  three  or  four  bad 
harvests,  they  did  not  now  produce  at 
much  wine  as  they  could  consume  in 
their  own  country.  He  thought  thej 
had  given  up  the  idea  altogether  of  pro- 
viding this  country  with  a  lower  class  of 
light  clarets,  and  we  could  dismiss  alto- 
gether the  notion  that  the  French  valued 
such  concessions.  The  argument  of  the 
hon.  Member  was  not  new  with  regard 
to  suffering  industries  and  robbing  the 
population  of  this  country.  It  was  heard 
whenever  any  particular  industry  wai 
in  a  condition  of  temporary  depression ; 
and  economists,  such  as  the  hon.  Mem* 
her  for  Birkenhead,  seemed  to  have  no 
other  resource  in  their  mind  for  the 
amelioration  of  a  suffering  industry 
than  to  rush  to  some  form  of  taxation. 
Who  paid  the  duties  that  were  to  be 
imposed  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
go  into  that  question.  If  he  could 
assure  him  that  the  exporter  paid  the 
duties  on  their  arrival  on  this  side,  he 
rMr.  Slagg)  would  go  with  him  heartily; 
for  he  could  not  imagine  a  more  de- 
lightful thing  than  to  force  the  foreign 
exporter  to  pay  the  taxes  in  one's  own 
country ;  but  if  such  a  thing  were  possible 
it  would  have  been  found  out  long  ago. 
Not  only  England,  but  every  other  ooun- 
txy,  would  have  been  in  the  game.  Thej 
knew,  however,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that 
the  consumer  pays  every  farthing  of  the 
tax.  Ho  often  noticed  that  the  profeesors 
of  Protection  or  Beciprocity  stopped 
short  at  one  very  important  point.  They 
did  not  state  upon  what  they  were  goin^ 
to  impose  their  duties.  His  task  would 
have  been  very  much  easier  to-night  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  him  pre- 
cisely the  method  in  which  he  intended 
to  apply  those  duties ;  but  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman left  that  entirely  to  the  imagina- 
tion of  his  hearers,  and  certainly  Be- 
ciprocitarian  imaginations  were  very 
active  indeed  in  the  absence  of  facts  and 
arguments.  Would  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man impose  a  tax  upon  cotton?  He, 
as  a  Lancashire  Hepresentative,  would 
strongly  resent  any  idea  of  that  sort. 
He  knew  perfectly  well  it  would  han- 
dicap them  in  every  market  in  the 
world,  and  they  would  then  have  to 
compete  in  third  markets  with  their 
neignbours,  the  Frenoh,  who  were  now 
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nearlj  abreast  of  them  in  that  indus- 
try.  Would  the  hon.  Gentleman  put 
a  tax  upon  iron  ?  The  loom-makers, 
to  far  as  nis  own  district  was  concerned, 
would  certainly  not  stand  that.  They 
had  a  keen  competition  already  with 
other  countries.  They  supplied  ma- 
chinery for  the  whole  of  the  world,  and 
it  would  be  out  of  the  question  to  im- 
pose a  tax  upon  this  material.  It  seemed 
almost  a  waste  of  time  to  ask  if  his 
hon.  Friend  would  impose  a  duty  upon 
com  ?  They  knew  the  ag^cultural  in- 
dustry of  this  country  was  suffering  very 
serioualy  indeed  from  foreign  competi- 
tion ;  but  in  what  respect  would  a  pro- 
tective duty  help  it  ?  Could  it  be  shown 
that  it  would  have  the  slightest  effect 
in  lessening  the  burdens  on  agriculture  ? 
What  was  becoming  more  and  more 
apparent  every  day  was  that  ag^culture 
required  freedom  of  land,  free  sale,  and 
easy  transfer.  There  was  a  peculiar 
danger,  a  peculiar  impropriety,  m  push- 
ing those  retrograde  notions  forward  at 
present.  They  were  on  the  eve  of  nego- 
tiating a  Treaty  with  the  French,  and 
if  they  allowed  them  to  think  it  was  the 
opinion  of  a  large  number  of  English 
economists  that  it  was  a  good  thing  for 
UB  to  impose  duties  on  articles  we  import, 
we  had  no  excuse  to  ask  them  to  remit 
duties.  To  make  such  a  proposition  at 
the  present  time,  he  thought,  would  work 
serious  mischief.  Again,  as  to  robbeiy, 
he  did  not  assume  that  the  trade  was 
done  between  one  country  and  another 
without  profit.  Merchants  did  not  go 
on  importing  for  a  series  of  years  with- 
out making  something  out  of  it.  What 
had  been  the  result  of  their  commercial 
relations  with  France?  In  1869  their 
exports  to  that  country  were  £4,000,000 
and  their  imports  £  16,000,000.  They  had 
increased  since  then,  and  their  total  trade 
with  France  was  now  over  £53,000,000. 
Surely  that  was  a  very  great  advantage 
to  everyone  who  had  dealt  in  the  articles 
concerned.  But  there  was  another  point 
on  which  he  might  dwell  for  a  moment, 
and  it  consisted  in  the  very  great  im- 
portance of  trade  in  the  political  rela- 
tions of  the  two  countries.  In  the  old 
days  of  Lord  Palmerston  everyone  would 
remember  that  their  political  relations 
with  France  were  of  the  most  suspicious 
character.  He  was  sure  that  he  was  not 
wrong  in  attributing  to  the  Treaty,  in 
a  ?ery  great  measure,  the  friendly  and 


sensible  tone  which  had  since  sprung 
up,  and  anything  which  threatened  to 
destroy  that  Treaty  was  to  him  (Mr. 
31^?^)  A  great  political  as  well  as  a 
commercial  mistake.  In  relation  to  what 
they  were  about  to  do  with  France,  he 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  when 
he  said  that  they  should  allow  no  Treaty 
to  be  made  which  was  worse  Uian  the 
Treaty  now  existing.  The  present 
Treaty  had  largely  increased  their  com- 
mercial intercourse  and  developed  good 
relations  between  the  two  countries.  To 
that  extent  it  was  a  success,  and  he 
maintained  it  would  be  wrong  for  this 
country  to  put  its  name  to  a  Treaty 
which  should  be  in  the  slightest  degree 
worse  than  the  present  Treaty.  They 
were  led  to  suppose  last  year,  in  the  cor- 
respondence between  M.  L6on  Say  and 
Lord  Oranville,  that  the  new  Treaty 
would  be  based  on  an  amelioration  of  the 
existing  Treaty;  and  he  thought  that 
all  commercial  bodies  would  support 
him  in  saying  that  they  should  decline, 
in  the  interests  of  Free  Trade,  to  nego- 
tiate unless  they  actually  secured  some 
improvement  on  the  old  tariff.  The  hon. 
Member  said  that  Mr.  Ecroyd  would  soon 
be  among  them,  and  that  he  would  give 
them  his  views.  He  hoped  he  would. 
He  should  like  to  have  a  discussion 
on  the  whole  question  of  Free  Trade. 
It  seemed  very  sad  to  have  to  make 
the  statement ;  but  there  were  evidences, 
which  could  not  be  ignored,  that  these 
retrograde  doctrines  were  taking  hold  in 
some  quarters  of  the  community.  He 
believed  they  came  entirely  from  those 
interests  which  had  suffered  a  tempo- 
rary depression  from  foreign  competi- 
tion. When  competition  assailed  them 
through  exports  from  foreign  countries 
a  most  wholesome  stimulus  was  really 
applied  to  their  industries.  Improve- 
ments were  introduced,  economies  were 
practised  in  every  direction;  and,  as 
a  thorough  Free  Trader,  he  welcomed 
imports  of  all  descriptions  as  being  a 
benefit  to  the  consumer,  and  also  as 
being  an  excellent  stimulus  to  the  manu- 
facturer. When  it  was  found  that  by  no 
process  of  ingenuity  or  economy  oould 
he  compete  with  the  foreigner  it  was 
time  for  him  to  declare  that  the  industry 
in  question  was  no  longer  fitted  for  the 
country,  and  betake  himself  to  some 
other  more  profitable  and  congenial  oc- 
cupation of  luB  capital. 
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IMPORT  DUTY  ON   FOREIGN  BARLEY 
AND  MALT.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Colonel  BAENE,  who  had  the  fol- 
lowing Amendment  on  the  Paper : — 

"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
to  consider  the  desirability  of  placing  a  duty 
upon  the  import  of  foreign  barley  and  malt," 

said,  he  was  quite  aware  that  in  the  pre- 
sent composition  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons his  views  on  this  question  would 
receive  no  large  amount  of  support ; 
but,  as  sure  as  the  sun  would  rise  to- 
morrow, so  sure  would  this  subject  be 
brought  prominently  forward  during  the 
next  very  few  years.  The  artizans  had 
now  found  out  the  fallacies  which  were 
imposed  upon  them  by  Cobden  and  the 
rignt  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright)  30  years 

X;  and  they  were  beginning  to  ask 
t  was  the  use  of  having  a  cheap 
loaf  when  they  had  no  money  to  buy  it 
with  ?  The  supporters  of  the  system  of 
Free  Trade  contended  when  it  was 
adopted  that  all  the  other  nations  of  the 
world  would  follow  our  example ;  but 
America  and  France  and  Germany  were 
too  astute  to  take  that  course,  and  the 
oonsequence  was  that  there  was  not  an 
indus^  in  the  country  which  was  not 
being  undermined  by  foreign  oompeti- 
tion.  He  ventured  to  say  that  the  ne- 
gotiations which  were  pending  for  a 
new  Treaty  with  France  would  entirely 
break  down,  because  we  had  nothing  to 
offer  in  return  for  concessions.  The 
majority  of  the  people  of  this  country 
were  and  ought  to  be  producers,  and 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  it  was  in 
the  interests  of  the  producers  to  prevent 
foreign  competition.  There  was  hardly 
a  trade  in  England  that  was  not  suffer- 
ing from  foreign  competition.  The 
other  day  he  observed  from  a  paragraph 
in  The  Standard  that  at  a  meeting  in 
Birmingham  with  reference  to  the  prov- 
ing of  firearms,  it  was  stated  that, 
whereas  10  years  ago  86  per  cent  more 
gun  barrels  were  proved  there  than  at 
li^ge,  that  state  of  things  had  been  re- 
reversed,  Belgium  now  proving  as  many 
more  than  England ;  whilst,  moreover, 
we  had  been  importrng^  fowling-pieces, 
and  paying  away  to  foreigners  money 
which,  by  having  the  article  made  at 
home,  we  ought  to  keep  in  our  own 
pockets.  At  the  present  time  our  im- 
ports exceeded  the  value  of  our  exports 
by  £60,000,000  per  annum,  a  state  of 


things  that  evidently  oonld  not  oon* 
tinue.  A  Betum  published  in  1878 
showed  that  14,000,000  cwt.  of  bariej 
was  annually  imported  into  this  ooan- 
try.  Now,  he  did  not  ask  for  a  fordgn 
import  duty  on  wheat,  not  wishing  to 
tax  the  food  of  the  people,  but  he  wodd 
rather  tax  their  drink,  in  which  objeot 
he  thought  he  might  claim  the  support 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Carlisle.  The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  was,  unfortunately,  not  in  hit 
place ;  but  he  wished  to  call  attrition  to 
a  letter  written  by  him  on  April  1 5  of  the 
present  year  to  the  effect  that  the  home 
trade  was  bad  mainly  or  entirely  becauM 
the  harvest  had  been  bad  for  the  list 
few  years.  Of  course,  if  there  had  been 
good  harvests  trade  would  have  suffwed 
less;  but  foreign  competition  was  00 
strong  that  British  agriculture  would 
have  suffered  a  good  deal  in  any  case. 
It  no  longer  paid  to  grow  wheat,  and 
the  farmer's  only  chance  was  to  get  t 
fair  price  for  his  barley.  In  introdadng 
the  Bill  before  the  House  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  oongratulated  the 
brewers  on  the  low  price  of  bariey. 
[Mr.  GiADSTONE :  On  the  high  price.] 
But  the  farmers  were  unable  to  get 
a  high  price  for  it  this  winter,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  htre 
been  exceptionally  lucky  if  he  had  him- 
self been  able  to  do  so.  The  aooonnta 
from  the  agricultural  districts  were  rerj 
distressing,  and  it  seemed  probable  that 
of  the  £400,000,000  which,  aocordine  to 
Mr.  Caird,  the  tenants  had  invested  in 
the  soil,  at  least  half  was  lost.  In  order 
to  preserve  to  the  farmers  their  Uwt 
resource,  he  suggested  that  an  import 
duty  of  5$,  a  quarter  should  be  put  on 
foreign  barley  and  malt.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bir* 
mingham,  in  the  letter  he  had  just 
quoted,  had  expressed  his  opinion  that 
the  chief  reason  ag^ainst  a  return  to  Pro- 
tection was  that  we  should  have  to  con- 
fess to  Protectionists  abroad  that  we 
ourselves  had  been  wrong  and  they 
right,  and  that  Protection  would  be 
henceforth  the  justified  policy  of  ell 
nations.  It  might  be  doubtea,  how- 
ever, whether  it  was  worth  while  utterly 
to  destroy  the  trade  of  the  country  in 
order  to  save  the  political  credit  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Party,  u 
we  had  hitherto  been  wrong,  ▼^^^^ 
to  put  our  pride  in  our  pockety  and,  fol- 
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lowing  the  example  of  other  nations, 
leyy  an  import  dcatj  on  foreign  produce* 

THE  PROBATE.  LEGACY,  AND  SUCCES- 
8I0N  DUTIES.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  Aldewcan  W.  LAWEENCE  said, 
that  if  the  Forms  of  the  House  had  per- 
mitted, he  intended  to  have  proposed — 

**  That  no  alteration  of  the  Probate,  Legacy, 
or  Baooenion  Duties  can  be  latiBfactory  that 
does  not  at  the  ume  time  provide  for  the  impo- 
dtion  of  the  same  duties  upon  freeholds  as  those 
imposed  upon  leaseholds.'* 

The  changes  made  by  the  late  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  had  not  been  just 
or  equitable,  although,  now,  useful  al- 
terations were  proposed.  Neither  the 
late  nor  the  present  Government  had 
taken  upon  themselves  to  look  into  this 
subject  thoroughly,  and  to  consider  the 
enormous  amount  of  freehold  that  was, 
at  present,  exempt  from  Probate  Duty. 
He  brought  the  subject  before  the 
House,  not  because  he  thought  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could  be 
expected  to  make  an  alteration  in  the 
Budget  now,  but  to  impress  on  the 
House  that  the  country  was  not  satis- 
fied with  the  present  arrangement.  He 
hoped  the  duties  would  be  placed  on  a 
fair,  equal,  and  Just  foundation. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  pointed  out  that, 
although  the  subjects  of  the  speeches 
dehvered  that  evening  were  of  very 
^reat  interest,  yet  they  were  entirely 
moongruous  the  one  with  the  other,  and 
the  only  feature  they  possessed  in  com- 
mon was  that  no  practical  issue  or  deci- 
sion could  result  from  them.  He  ap- 
pealed to  those  other  hon.  Members  who 
had  Notices  on  the  Paper  to  forego  them, 
and  allow  the  House  to  go  into  Commit- 
tee. It  was  of  very  considerable  im- 
portance that  the  Government  should  be 
allowed  to  proceed  with  the  practical 
proposals  which  were  in  the  Tax  Bill  of 
the  year.  He  did  not  say  there  was 
anything  unreasonable  in  discussing 
^y  of  those  matters;  but  the  House 
would  see  that  the  Government  were 
l[reatly  strained  and  pressed;  and,  as  the 
time  was  now  at  hand  when  the  change 
^  the  Probate  Duty  was  appointed  to 
take  place,  great  inconvenience  would 
^nae,  both  in  regard  to  that  matter,  and 
^  in  regard  to  the  Income  Tax,  if 
there  should  be  any  longer  delay  in  pro- 
©•!»ding  with  the  BiU.  It  would  Uke- 
wise  be  undetirable  to  be  compelled  to 


postpone  the  Irish  Land  Bill  in  conse- 
quence of  the  necessity  of  passing  this 
measure.  He  therefore  ventured  to 
express  the  hope  that  after  the  discus- 
sion that  had  arisen  the  Government 
might  be  permitted  to  have  the  Motion 
put,  '*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair." 

Main  Question,  ^'  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  title)  agreed  to, 

Pabt  I. — Customs  Aim  Excise  as  to 

Customs. 

Clause  2  (Import  duties  on  tea). 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEE  said,  he  could 
not  allow  this  clause  to  be  passed  without 
entering  a  protest  against  the  continued 
imposition  of  the  exorbitant  duty  upon 
tea>hich  he  considered  to  be  one  of 
the  prime  necessaries  of  life.  The  tax 
at  present  stood  at  6d,  in  the  pound,  and 
the  sum  levied  amounted,  he  believed, 
to  between  £3,000,000  and  £4,000,000 
sterling.  He  protested  against  the  tax  be- 
cause he  believed  it  to  be  an  unequal  and 
unjust  tax,  which  pressed  most  heavily 
upon  the  working  classes  of  this  country. 
He  would  ask  the  Committee  to  consider 
what  the  tax  was.  It  was  a  tax  produc- 
ing nearly  £4,000,000  upon  an  article 
the  annual  value  of  which,  when  imported 
into  this  country,  did  not  amount  to 
£  12,000,000.  It  was  practically,  there- 
fore, a  tax  of  from  30  to  40  per  cent  upon 
a  prime  necessary  of  life.  He  understood 
that  one  of  the  great  principles  which 
had  been  introduced  iuto  the  fiscal  ar- 
rangements of  the  country  was  that  no 
taxes  should  bo  levied  on  actual  neces- 
sities, but,  as  far  as  possible,  should  be 
confined  to  luxuries.  He  maintained  that 
all  Customs  duties  were  paid  ultimately 
by  the  consumer,  and  this  tax — a  tax 
amounting  to  between  30  and  40  per 
cent  upon  the  cost  of  the  article — was 
paid  principally  by  the  working  classes 
of  the  country.  He  knew  that  it  was 
too  late  to  raise  the  question  except  by 
way  of  protest;  but  he  certainly  did 
protest  against  the  luxuries  of  the  most 
luxurious  ago  of  the  most  luxurious 
country  in  Europe  passing  practically 
untaxed,  while  one  of  tho  necesflaries 
which  entered  largely  into  the  consump- 
tion of  the  working  classts  was  taxed 
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to  the  extent  tea  was.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  next  year  be 
able  either  to  see  his  way  to  a  reduction 
of  the  National  Expenditure,  which  he 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  considered  to  be 
excessive  and  altogether  unnecessary,  to 
such  an  extent  as  to  enable  him  to  dis- 
pense with  this  imposition,  or  that  he 
would  grapple  with  the  question  ;  and  if 
it  was  still  necessary  to  raise  £4,000,000 
a-year  in  the  shape  of  Customs  duties, 
the  sum  would  not  be  raised  upon  one 
of  the  prime  necessities  of  life. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  My  hon.  Friend 
will  be  aware  of  the  reason  why  this 
imposition  appears  in  its  present  form. 
Instead  of  the  Tea  Duty  being  enacted  as 
a  permanent  duty  it  is  put  in  the  form 
of  an  annual  Vote,  so  that  Parliament 
may  be  able  to  maintain  a  control  over 
it.  That  is  the  sole  reason  why  it  comes 
before  us  to-night.  With  regard  to  the 
duty  of  6rf.  in  the  pound  upon  tea,  I 
ag^e  very  much  in  what  has  been  said 
by  my  hon.  Friend.  There  is  only  one 
word  which  I  object  to — namely,  the 
observation  of  my  hon.  Friend  that  this 
duty  has  remained  unnoticed.  That  is 
certainly  not  the  case.  When  I  came 
into  Parliament  the  average  duty  upon 
tea  was  4«.  a  pound.  It  was  then  re- 
duced to  28,  per  pound,  and  now  it  has 
gradually  g^t  dovm  to  6d,,  which  I  am 
sure  my  hon.  Friend  will  not  deny  is  a 
much  more  satisfactory  state  of  things 
than  when  the  duty  stood  at  4«.  per 
pound.  With  respect  to  the  question 
of  economy,  my  hon.  Friend  seems  to 
think  that  it  is  in  the  power  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  determine 
what  shall  be  the  nature  and  scale  of  the 
Expenditure  of  the  coimtry.  I  wish  it 
were  in  the  power  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  determine  the  scale  of 
the  Expenditure  of  the  country,  I  might 
then  hope  to  give  some  satisfaction  to 
my  hon.  Friend.  But  there  are  other 
things  to  be  taken  into  consideration 
which  stand  in  the  way,  and  reduce 
within  very  narrow  limits  indeed  what 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  his 
able  and  efficient  coadjutor  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  can  do. 

Mr.  GORST  remarked,  that  it  was 
very  easy  for  hon.  Members  on  the 
Liberal  side  of  the  House  to  make  vague 
general  protestations  of  their  desire  to 
secure  economy  in  the  National  Expendi- 
ture. He  should  like  to  put  the  zeal  of 
the  hon.  Mombor  fur  A\  olverhampton 

Mr.  E.  E.  fowkr 


(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  to  a  practical  test.  In 
a  short  time,  perhaps  in  the  course  of  a 
month  or  two,  the  Irish  Land  Bill  would 
have  passed  through  Committee,  and  tbe 
House  would  go  into  Committee  of 
Supply.  When  that  event  arrived,  he 
would  invite  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  to  attend  in  his  place 
and  point  out  to  the  Committee  how 
the  expenditure  could  be  reduced, 
not  by  £3,000,000,  but  even  by 
£  1 ,000,000.  If  the  hon.  Member  would 
point  out  to  the  Committee  of  Supply 
how  it  was  possible  to  reduce  the  ex- 
penditure, either  in  the  present  or  in 
future  years,  by  the  sum  of  only  £  1 ,000,000 
sterling,  he  would  render  a  great  deal 
more  service  to  his  country  and  to  his 
constituents  than  by  making  thete 
vague,  general,  and  meaningless  ha- 
rangues. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,thero 
was  one  word  to  which  he  must  take  ex- 
ception in  the  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Wolverhampton  TMr.  H, 
H.  Fowler) — namely,  the  partinwnichhiB 
hon.  Friend  described  tea  as  a  necessary 
of  life.  It  appeared  to  him  (Sir  Georgpe 
Campbell)  that  tea  would  be  more  cor- 
rectly described  as  one  of  the  luxuriee 
in  which  the  masses  of  the  people  in- 
dulged. There  were,  however,  a  great 
number  of  the  luxuries  of  the  rich  un- 
taxed while  the  tea  of  the  poor  was 
taxed,  and  he  hoped  the  time  would  soon 
arrive  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  would  be  able  to  got 
rid  of  this  tax,  and  give  to  the  country 
a  free  breakfast  table. 

Mb.  mac  IVER  said,  he  would  move 
that  the  clause  should  not  stand  part  of 
the  Bill.  He  thought  it  was  unwise  to 
tax  either  tea,  cocoa,  or  coffee ;  and  he 
should  like  to  know  to  what  extent  these 
and  other  dutiable  articles  were  produced 
'  by  our  own  Colonies  ?  He  was  of  opinioa 
.  that  we  committed  a  great  injustice 
;  in  placing  heavy  taxes  upon  the  produce 
of  our  Colonies,  in  addition  to  which  we 
indicated  to  those  Colonies  that  we  were 
not  sincere  in  our  dealings  with  them. 
He  failt*d  to  see,  while  the  country  pro- 
fessed to  maintain  Free  Trade  principle*, 
why  we  should  impose  duties  in  England, 
either  upon  tea  from  our  Indian  settle- 
ments, or  upon  coffee  from  the  Colonies, 
no  matter  whether  they  were  regarded  as 
necessaries  of  life  or  as  luxuries.  When 
the  G\>vemment  proposed  to  tax  the  pro- 
duce of  the  Colonies  they  did  a  great 
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the  world  that  the  present  occupants  of 
the  Treasury  Bench  were  not  sincere  in 
their  endeavour  to  promote  tlio  cause  of 
Free  Trade.  How  could  we  hold  our- 
Bolves  up  as  the  pioneers  of  Free  Trade 
when  we  taxed  the  produce  of  our  own 
Colonies  ?  How  could  we  reasonably  go 
to  foreign  countries  and  ask  them  to  re- 
duce their  tariffs  in  our  favour  on  our 
home  productions,  when  we  set  them  the 
very  had  example  of  placing  a  heavy  tax 
upon  our  own  Colonial  produce  ?  Upon 
these  grounds  he  would  appeal,  not  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton, 
but  to  another  hon.  Member  who  sat 
on  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House  (Mr. 
Macfarlane),  to  show  tHat  he  had  the 
courage  of  his  convictions,  and  join 
with  him  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  in  moving  the 
rejection  of  this  clause.  He  did  not  anti- 
cipate that  his  appeal  would  have  much 
success,  because,  unfortunately.  Liberal 
professions  and  Liberal  principles  were 
widely  different  from  Liberal  practice 
and  Liberal  politics  ;  and  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  composed  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  not  always 
ready,  when  in  the  possession  of  power, 
to  carry  out  the  policy  they  had  indi- 
cated to  their  constituents  when  out  of 
Office.  He  thought  he  was  fully  justi- 
fied in  moving  the  rejection  of  the  clause 
upon  two  g^unds — first,  that  the  duty 
pressed  heavily  upon  the  people  of  this 
country ;  and,  secondly,  because,  so  long 
as  we  continued  to  impose  it,  we  afforded 
a  proof  to  other  countries  that  we  were 
not  sincere  in  the  professions  we  made 
in  regard  to  Free  Trade. 

The  chairman  :  It  is  not  neces- 
sary that  the  hon.  Member  should  move 
the  rejection  of  the  clause.  It  will  be 
quite  sufficient  to  negative  it. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  wished  to  say  a 
word  in  reply  to  the  remarks  which  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst).  The 
hon.  Member  had  been  kind  enough 
to  address  a  lecture  to  him  (Mr.  11.  H. 
Fowler),  as,  indeed,  he  was  often  in  the 
habit  of  doing  to  young  Members  of  that 
House.  He  was  quite  ready  to  answer 
the  challenge  of  the  hon.  and  loamed 
Member,  and  he  would  tell  him  how 
not  only  £1,000,000,  but  £3,000,000 
of  annual  expenditure,  might  have  been 
saved.  It  was  caused  entirely  by  the 
warlike  expenditure  of  the  last  Adminis- 
tration. 

Clause  agri^d  to. 


Clause  3  (Alteration  of  Customs'  duties 
on  beer). 

Mb.  HICKS  moved,  in  page  2,  line 
16,  after  the  word  **  of,"  to  insert  the 
words  *'  not  exceeding."  He  did  not 
believe  that  the  insertion  of  these  words 
would  have  any  practical  effect  upon  the 
Bill ;  but  he  thought  they  woidd  make 
the  meaning  of  the  clause  more  clear  to 
all  those  who  were  interested  in  the 
operations  affected  by  it.  If  the  Go- 
vernment objected  to  the  Amendment 
he  would  not  press  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 

16,  after  *'  of  "  insert  '*  not  exceeding." 
— (J/r.  EickB,) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  admitted  that  the  insertion  of 
these  words  would  not  affect  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Bill.  He  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
would  therefore  much  rather  adhere  to 
the  language  of  the  clause,  which  had 
been  drawn  up  in  the  most  convenient 
form. 

Amendment  negatived, 

Mb.   hicks  moved,  in  page  2,  line 

17,  to  leave  out  '*  six  shillings  and  six- 
pence," and  insert  ''eight  shillings." 
Without  wishing  to  detain  the  Commit- 
tee for  any  length  of  time,  he  thought 
it  was  desirable  he  should  show  why  the 
proposed  duty  of  6«.  6(f.  should  not  be 
accepted.  It  might,  perhaps,  appear  to 
hon.  Members  who  had  not  carefully 
examined  the  subject  that  this  was  a 
trifling  and  unimportant  alteration,  and 
an  increase  of  taxation  ;  but  it  was  not 
so  in  reality,  and  the  object  of  his 
Amendment  was  to  provide  that  the 
duty  on  foreign  beer  should  remain  as 
it  was  at  present.  It  would  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  Committee  that  last 
year,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  brought 
forward  his  second  Budget,  he  used  these 
words — 

**  The  Malt  Tax  is  a  well  understood  farmers* 
grievance,  and  tho  circum8tan<vs  of  the  present 
time  have    made    Her  Mnjrsty'B  Government 

,  conHi<ler  it  th(»ir  «ixHMal  duty  to  ♦•xamine,  as  well 
as  th«»y  ould,  the  jjOHition  of  tho  cultivators  of 

,  this  country  in  n^Ution  to  the  law  of  the  country. 
Wehavr  exposed  them  to  perfectly  unrestricted 
comp*  tition,  and  the  oflVct  of  that  competition 
ha«,  undoubtedly,  b*Home  more  severe  during 
the  lafittwo  or  throe  years." 

Having  admitted  tho  grievance,  and 
having  pointed  out  the  difficulties  in 
which  tho  cultivators  of  tho  ^n\  were 


1119 


Customs  and 


(OOMMONS]        Inland  Bsvsnus  BiR.         1120 


placed,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
posed to  remove  that  grievance  by  sub- 
stituting for  the  duty  on  malt  a  duty  on 
beer,  and  making  the  latter  duty  some 
15  per  cent  more  than  the  Malt  Duty  was 
originally.  The  duty  on  malt  was  21«.  8(?., 
and  it  was  proposed  to  substitute  a 
Beer  Duty  of  25#.  How  that  increase 
of  taxation  was  to  benefit  the  farmer,  or 
how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  sup- 

Eose  that  it  would  be  to  his  advantage, 
e  (Mr.  Hicks)  was  at  a  loss  to  conceive. 
But  whatever  the  position  of  the  culti- 
vators of  this  count^  was  last  year,  at  the 
present  moment  their  position  was  un- 
doubtedly worse.  They  had  had  a  series 
of  bad  harvests,  and  the  price  of  barley 
had  gone  down.  Yet,  m  the  face  of 
these  facts,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer came  forward  now  and  asked  the 
House  to  reduce  the  duty  on  foreign 
beer.  He  (Mr.  Hicks)  appealed  to  the 
Committee  to  reject  the  proposal  in  jus- 
tice to  the  cultivator  of  the  soil,  in  the 
interest  of  those  who  were  desirous  of 
brewing  real  beer  for  the  consumers  of 
this  country,  and  also  in  view  of  the 

f  resent  financial  position  of  the  country, 
t  was  now  something  like  35  years  ago 
that  they  started  on  a  voyage  in  search 
of  Free  Trade.  Since  that  time,  it  was 
true  that  they  had  had  free  imports  into 
the  country ;  but  he  had  not  yet  been 
able  to  discover  anything  approaching 
to  Free  Trade.  The  more  they  had  opened 
their  ports  the  more  foreign  countries  had 
opposed  them.  Their  free  imports  were 
met  with  hostile  tariffs.  The  more  they 
preached  Free  Trade  the  more  foreign 
countries  laughed  at  them,  and  not  only 
set  up  tariffs  against  them,  but  also  im- 
posed bounties  on  their  own  produce  in 
order  that  it  might  be  able  to  compete 
with  ours.  Nevertheless,  under  these 
circumstances,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  came 
forward  and  asked  the  Committee  to  re- 
duce the  duty  on  foreign  beer.  At  the 
E resent  moment  the  duty  on  foreign 
eer  of  a  specific  gravity  up  to  1,065  de- 
Krees  was  8«.  a  barrel,  and  he  was  in- 
formed that  that  was  really  a  very  low 
duty.  It  was  now  proposed  to  reduce 
the  duty  from  8«.  to  6«.  6rf.  per  barrel  on 
beer  of  a  specific  gravity  up  to  1,057  de- 
grees. This  meant  a  reduction  of  18  per 
cent  with  a  still  further  reduction,  wmch 
would  ultimately  reach  about  45  per  cent 
upon  beer  of  a  less  specific  gravity.  It 
was  further  proposed  to  make  this  re- 

Mr  Hicks 


duotion  at  a  moment  when  there  was  no 
country  in  Europe  that  would  admit 
English  beer  into  its  ports  or  towns  at 
a  less  duty  than  8«.  per  barrel.  In 
France  the  duty  was  7«.  %d.  per  barrel 
with  a  municipal  tax  of  6(f. ;  in  Germany 
the  duty  was  8«.,  and  in  Portugal  the 
duty  amounted  to  no  less  than  120  per 
cent  upon  the  value.  And  yet,  in  the 
f£U)e  of  the  present  depressed  condition 
of  the  agriculture  and  trade  of  the  coun- 
try, we  were  asked  to  reduce  the  duty  on 
foreign  beer.  Taking  all  the  circum- 
stances into  consideration,  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  asking  the  Committee  to 
reject  this  proposal.  He  proposed  to 
move,  in  page  2,  line  17,  to  leave  out 
6«.  6^.  and  insert  8«.,  which  was  the 
present  duty.  He  was  informed  by  the 
Clerk  at  the  Table  that  he  was  per- 
fectly in  Order  in  making  this  pro- 
position, seeing  that  the  Amendment  did 
not  involve  any  increase  of  duty;  but 
if  there  was  any  doubt  about  the  matter 
he  would  move  the  omission  of  the 
clause 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  very  sorry 
that  I  cannot  accept  the  Amendment, 
and  I  have  to  point  out  that  it  is  con- 
trary to  the  Bules  of  the  House,  in  a 
teclmical  sense.  The  Bules  provide  that 
no  proposal  shall  be  made  except  by  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  for  the  increase 
of  taxation,  and  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  imdoubtedly  does  involve  an 
increase  of  duty,  because  the  present 
duty,  as  he  has  truly  said,  is  8«. ;  but 
then  it  is  8«.  on  beer  of  a  specific  gravity 
up  to  1,065  degrees,  and  he  proposes 
that  it  shall  be  8«.  on  beer  up  to  1,057 
degrees,  so  that  at  this  rate  there  would 
be  an  increase  of  duty  on  beer  above  a 
specific  gravity  of  1,057  degrees. 

Mr.  hicks  believed  Uiat  he  was 
strictly  in  Order  in  proposing  the  Amend- 
ment, the  object  of  which  was  to  retain 
the  present  duty  of  8*.  per  barrel  not 
only  upon  beer  of  a  specific  gravity  of 
1,065  degrees,  but  upon  all  other  de- 
scriptions of  beer  of  a  less  specific 
gravity. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  clause  reads 
*^  The  worts  of  which  before  fermenta- 
tion shall  be  of  a  specific  gravity  not 
exceeding  1,065  degrees." 

Mr.  hicks  :  Not  exceeding. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Yes ;  but  to  ^n 
the  duty  at  8«.  upon  beer  up  to  a  specific 
gravity  of  1,057  degrees  would  De  in 
effect  to  increase  the  tax. 
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The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  be  quite  in  Order  in  object- 
ing to  tlie  reduction  of  a  tax ;  but  it  is 
not  in  his  power,  as  a  private  Member, 
to  propose  any  increase  of  taxation. 
Therefore  it  is  not  competent  for  him 
to  move  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  hicks  :  Can  I  move  the  omis- 
sion of  the  clause  altogetlier  ? 

Mr.  mac  IVEE  begged  to  move  that 
the  last  six  lines  of  the  clause  be  omitted. 

Thb  CHAIEMAN  :  The  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
Dridg^hire  (Mr.  Hicks)  applied  to  line 
17,  and  it  is  not  competent  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mac  Iyer) 
to  go  back  further  than  that  line. 

Mr.  mac  IYER  said,  he  would  pro- 
pose, then,  that  line  1 7  be  struck  out  of 
the  clause.  He  believed  he  should  be 
quite  in  Order  in  moving  that  Amend- 
ment. He  thought  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cambridgeshire  had  not 
given  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  the 
credit  due  to  them  for  their  consistency. 
It  was  only  appropriate  that  a  Govern- 
ment which  proposed  to  tax  our  own 
Colonies  should,  in  the  next  clause,  pro- 
pose to  reduce  the  taxation  upon  the 
beer  of  foreign  countries.  He  thought 
the  Gk)vemment  deserved  such  credit  or 
diseredit  as  might  be  due  to  them  for  the 
consistency  with  which  they  were  acting 
in  the  matter. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
17,  to  omit  the  words  ''  and  so  in  pro- 
portion for  any  difference  of  gravity." — 
[Mr.  Mae  lv$r,) 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT 
hoped  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Birk- 
enhead (Mr.  Mao  Ivor)  would  not 
persist  with  the  Amendment.  At  the 
•ame  time,  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Oovemment  should  have  given  some 
fuller  and  clearer  explanation  of  the 
reason  why  this  reduction  was  pro- 
posed, and  why,  when  there  was  so 
small  an  amount  of  difference  in  the 
specific  gravity,  he  should  propose  a  re- 
duction of  duty  on  foreign  beer.  The 
Committee  knew  perfectly  well  that  it 
was  a  change  which  was  against  the 
British  farmer  and  the  British  producer; 
and  it  was  upon  that  ground  he  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  them 
some  more  explicit  reason  than  he  had  yet 
■tated  why  he  thought  it  wise  and  right 
at  this  particular  time,  when  there  was 

VOL.  OOLXl.      [third  amis.] 


depression  all  over  the  country,  en>e- 
cially  in  the  agricultural  interest,  tnat 
favour  should  be  shown  to  the  foreigp[ier8. 
At  the  same  time,  whatever  the  reason 
might  be,  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
would  not  move  the  rejection  of  the 
clause.  He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  it  would  be  absurd  to  persist  with 
the  Amendment,  because  he  was  quite 
sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  must  have  g^od  reasons 
for  making  the  proposition. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  the  effect 
of  the  Amendment  would  be  that  foreign 
beer,  imported  in  worts  before  fermenta- 
tion, of  a  specific  gravity  not  exceeding 
1,057  degrees,  would  pay  a  duty  of 
6«.  6</.,  while  foreign  beer  with  a  greater 
specific  gravity  would  pay  nothing  at  all. 
As  that  would  be  the  result  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Birken- 
head, I  may  fairly  appeal  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  and  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers near  him  not  to  support  it.  What 
I  am  doing  now  is  simply  following  the 
uniform  practice  upon  all  occasions  when 
we  have  had  to  deal  with  Excise  duties 
upon  commodities  imported  into  this 
country.  The  Excise  duties  remain  for 
the  moment  unchanged,  or  only  partially 
changed,  so  as  to  leave  in  them  a  good 
deal  that  is  of  a  protective  character.  I 
have  proceeded  on  the  principle  that,  as 
we  cannot  propose  the  repeal  of  these 
duties,  it  is  desirable  to  ascertain  and 
fix  an  exact  equivalent  as  far  as  we  can. 
Then  comes  the  question  as  to  the 
amount  of  disadvantage,  if  any,  at  which 
the  British  manufacturer  stands  in  con- 
sequence of  the  Excise  restrictions.  The 
home  manufacturer  pays  a  duhr  of  6«.  Si^., 
and  we  place  an  additional  auty  of  Zd. 
upon  the  foreign  manufacturer,  in  order 
to  counteract  any  diaadvantage  at  which 
the  British  manufacturer  may  be  placed. 
I  believe  that  the  difference  which  is 
imposed,  as  I  have  said,  in  consequence 
of  the  Excise  restrictions  is  an  ample 
addition.  I  do  not  say  that  it  is  an  ex- 
travagant addition ;  but  it  is  an  ample 
addition  to  cover  the  small  additional 
charge  imposed  on  the  home  manufac- 
turer. 

Mr.  MAO  IYER  said,  he  was  pre- 
pared at  ouce  to  accept,  in  absolute  in- 
difference, and  with  entire  g^od  humour, 
the  sneer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  he  did  so  for  this  reason — that  he 
thought  there  was  not  a  Gentleman  ga 
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tlie  otlieir  side  of  the  House,  or  on  any  side 
of  the  House,  who  would  not  understand 
perfectly  well  that  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  he  had  submitted  was  that 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  to  reduce 
the  duty  on  foreign  beer  should  not  be 
allowed  to  take  effect.  If  there  was 
anything  technically  wrong  in  the  form 
in  which  he  had  put  the  Amendment, 
he  did  not  think  it  formed  any  ground 
why  he  should  be  laughed  at,  or  spoken 
of  with  ridicule  and  scorn.  He  believed 
there  were  many  people  throughout  the 
country  who  would  be  of  opinion  that, 
even  if  he  were  wrong  technically,  he 
was  perfectly  right  in  raising  his  voice 
in  objection  to  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  reduce  the  taxation  upon 
foreign  beer.  He  failed  to  see  what 
advantage  the  British  farmer  was  to 
obtain  from  the  abolition  of  the  Malt 
Tax.  What  the  Prime  Minister  was  asked 
for  last  year  was  the  abolition  of  the 
Malt  Tax,  coupled  with  something  else 
to  safeguard  the  interests  of  the  farmers ; 
but  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 

S'ven  them  was  the  abolition  of  the 
alt  Tax,  coupled  with  increased  foreign 
competition.  There  were  many  persops 
in  the  country  who  thought  that  in  the 
change  thus  brought  about  the  right 
hon.  GFentleman  had  done  an  ill  service 
to  the  agricultural  interest  of  the  country, 
and  80  far  the  views  which  they  held  had 
not  beon  fairly  represented.  He  believed 
tiiat  very  few  hon.  Members  even  upon 
the  other  side  of  the  House  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  was 
jnst,  right,  or  reasonable  to  cheapen  the 
materials  for  the  brewer.  The  Malt  Tax 
enabled  those  only  to  brew  who  could 
afford  to  uee  good  barley ;  but  now  any 
kind  of  inferior  barley  could  be  malted 
as  well  as  rice  and  maize,  and,  in  addi- 
tion, beer  might  be  made  out  of  sugar 
and  a  variety  of  other  things.  All  these 
ohanffes  would  benefit  the  foreigner,  and 
would  prejudicially  affect  the  interests 
of  the  British  agriculturist.  He  could 
not  believe  that  this  state  of  things  would 
be  long  permitted;  and,  if  he  was  wrong 
in  the  technical  form  in  which  he  had 
moved  the  Amendment,  he  asked  per- 
mission to  place  it  in  a  form  that  would 
be  verbally  accurate,  and  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  wanting  in  support. 

Thb  chairman  :  Does  the  hon. 
Member  withdraw  the  Amendment  ? 

Mb,  mac  IVEE  :  No,  Sir,  I  do  not. 

Mr.  WABTON  complained  that  any 

Mr.  Mae  Ivmr 


alteration  of  the  kind  now  proposed 
should  be  made  at  alL  Whenever  a 
change  of  the  kind  was  proposed^  the 
reason  for  it  should  be  clearly  stated. 
But,  whether  that  were  so  or  not,  it  did 
seem  rather  hard  that  when  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen brought  Amendments  forward 
they  should  be  subjected  to  jeers  and 
laughter,  and  told  that  there  was  some 
mystery  about  the  matter  which  defied 
amendment.  In  the  first  place,  directly 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead  pro- 
posed one  Amendment,  he  was  told  by 
the  Chairman  that  he  was  too  late,  as 
the  Committee  had  already  got  i>ast  the 
point  where  the  Amendment  came  in; 
and  when  he  submitted  another  he 
was  told  that  it  could  not  be  accepted, 
because  it  was  wrong  in  technical 
form.  Personally,  he  believed  there  was 
part  of  this  clause  which  even  the 
Premier  himself  did  not  understand — 
namely,  the  meaning  of  the  word 
**  mum."  They  had  already  been  told 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
did  not  understand  what  '*mum  "  was; 
and  why,  therefore,  should  he  have  in- 
cluded it  in  the  present  Bill  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE :  I 
am  sorry  that  I  was  not  here  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  discussion  ;  but  as  far  as 
I  understand  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Birkenhead  is  moving  to  omit 
the  last  words  of  the  clause.  My  hon. 
Friend,  at  this  moment,  is  endeavouring 
to  make  an  Amendment  to  the  clause, 
when,  in  point  of  fact,  what  he  means 
to  do  is  to  vote  against  the  dauae  as  a 
whole.  As  I  understand  my  hon.  Friend 
he  means  to  object  to  the  alteration  of 
the  Customs'  duty  on  beer.  [Mr.  Mac 
Iver:  On  foreign  beer.]  On  foreign 
beer ;  and,  therefore,  if  my  hon.  Friend 
looks  at  it  in  that  way  he  must  see  that 
what  he  must  do,  in  order  to  give  effect 
to  his  wish,  is,  by-and-bye,  when  the 
clause  is  put  as  a  whole,  to  vote  against 
it  as  a  whole.  If  he  resists  it  as  a  whole 
then  the  duties  will  be  left  as  they  are ; 
and  that  is  a  more  regular  and  intelli- 
gible course  to  take  than  to  amend  the 
clause  by  striking  out  these  words,  which 
would  have  the  curious  effect  pointed 
out  by  the  Prime  Minister.  It  is  per- 
fectly consistent  with  the  views  expreesed 
by  my  hon.  Friend  that  he  should  object 
to  the  clause  as  a  whole.  I  do  not 
know  whether  I  should  be  in  Order  in 
taking  this  opportunity  of  asking  the 
Prime  Minister  if  he  will  be  kind  enough 
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to  tell  us  what^  acoordiog  to  the  expe- 
rience of  the  last  few  weeks,  has  been 
the  progress  of  the  Beer  Duty  ?  If  I  re- 
member rightly,  in  the  speech  which  he 
made,  I  think,  upon  this  day  seven 
weeks,  I  understood  that  his  calculation 
upon  the  exchange  of  the  Beer  Duty 
for  the  Malt  Tax  had  resulted,  in  the 
last  financial  year,  in  a  disappointment 
of  about  £670,000.  [Mr.  Gladstone 
dissented.]  Well,  the  J3eer  Duty,  as  I 
understood  from  the  speech  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  was  estimated  in  the  last 
year  to  yield  £3,690,000.  It  actually 
yielded  £3,486,000,  showing  a  defi- 
ciency of  £205,000 ;  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  malt  drawback,  esti- 
mated at  £950,000,  cost  no  less  than 
£1,319,000.  Therefore  it  has  cost 
£674,000  more  than  was  estimated  last 
year.  Of  oourse,  one  cannot  judge 
merely  by  the  result  of  10  months  or 
so;  and  there  are,  no  doubt,  reasons 
wluch  would  account  for  the  Beer  Duty 
not  bringing  in  as  much  as  was  expected 
from  it.  But  I  wish  to  ask  whether, 
daring  the  seven  weeks  since  the  state- 
ment was  made,  the  progress  of  the 
Beer  Duty  has  been  such  as  to  confirm 
the  anticipations  of  the  Prime  Minister? 
Or,  to  put  it  otherwise,  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  adhere  still,  in  its  en- 
tirety, to  the  Estimate  which  he  gave  in 
the  Budget  speech,  as  to  the  probable 
progress  of  the  duty  ?  I  am  not  putting 
the  question  captiously,  but  will  be  glad 
to  be  informed  what  has  been  the  result 
for  the  period  which  has  elapsed  since  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  made.  My  hon.  and  learned  ,Friend 
the  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton) 
seemed  still  to  be  troubled  about  the  word 
"mum."  But  the  word  is  very  easily 
explained,  and  its  particular  application 
to  the  present  state  of  things  easily 
understood.  A  solution  has  been  given 
to  the  House  by  a  high  authority  which 
explains  why  the  word  is  particularly 
applicable  now,  and  why  it  has  practi- 
cally gone  out  of  use  for  so  many  years. 
"Mum"  was  a  kind  of  beer  made  with- 
out barley.  It  used  to  be  made  of  wheat, 
ground  beans,  oatmeal,  and  a  groat 
many  other  things;  and,  as  the  English 
people  were  in  the  habit  for  many  years 
of  drinking  beer  made  from  malt  and' 
hops,  the  word  has  fallen  into  disuse. 
We  have,  however,  changed  all  that, 
ud  now  drink  beer  made  from  maize, 
sioe,  and  oatmoal    or  exactly  the  mate- 


rials from  which  "  mum "  was  made  ; 
and  it  is  important  that  the  word  should 
again  take  its  place  in  our  tariff. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  have  lis- 
tened  with  interest  to  the' ingenious  ex- 
planation which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
has  given.  It  is  perfectly  true  that 
people  are  at  liberty  to  make  beer  of 
maize  and  rice;  but  we  always  call  it 
**  beer."  The  word  **  mum  "  is  retained 
partly  out  of  pious  reverence  for  the 
wisdom  of  our  ancestors,  and  partly  for 
fear  that  if  we  omitted  it  some  inge- 
nious man  should  establish  a  demon- 
stration against  us  which  might  result 
in  a  law  suit.  With  regard  to  the  state 
of  the  Beer  Duties,  when  I  demurred 
to  the  statement  that  our  Estimates  were 
disappointed  to  the  extent  of  £670,000, 
or  thereabouts,  all  I  intended  to  convey 
was  that  it  would  lead  to  nothing  but 
confusion  to  mix  up  two  matters  which 
have  no  connection  with  each  other — 
namely,  the  excess  in  the  drawback  and 
the  deficiency  in  the  Beer  Duty.  The 
question  that  has  been  put  with  regard 
to  the  Beer  Duty  of  the  present  year  I 
can  answer  plainly,  if  not  satisfactorily. 
We  are  in  possession  of  the  figures  re- 
lating to  the  first  month  only  of  the  pre- 
sent year,  and,  according  to  them,  there 
has  been  a  falling  short  of  the  Estimates 
to  the  extent  of  about  6  per  cent.  I 
have  very  great  confidence  in  the  opi- 
nions of  persons  more  practically  ac- 
quainted than  myself  with  this  subject, 
and  I  believe  that  they  hesitate  to  form 
their  judgment  at  present  as  to  how  far 
the  deficiency  in  the  Beer  Duty  for  that 
month  is  ascribable  to  any  special  cause. 
Probably,  before  the  close  of  the  Ses- 
sion we  shall  be  enabled  to  judge  bet* 
ter ;  but  there  is  not  the  least  disposi- 
tion at  present  to  recede  from  the  rela- 
tive amount  of  the  Estimate. 

Mr.  MAO  IVER  said,  if  the  terms  of 
his  Amendment  were  technically  wrong 
he  preferred  to  withdraw  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Drawback  on  exportation 
of  imported  beer). 

Mr.  STOKER  asked  if  the  drawback 
referred  to  in  this  clause  applied  to 
stores  shipped  for  the  use  of  sailors  on 
board  shipr 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  It  is  not  con- 
nected with  ship's  stores;  it  is  drawback 
on  beer  imported  and  then  exported. 

3  0  2 
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Mb.  STOBEB  said,  if  that  was  the 
case,  it  clearly  applied  to  beer  taken  as 
ship's  stores  for  the  use  of  sailors ;  and, 
that  being  so,  he  trusted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  accuse  him  of  de- 
siring class  legislation,  when  he  came 
to  ask  for  allowance  for  agricultural 
labourers. 

Clause  agr0$d  to, 

Olause  5  amended,  and  agr^^d  to. 

Clause  6  agreed  to, 

Gause  7  (Reduction  of  Customs  duty 
on  silver  plate). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  Clause  be  omitted.'*— (J/r. 
Oladetone.) 

Sib  OEOBOE  CAMPBELL  hoped 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
explain  the  grounds  upon  which  he 
moved  the  omission  of  this  clause.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  among  other  rea- 
sons given  for  putting  the  clause  into 
the  Bill,  said  that  it  would  lead  to  a  con- 
siderable importation  of  silver  plate  from 
abroad ;  and  he  especially  alluded  to  the 
ffreat  talents  which  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects in  Lidia  possessed  for  the  manu- 
facture of  silver.  He  had,  of  course, 
been  much  interested  in  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  and  he 
could  say  from  his  own  knowledge  that 
these  Indian  workers  in  metals  were 
both  skilful  and  cheap  in  their  work. 
Therefore,  he  had  reason  at  the  time  to 
hope  that  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  would  lead  to  a  very  large 
increase  in  the  trade  of  manufactured 
silver  between  India  and  this  country. 
But,  so  far  as  he  could  now  gather,  a 
deputation  from  the  trade  in  tMs  coun- 
try had  waited  upon  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  placed  before  him 
reasons  which  had  induced  him  to  omit 
this  clause  from  the  Bill.  This  omis- 
sion, he  confessed,  he  regarded  with  some 
jealousy,  for,  as  the  matter  originally 
stood,  he  had  looked  forward  with  hope 
to  some  good  resulting  from  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  duty  on  suver.  He  could 
perfectly  well  understand  that  those  en- 
gaged in  the  trade  in  this  country  were 
anxious  that  the  duty  should  be  re- 
tained, because,  as  the  law  at  present 
stood,  they  enjoyed  a  complete  monopoly. 
At  his  request,  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasoiy  had  stated  to  him  the  conditions 
upon  which  plate  ooold  be  imported 


from  abroad ;  and  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  system  in  operation  was  absolutely 
prohibitory  of  the  importation  of  foreign 
manufactured  silver.     It  was  true  that 
silver  articles    manufactured  in  India 
could  be  imported  on  payment  of  the 
duty.     But  it  was  also  true  that  the 
fjTOoas  in  question  must  be  taken  to  the 
Tower  to  DO  stamped,  and  he  was  cor- 
rect in  saying  that  the  system  was  en- 
tirely prohibitory.     No  doubt,  a  good 
many  articles  in  silver  entered  the  coun- 
try from  India  that  were  not  afterwards 
stamped ;  but  he  fancied  the  explanation 
of  that  fact  was  that  the  difficulties  of 
the  process  were  so  great  that  the  prac- 
tice of  getting  the  stamp  was  not  re- 
soiied  to ;  but  these  small  pieces  were 
smuggled.      It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  persons  engaged  in  the  trade  who 
had  approached  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man were  in  the  enjoyment  of  protec- 
tion of  the  largest  and  strongest  descrip- 
tion ;  and,  therefore,  he  trusted  the  right 
hon.  GenUeman  would  state  to  the  Com- 
mittee, before  they  agreed  to  his  Motion, 
the  grounds  upon  which  he  moved  the 
omission  of  the  clause. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  this  Ques- 
tion, like  all  others  relating  to  duty, 
was  extremely  difficult  and  complicated. 
But  the  difficulties  attendant  upon  the 
drawback  were  far  greater,  relatively  to 
the  subject,  than  any  he  had  been  ac- 
quainted with,  because  it  was  expected 
that  drawback  should  be  paid  on  goods 
that  had  long  passed  out  of  the  Govern- 
ment possession.      He  had  entertained 
considerable  doubts  as  to  the  validi^  of 
the  claim  for  drawback,  and  especially 
for  full  drawback.      The  clause,  how- 
ever, did  not  provide  for  any  drawback 
at  all.     The  Ghovemment  had  only  pro- 
posed   to    substitute    a    very    graanal 
method  of  reduction  of  duty,  and   the 
representations  which  had  induced  him 
to  think  he  should  not  persevere  with 
the  clause  were  not  so  much  connected 
with  the  trade  as  with  the  interest  of 
the  workmen  employed  in  it.     There 
was    a    temporary  diminution    in    the 
purchasing  power  of  the  people,  whi^ 
affected  in  a  very  considerable  degree 
the  production  of  plate  ;  and  he  owned 
that  he  shrank  frt>m  applying  to  that 
trade  a  measure  which,  for  a  seriee  of 
five  or  six  years,  would  have  had  a  oiore 
or  less  paralysing  effect  upon  it.    It  had 
therefore  been  decided  to  allow  the  mat- 
ter to  stand  over,  feeling  thai  he  ooaU 
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not  be  responsible  for  tbe  difficulty 
likely  to  be  created  by  a  peculiar  pro- 
posal made  at  a  peculiar  time. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  pointed  outtbat  if  tbe 
proposed  metbod  of  dealing  witb  tbe 
duties  on  silver  plate  was  not  definitely 
abandoned  tbe  paralysis  alluded  to  by 
tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  was  likely  to 
affiict  tbe  silver  trade  at  tbe  approacb 
of  eaob  Budget.  Tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gen- 
tleman, wben  be  gave  Notice  tbat  tbe 
clause  would  not  be  proceeded  witb, 
led  tbe  House  to  understand  tbat  be  did 
not  altogetber  give  up  tbe  idea  of  deal- 
ing witb  silver  plate  in  tbe  manner  at 
first  proposed.  Tbe  result  of  tbat  com- 
munication was  tbat  tbis  process  of 
gradual  extinction  of  tbe  duty  was 
held  over  all  manufacturers  of  plate 
in  Urrorem,  and  tbat  it  was  impossible 
for  them  to  conduct  their  operations  in 
the  same  way  as  tbey  would  do  if  they 
supposed  tbat  tbeir  trade  would  be  dealt 
with  in  tbe  same  way  as  other  trades 
under  similar  circumstances — tbat  was  to 
say,  tbat  tbe  drawback  would  be  allowed 
if  tbe  duty  were  taken  ofiP.  On  tbe  ap- 
proach of  the  Budget  Statement  all 
manufacture  would  probably  cease,  be- 
cause tbose  engaged  in  tbe  trade  would 
not  care  to  go  on  witb  tbeir  manufacture 
under  tbe  anticipation  tbat  tbe  process 
now  postponed  might  be  applied.  There- 
fore, be  hoped  tbe  Committee  would  be 
allowed  to  understand  tbat  the  measure 
was  not  merely  postponed  but  aban- 
doned. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  would  be 
contrary  te  usage  to  give  a  pledge  tbat 
under  no  circumstances  would  the  ques- 
tion be  re-opened. 

Sir  ANDBEW  LUSK  regretted  that 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  could  not 
speak  positively  witb  regard  to  tbe  ques- 
tion of  duty  on  plate,  because  it  was  a 
very  serious  matter  for  tbe  constituency 
wbichhe  bad  tbe  honour  to  represent,  and 
wbicb  was  very  largely  interested  in  tbe 
trade,  tbat  tbe  proposal  of  tbe  Cban- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  should  be  kept 
hanging  over  their  heads.  It  would,  he 
thought,  be  well  if  tbe  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman would  consider  tbe  possibility  of 
doing  away  with  tbe  duty  once  for  all, 
for  the  matter  was  a  very  small  one, 
and  interfered  much  with  tbe  trade, 
which  afforded  occupation  to  a  number 
of  poor  men.  He  had  a  strong  sym- 
pathy with  his  oonstituents  under  these 
droumstanoes,  for  there  was  great  com- 


petition in  these  days,  and  the  trade  of 
watch  and  clock  making  was  leaving 
them  altogether.  Hon.  Members  sboula 
not  treat  Uiis  subject  witb  levity.  It  was 
very  easy  to  tell  men  to  be  contented, 
and  buy  in  tbe  cheapest  market;  but 
they  answered — **  We  have  nothing  to 
buy  with."  It  was  a  sad  thing  for 
those  who  were  dependent  upon  tbe 
trade  for  their  daily  bread  to  be  kept 
in  suspense;  and,  for  tbe  reasons  ne 
had  urged,  be  trusted  tbe  rigbt  bon. 
Gentleman,  having  once  made  tbe  pro- 
posal, would  carry  it  into  effect  by  alto- 
gether abolishing  tbe  duty  on  silver 
plate. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  on  tbis  subject,  because  be  bad 
been  a  Member  of  tbe  Committee  which 
sat  to  consider  tbe  question  of  hall-mark- 
ing. He  believed  he  was  the  only  one 
who  had  recorded  bis  vote  in  favour  of 
tbe  retention  of  tbe  duty,  and  he  did 
so  because  all  tbose  who  gave  evi- 
dence before  tbe  Committee  were  of 
opinion  tbat  there  was  no  necessity 
for  its  abolition.  Tbe  bon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
had  spoken  of  the  great  stimulus  that 
tbe  removal  of  tbe  duty  would  g^ve 
to  tbe  Indian  trade  in  manufactured 
silver.  If  that  result  would  follow,  he 
should,  for  that  reason  alone,  wish  tbe 
duty  to  be  abolished ;  but,  having  care- 
fully gone  into  the  facts,  he  was  unable 
to  see  tbat  tbe  change  would  be  attended 
witb  one  iota  of  benefit  to  tbe  Indian 
manufacturer.  Tbe  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  (Sir  Andrew  Lusk)  bad  alluded 
to  the  failing  off  in  tbe  trade  amongst 
bis  constituency ;  but  he  pointed  out  that 
that  was  due  simply  to  American  com- 
petition. American  g^t  and  silver  work 
came  into  tbis  country  free  of  duty, 
while  there  was  evidence  that  our 
work  was  very  heavily  taxed  on  reach- 
ing America.  He  hoped  tbe  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  would  not  give 
way  to  this  foolish  idea  of  Free  Trade, 
but  retain  tbe  duty  on  silver  plate,  which 
was  supported  by  everyone  connected 
witb  the  trade,  and  wbicb  be  did  not 
believe  was  in  any  way  connected  with 
tbe  falling  off  of  trade  in  tbis  country. 

Mr.  IkLlC  lYEB  said,  the  position 
was  in  no  way  mended  by  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said.  Tbe 
trade  was  at  present  paralyzed  by  the 
want  of  knowledge  as  to  what  would  be 
done  in  the  future.    As  a  final  settle- 
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ment  of  the  question,  he  ventured  to 
suggest  that,  in  conformity  with  the 
principles  of  Free  Trade,  the  duty  on 
silver  plate  should  be  absolutely  abo- 
lished, so  far  as  concerned  the  produc- 
tion of  this  country  and  the  Colonies ; 
but  that  it  should  remain  upon  the 
silver  plate  of  foreign  countries,  draw- 
back being  allowed  on  exportation.  This 
arrangement  was  one  which  was,  at  any 
rate,  not  likely  to  be  disturbed  by  hon. 
Members  sitting  on  that  side  of  the 
House.  It  was  most  desirable  that  the 
question  should  be  finally  settled,  and 
he  pressed  that  view  of  the  case  strongly 
upon  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  struck  out  accordingly. 

Clause  8  (Alteration  of  duties  on 
spirits  imported). 

Me.  THOENHILL,  in  moving  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given  No- 
tice, pointed  out  that  the  two  chief  com- 
modities of  trade  in  the  West  Indies 
were  sugar  and  rum.  As  was  well 
known,  the  West  India  trade  had  been 
already  injured  by  the  foreign  sugar 
bounties ;  a  fact  which,  he  believed,  the 
Prime  Minister  had  admitted  to  the  depu- 
tation which  waited  upon  him  recently 
in  connection  with  that  subject.  He 
ventured  to  say  that  if  the  additional 
2d,  per  gallon  was  to  be  charged  upon 
rum  the  West  India  Colonies  would  be 
still  further  injured.  It  would  do  a 
very  considerable  amount  of  injury  to 
the  Jamaica  planters.  It  was  said  that 
a  countervailing  duty  could  not  be 
placed  upon  sugar,  because  it  was  con- 
trary to  the  **  Most  Favoured  Nation  " 
Clause.  That  might  be  so ;  but  he  felt 
that,  in  the  present  case,  if,  as  the 
arrangement  with  regard  to  Spirit 
Duties  proposed,  an  extra  2d,  per  gallon 
were  charged  upon  rum,  while,  at  the 
same  time.  Id,  was  taken  off  French 
brandy,  the  French  nation  would  again 
be  benefited,  as  it  was  in  the  case  of  the 
sugar  bounties.  One  of  the  reasons  for 
the  proposal  to  increase  the  duty  on  rum 
was  that  it  was  regarded  as  a  manufac- 
tured spirit ;  but  he  held  that  it  was  not 
so,  in  the  sense  in  which  the  term  was 
applied  to  gin.  It  was  made  entirely 
from  molasses,  and  was  coloured  with 
its  own  natural  spirit.  Whisky  now 
paid  10«.  per  gallon,  and  2d,  per  gallon 
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under  the  Excise  regulations;  gin,  at 
a  manufactured  spirit,  paid  10«.  a 
gallon,  and  4(1.  a  g^on  under  the 
Excise  regulations.  But  if  tiie  Bill 
became  law,  whisky  and  gin  would 
remain  under  the  duties  respectively 
of  \0s,  2d,  and  10«.  Ad,,  while  ram 
would  be  placed  in  the  same  position  ai 
gin,  and  pay  a  duty  of  10#.  4rf.  per  gal- 
lon, and  the  reduction  of  \d,  on  brandy 
would  make  the  duty  on  that  spirit 
109.  4d,  instead  of  10«.  ^d,  per  gallon. 
He  contended  that  rum  was  not  a  manu- 
factured spirit,  and  that  it  ought  not  to 
be  placed  in  the  same  category  as  those 
which  were.  In  conclusion,  he  urged  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  re-oonaider  the 
question  of  increasing  the  duty  on  ram, 
with  a  view  to  helping  the  West  India 
Colonies,  which  had  suffered  so  muoh 
already  from  the  system  of  foreign  sugar 
bounties. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  after 
line  6,  to  insert  **  Bum  of  and  from  any 
British  Possession  .  .  10».  2d.'*^ — {Mr, 
ThornhilL) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  am  truly 
sorry  I  cannot  accede  to  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down ; 
but  the  tariff  which  now  exists  does  not 
draw  any  distinction,  in  point  of  duty, 
between  the  British  Ck>lonie8  and  foreign 
countries  producing  rum.  One  and  the 
same  rate  is  charged — namely,  10«.  2i. 
if  the  rum  comes  from  the  country  of  its 
production  ;  10«.  5(/.  if  it  comes  not  from 
the  country  of  its  production.  I  cannot, 
therefore,  be  expected  to  ag^ee  to  the 
setting  up  of  any  distinctive  and  dif- 
ferential duty  on  behalf  of  the  Colonies. 
The  hon.  Member  says  that  gin  is  a 
manufactured  article  and  that  ram  is 
not.  Now,  it  is  quite  true  that  gin, 
which  is  the  great  English  spirit  and 
that  with  which  rum  chiefly  competes, 
goes  through  a  double  process — first, 
the  process  of  distillation,  secondly,  a 
process  of  rectification.  I  may,  how- 
ever, compare  rum,  not  only  with  gpn, 
but  with  other  spirits.  Brandy,  for 
instance,  does  not  undergo  the  doable 
process  of  distillation  and  rectification. 
It  is  a  more  valuable  article  than 
rum.  But  I  will  take  another  article 
imported  into  this  country,  which  is 
not  of  the  same  value,  but  of  maoh 
less  value  than  rum — namely,  the  potato 
spirit  which  comes  in  from  Germany. 
Bum  is  also  a  manofaotorod  ariiole.  The 
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truth  is,  I  entirely  sympathize  with  the 
producers  of  this  article,  in  the  Colonies 
especially,  because  they  have  enjoyed  a 
factitious  advantage.  They  are  to  be 
sympathized  with,  when  that  factitious 
advantage  is  withdrawn.  This  advan- 
tage has  been  enjoyed  by  the  Colonies 
for  some  years  past — since  the  distinc- 
tion between  British  and  foreign  rum 
baa  been  abolished — not  on  the  ground 
that  rum  is  entitled  to  a  protection,  but 
on  the  ground  that  Sykes's  hydrometer, 
which  was  used  by  the  Department, 
docs  not  enable  them  to  ascertain,  pre- 
cisely, the  amount  of  alcohol  in  a  gallon 
of  rum.  It  is  the  new  process — the  pro- 
cess of  distillation  which  is  substituted 
for  that  of  Sykes's  hydrometer — which 
enables  us  to  ascertain  the  exact  amount 
of  alcohol,  which  will  leave  us  no 
ground  for  apology,  in  point  of  con- 
sistency, if  we  were  to  exclude  this  one 
Bpecial  duty  on  rum  coming  from  the 
liritish  Colonies.  I  am,  therefore, 
afraid  I  must  adhere  to  the  proposal  as 
it  stands. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  he  did  not 
rise  for  the  purju^se  of  supporting  the 
Amendment,  for  he  thought  the  pro- 
posal was  a  very  fair  and  just  one.  He, 
however,  wished  to  point  out  a  great  in- 
convenience suiTcred  by  the  trade.  Bums 
and  brandies,  and  all  these  foreign 
spirit**,  might  come  in  at  a  greater  strength 
than  they  ought  to  come  in  at,  and 
might  pay  a  less  duty  than  they  ought 
to  pay.  But  he  desired  to  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  of  a  great  incon- 
Teuience  that  traders  were  put  to.  At 
present  it  took  them  two  or  three  days 
to  get  their  goods  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  Government  officials,  and  the  result 
was  that  they  experienced  great  difH- 
calty  in  transacting  their  business.  They 
ought  to  get  the  goods  tested  in  a  day 
at  the  most ;  and  he  would  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  greater  facili- 
tiea  should  be  allowed  to  the  trade  in  this 
matter  than  they  at  present  enjoyed. 

8iB  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  that, 
owing  U)  the  hum  of  conversation  around 
him,  he  had  not  been  able  clearly  to 
follow  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite ;  but  he  had  understood 
the  hon.  (rentloman  to  snv  that  he  did 
not  a«k  for  a  differential  duty,  but 
only  complained  of  disadvantages  whieh 
would  be  experienced  under  the  Bill. 
Mr.  Walpole,  in  1878,  had  reported 
tiMl,  as  oompared  with  foreign  spirits, 
the  British  distiller  was  at  a  disadvan- 


tage of  Ifd.  But  the  present  Bill  pro- 
posed to  impose  a  difiFerence  of  4d.y  more 
than  half  of  which  was,  therefore,  clearly 
a  Protection  duty.  No  doubt  if  they  com- 
pared rum  with  rectified  spirits  that 
would  disappear,  because  the  rectifica- 
tion of  spirits  was  equivalent  to  2d, ; 
but  what  the  West  Indian  Colonies 
said  was  that  the  spirit  they  produced 
was  a  plain,  and  not  a  rectified  spirit, 
and  that  by  treating  it  as  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  treat  it  now  they  would 
bo  placing  it  at  an  unfair  disadvantage. 
The  question  was  one  of  great  difficulty, 
no  doubt,  and  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  give  it  his  most  careful 
attention.  He  was  quite  sure,  and  he 
thought  the  West  Indian  Colonies  could 
feel  assured,  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  consider  their  representa- 
tions most  carefully,  with  every  wish  to 
do  justice  in  this  matter.  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  moved  the 
Amendment  would  not  think  it  neces- 
sary, under  the  circumstances,  to  divide 
the  Committee,  but  would  rest  satisfied 
with  the  assurance  that  the  Government 
would  consider  the  matter,  "which  was 
one  of  the  greatest  moment  to  the  West 
Indian  Colonies,  which  they  all  knew 
were  suffering  very  severely,  in  other 
respects,  at  the^  present  time. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  would  only  say,  in 
support  of  the  appeal  made  by  the 
hon.  Baronet,  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  not  said  anything  as  to  a  comparison 
of  the  duty  on  rum  and  whisky.  Bum 
was  equally  a  plain  spirit  with  whisky. 
Hum  when  it  came  in  had  to  pay 
10«.  4d.f  whilbt  whisky  had  to  pay 
10«.  2rf.  The  produce  of  our  Colonies — 
rum,  which  was  an  important  part  of 
the  produce  of  our  Colonies — would  be 
placed  at  a  disadvantage,  as  compared 
with  whisky,  though  not,  perhaps,  as 
compared  with  brandy. 

I^RD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
moved  the  Amendment  had  not  explained 
why  rum  should  pay  a  less  duty  than 
other  spirits.  They  had  heard  a  great 
deal  lately  about  giving  fair  play  to  the 
home  producer ;  but  he  thought  the 
home  producer  would  have  fair  ground 
of  complaint  if  foreign  spirits  paid  less 
duty  than  the  articles  of  home  manufac- 
ture. It  would  be  impossible  to  place  a 
distinctive  duty  on  rectified  and  unrec* 
tified  8i»iriU,  for  if  that  were  done  the 
home  producer  would  be  placed  at  a 
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^eat  disadvantage.  As  to  what  had 
fallen  from  an  Hon.  Member  with  regard 
to  the  inconvenience  to  the  trade  in  test- 
ing spirits  in  the  warehouse,  that  diffi- 
culty was  being  removed.  In  future  all 
spirits  would  be  tested  at  once,  on  im- 
portation. The  amount  of  spirit  would 
be  at  once  found  out,  and  no  delay  would 
occur. 

Mb.  EITCHIE  hoped  the  observa- 
tions of  the  noble  Lord  would  not  be 
allowed  to  pass  without  comment.  Gin 
was  the  only  spirit  which  was  rectified 
and  compounded.  It  had  to  be  com- 
pounded to  make  it  suitable  to  the 
JBnglish  taste.  It  had  been  clearly 
pointed  out,  in  the  official  Papers,  that 
the  cost  of  the  excisable  restriction 
amounted  to  lid.,  which,  added  to  the 
10«.,  would  make  IO9.  lid,,  or,  say, 
10«.  2d.  But,  beyond  this,  gin  had  to 
go  through  a  process  to  make  it  suit- 
able to  the  English  palate;  and  that  pro- 
cess, it  had  been  computed,  made  an- 
other 2d.  per  gallon,  which,  altogether, 
made  10«.  4d.  But  there  was  no  other 
spirit — neither  whisky,  rum,  nor  brandy 
•—which  had  to  be  compounded.  All 
those  spirits  went  into  consumption  as 
they  were  imported.  With  regard  to 
whisky,  the  restriction  amounted  to  2d, ; 
therefore,  in  calculating  the  amount  of 
duty  on  whisky  it  should  be  put  down 
at  10«.  2d.  The  duty  on  rum  was  10«.  Ad., 
whilst  that  on  whisky  was  only  lOs.  2d. 
Bum  was  a  plain  spirit  as  well  as  whisky, 
and  brandy,  also,  for  the  matter  of  that 
— although  he  was  more  concerned  about 
articles  of  British  production  —  was 
placed  at  a  great  disaavantage. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  brandy 
was  no  more  a  rectified  spirit  than  rum. 
Oin  was  the  chief  competitor  with  rum, 
and  g^n  was  a  rectified  spirit.  As  to 
whisky,  though  it  did  not  undergo  such 
an  expense  in  comparing  it  with  rum, 
yet  there  was  a  considerable  indirect 
expense.  It  was  plain  that  if  there  was 
any  force  in  the  argument  for  reducing 
the  duty  on  rum,  it  ought  to  be  reduced 
on  brandy  and  other  spirits. 

Sir  JAMES  M*GABELHOGG  said, 
he  knew  many  people  who  were  very 
much  interested  in  the  West  Indies.  In 
Jamaica,  a  vast  quantity  of  estates  had 
been  thrown  out  of  cultivation  lately ; 
and  as  to  Demerara,  there  were  many 
merchants  and  traders  there  who  were 
only  just  able  to  carry  on  business. 
They  had  been  carrying  on  their  bosi- 
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ness  and  cultivating  their  estates  almost 
at  a  dead  loss ;  and  he  felt  convinced 
that  if  this  Bill  passed  in  its  present  form 
they  would  be  rendered  still  more  in- 
competent to  compete  with  the  foreigner. 
All  ne  (Sir  James  M*Garel*Hog^)  and 
his  friends  could  do  was  to  express  their 
regret  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  not  help  them  in  this  matter. 

Mb.  THOHNKILL  said,  that  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  he  had  heard  the 
traders  of  the  West  Indies  spoken  of  as 
foreigners.  He  did  not  consider  them 
such,  but  looked  on  them  as  he  looked 
upon  all  the  Members  of  that  House,  as 
British  subjects.  It  was  very  hard  on 
these  traders  that  they  should  be  treated 
in  the  manner  proposed  by  the  BilL 
The  noble  Lord  (Loni  Frederick  Caven- 
dish) seemed  to  have  some  strange 
antipathy  to  the  West  Indies,  for  he  was 
always  doing  what  he  could  to  injure 
them.  The  noble  Lord  had  gone  out 
there  some  time  ago,  and,  although  he 
(Mr.  Thomhill)  could  not  say  what  hap- 
pened there,  since  he  had  come  back 
he  had  always  done  what  he  could  to  dis- 
parage and  to  hurt  t&e  place.  If  things 
went  on  as  they  were  now  for  very  long  he 
was  afraid  that  the  West  Indies  would 
go  to  the  wall  altogether. 

Tub  CHAIRMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  desire  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment ? 

Mb.  THOENHILL :  Yes.  Sir,  I  with- 
draw  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Mode  of  testing  in  case  of 
obscuration). 

Captain  AYLMEB,  in  rising  to  more 
the  omission  of  the  words  "or  other- 
wise," said,  the  clause  hung  very  much. 
on  the  one  they  had  just  been  discussing, 
the  question  arising  as  to  the  increase 
there  would  be  on  the  Bum  Duty  owing* 
to  the  new  method  of  measuring  the 
quantity  of  spirit.  A  very  heavy  sum 
was  involved.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Gladstone)  said  £180,000  a- 
year ;  but  he  (Captain  Aylmer)  was  in* 
dined  to  think  that  the  change  would 
produce  nearer  £300,000  or  £400,000. 
The  difference  between  Sykes's  hydro- 
meter and  measuring  the  spirit  by  dis* 
tillation  was  certaimy  H  per  oent,  and 
that  would  raise  the  estimate  by  a  ybij 
large  earn.    He  honestly  beliered  that 
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the  right    hon.  Gentleman,  instead  of 

Sittin)c£180,000,  would8ecure£400,000. 
e  did  not  grudge  the  Oovemment  this 
amount ;  but  he  found  that  there  was 
Tory  considerable  dissatisfaction  felt 
with  the  wording  of  the  clause.  Spirits 
U9ed  to  be  tested  by  Sykes's  hydrometer. 
That  method  was  to  be  replaced  by  dis- 
tillation; but  where  that  did  not  suit 
the  oflScers  of  Customs,  Tesort  might  be 
had  to  other  means.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  trade  of  the  country  should  be 
left  to  such  an  uncertain  state  of  things. 
The  method  of  testing  should  be  either 
by  Sykes's  hydrometer  or  by  distillation  ; 
but  there  should  be  no  **  or  otherwise  " 
in  the  clause,  to  leave  it  open  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Customs  officers  to  experi- 
mentalize if  they  felt  inclined.  The 
words  *' or  otherwise"  were  extremely 
▼Ague,  and  were  very  much  objected  to 
by  importers  of  spirits  into  this  country. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  so  far 
aa  the  meaning  of  the  clause  was  con- 
cerned, the  words  in  question  were  not 
of  the  slightest  importance.  He  hoped 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  would  not 
preaa  his  Amendment,  because  the  effect 
of  it,  if  passed,  would  be  that  if  any  new 
and  improved  method  of  testing  spirits 
wore, discovered  they  would  be  unable 
to  avail  themselves  of  it.  The  object  in 
Tiew  was  merely  to  make  an  accurate 
examination  or  test.  As  to  the  sanguine 
estimate  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
of  the  result  of  the  new  method  of  testing 
•pint,  he  must  decline  to  accept  it.  He 
would  point  out  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  that  when  estimates  came  from 
private  Members  which  turned  out  to  be 
extravagant  nothing  more  was  heard  of 
them ;  but  such  was  not  the  case  when 
a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  indulged 
in  extravagant  speculation.  The  spirit 
which  would  be  affected  by  the  new 
method  of  testing  was  brandy  more  than 
mm.  There  had  been  a  great  deal  of 
concealed  strength  introduced  in  brandy 
owing  to  our  defective  method  of  testing, 
going  as  high  as  13  and  14  per  cent,  in- 
•tead  of  the  modest  4  per  cent  allowed. 
Inatead  of  this  being,  in  the  main,  a  tax 
upon  Colonial  produce,  he  believed  it 
would  be  a  tax  upon  the  article  brandy. 

Mb.  00B8T  did  not  think  the  ob- 
jection of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
tor  Maidstone  (Captain  Aylmer)  had 
been  anawered.  His  argpiment  was  that 
the  importer  thould  have  the  article  he 
imported  tested  by  law,  and  that  it 


should  not  be  left  to  the  discretion  of 
any  official  as  to  the  kind  of  test  which 
should  be  applied.  The  Government 
wished  to  substitute  distillation  for 
Sykes's  hydrometer;  but  the  clause 
would  leave  it  open.  No  doubt,  in  most 
cases,  officers  of  the  Customs  acted  in  a 
fair  and  honest  manner ;  still,  it  would 
not  be  satisfactory  to  importers  to  be 
left  in  the  hands  of  these  officers,  know- 
ing that  at  any  moment  a  new  kind  of 
test  might  be  tried. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  he  did  not 
understand  the  reason  advanced  for  the 
Amendment.  The  clause  gave  the  Go- 
vernment officials  every  power  to  ascer- 
tain the  amount  of  spirit  to  be  taxed, 
and,  surely,  nothing  should  be  done  to 
weaken  that  power. 

Captain  AYLMER  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  estimated  the  gain  to 
the  Bevenue  at  much  less  than  he  did ; 
still  he  believed  that  the  figure  he  had 
quoted  would  turn  out  to  be  right. 
Ureat  annoyance  had  been  occasioned 
in  several  quarters  in  this  matter.  Last 
week  there  were  two  or  three  questions 
put  as  to  the  measurement  of  malt,  and 
it  was  said  that  the  Customs  measure- 
ment had  been  exceeded  by  1 0  per  cent 
by  the  railway  carriers,  and  then  that 
the  brewers,  who  had  bought  it,  had 
exceeded  the  railway  carriers'  measure- 
ment. All  these  different  measurements 
must  be  a  source  of  great  trouble  to 
those  who  had  to  trade  in  these  articles. 
Let  there  be  one  law.  If  the  Govern- 
ment, at  some  future  time,  discovered 
a  better  means  of  measurement,  let  them 
then  suggest  it — let  them  wait,  if  neces- 
sary, until  next  year.  To  show  how  in- 
convenient the  proposed  scheme  might 
be,  he  would  point  out  that  one  Excise 
officer  might  say — **  I  prefer  to  try  my 
own  experiment,"  and  another,  even  in 
the  same  place,  might  say — "  I  do  not 
believe  in  your  experiment ;  I  will  try 
my  own."  Many  people,  from  different 
parts  of  the  country,  had  complained 
that  the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  might  bring 
them  to  loggerheads  with  the  Govern- 
ment officials. 

SiH  ANDREW  LUSK  said,  he  had 
been  long  connected  with  the  trade  and 
commerce  of  this  country,  therefore  he 
thought  he  had  a  right  to  speak  on  such 
a  question  as  this.  He  considered  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government,  in  regard 
to  the  Customs,  to  lay  down  a  plain  law 
to  guide  merchants ;  and,  therefore,  he 
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thought  that  **  or  otherwise  *'  ought  to 
be  expunged  from  the  clause.  If  those 
words  were  retained  they  would  not 
know  where  they  were.  The  matter 
was  really  worth  attention,  and,  in  con- 
sidering it,  they  must  not  altogether 
lose  sight  of  the  position  of  the  Customs 
officials,  who  were  the  moving  springs. 
He  did  not  find  fault  with  any  plain 
rule  laid  down  ;  but  he  certainly  would 
not  care  about  leaving  the  decision  of 
his  business  affairs  to  the  discretion  of 
Government  officials.  He  did  not  object 
to  Sykoses  hydrometer,  which  was  a 
good  old  fixed  rule,  and  he  did  not 
object  to  the  test  by  distillation  ;  but  do 
not  let  them  have  these  words  '*  or  other- 
wise" retained.  The  striking  out  of 
these  words  would  not  do  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  any  harm,  whilst  it 
would  please  many  hon.  Members  very 
much. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  pointed  out  that 
although,  in  the  testing  of  spirits,  dis- 
tillation was  of  great  value,  it  was  sup- 
ported by  other  methods.  Weighing 
was  one ;  but  there  were  also  other 
methods  which  would  render  it  very  in- 
convenient to  omit  the  words.  The  hon. 
Member  behind  him  (Sir  Andrew  Lusk) 
did  not  seem  to  understand  the  position 
of  affairs.  This  test  was  not  intended 
to  be  a  guide  to  merchants  at  all,  but  to 
the  Revenue  Department.  However, 
to  satisfy  hon.  Members,  he  would  con- 
sent to  the  modification  of  the  clause  by 
the  insertion  of  words  to  the  ofl'oct  that 
the  Customs  officers  might  use  **  other 
methods  which  were  approved  of  by  the 
Treasury."  That  would  give  Tarlia- 
ment  a  responsible  authority,  to  whom 
it  could  look  in  case  of  supposed  im- 
proper proceeding. 

Captaln^  AYLMER  !  On  that  under- 
standing I  will  withdraw  my  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  WARTON  thought  that  the  im- 
porters of  spirits  would  8uir<>r  great 
injustice  and  inconvenience  by  the  abo- 
lition of  the  long-ostablished  method  of 
testing  spirits.  The  importers  were 
used  to  the  hydrometer,  and  could 
employ  it  in  testing  spirits  tliemselves; 
therefore  ho  thought  it  should  be  re- 
tained in  use.  There  had  been  some 
startling  revelations  with  regard  to  malt 
lately ;  and  it  had  been  shown  that  the 
officers  of  the  Excise,    in  the  zealous 
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discharge  of  their  duty,  and,  perhapts 
with  the  desire  to  get  into  favour  in  high 
places,  had  overcharged  wherever  they 
could.  There  would  be  no  check  against 
overcharge  if  the  clause  remained  as  it 
was,  because  the  importer  of  spirits  would 
have  the  means  in  his  hands  to  do  it 
The  importer  could  not  take  samples  and 
chemically  distil  them,  as  the  Govern- 
ment official  could.  The  importer  could 
use  the  old<-fashioned  hydrometer,  but 
not  the  new  method  of  testing ;  there- 
fore he  charged  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man with  attempting  the  ''obscuration*' 
of  the  matter,  according  to  the  marginal 
note  to  the  clause.  He  was  obliged  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Premier 
for,  in  speaking  on  Sections  8  and  9, 
using  the  words  ''  substitution  of  dis- 
tillation in  place  of  the  hydrometer." 
This  was  honest  language ;  but  it  was 
not  the  language  of  the  clause,  which 
was — 

**  In  any  case  where,  by  reason  of  the  pre- 
flonco  of  colouriopf,  sweetening,  or  other  maltwr, 
the  accurate  streni^h  of  any  spirit  cannot  b« 
inunediately  ascertained  by  Sykes's  hydrometer, 
or  in  any  case  where  an  officer  of  the  Cattomf 
may  deem  it  ne<'es{4ary,  a  sample  of  spirit  may, 
under  the  direction  of  the  Commissioners  of 
(.'netoms,  be  examined  by  distillation  or  other- 
wise, and  the  strength  so  ascertained  eliall  be 
do<'med  to  bo  the  true  hydrometio  strongth  of 
the  spirit." 

That  seemed  to  imply  that  distillation 
would  only  be  used  in  some  cases — 
where  it  was  necessary.  He  was  obliged 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  his 
frank  employment  of  the  word  ''sub- 
stitution," which  showed  what  his  real 
intention  was.  It  was  this — to  give  the 
ofRcer  power  to  take  away  the  use  of 
the  only  means  the  importer  had  of 
checking  the  accuracy  of  tne  official  test. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (Time  and  place  of  landing 
goods  inwards). 

Mr.  WIGGIN  said,  he  was  informed 
by  persons  connected  with  shipping  that 
the  Custom  House  officers  left  duty  on 
the  wharves  at  4  o'clock  in  the  afternoon. 
This  resulted  in  a  considerable  loss,  and 
;  shippers  complained  that  4  o'clock  in 
the  altemoon,  especially  in  the  summer 
months,  was  much  too  early  tocease  work. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  consider  it  possible  to 
extend  the  hours  of  attendance  of  Cus- 
toms ofi&cers. 
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Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  lie  would 
make  the  subject  one  for  inquiry. 

Clause  agretd  to. 

Clauses  1 1  and  1 2  agreed  to. 

Clause  1 3  (Persons  may  be  searched  if 
officers  have  reason  to  suspect  smuggled 
ffoods  are  concealed  upon  them.  Hescu- 
iDg  goods.  Kescuing  persons.  Assault- 
ing or  obstructing  officers.  Attempting 
the  foregoing  offences.     Penalty). 

Mr.  ANDERSON  found  there  was 
no  such  clause  in  last  year's  Bill,  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether  it  was  proposed 
to  extend  the  powers  of  Customs  oificers 
to  search  people  when  they  came  ashore 
from  Tossels?  Ue  had  supposed  they  pos- 
sessed the  power  of  search  already,  and 
if  so  this  clause  was  quite  unnecessary. 
If  not,  they  were  to  be  given  fresh  power, 
and  he  confessed  he  had  some  suspicion 
about  it.  At  any  rate,  the  matter  re- 
quired to  be  guarded  in  case  the  sus- 
pected person  happened  to  be  a  female. 
It  would  be  rather  awkward  to  give 
complete  power  of  personal  search  in 
case  of  a  female. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  this  clause  was  inserted  to  make 
the  law  perfectly  clear. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  there  ought 
to  be  some  guarding  clause  in  case  of 
females.  [A  hitigh.^  Hon.  Members 
might  laugh  ;  but  it  might  be  a  serious 
thing  for  some  of  themselves  some  day, 
when  they  might  happen  to  be  travelling 
with  lady  friends.  It  was  a  well  under- 
stood thing  in  old  days  that  ladies  were 
the  greatest  smugglers ;  laces  and  such 
things  to  them  were  quite  irresistible 
in  the  way  of  smuggling.  He  did  not 
sappose  they  would  be  much  tempted  by 
cigars  and  ardent  spirits ;  but  it  was 
known  that  females  who  did  smuggle 
had,  for  the  purpose,  represented  them- 
telvee  to  be  in  an  intereRting  condition. 
He  did  not  suppose  the  Committee  would 
have  any  sympathy  with  a  female  who 
did  that,  or  was  caught  in  the  act ;  but 
it  might  happen  that  ladies  who  really 
were  in  an  interesting  condition  might, 
on  an  erroneous  supimsition,  bo  sub- 
jected to  the  very  grosseRt  insult.  Ho 
would,  therefore,  suggest  that  a  f«*w 
words  be  added  to  the  clause  to  make 
that  impossible — for  instance,  such  words 
*»— **  But  if  the  suspected  person  is  a 
female,  such  search  shall  be  in  private 
•od  by  a  fSemale  searcher.'' 


Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not 
think  his  hon.  Friend  had  examined 
into  the  matter.  If  he  would  turn  to 
the  Consolidation  Acts  he  would  find  full 
provisions  for  the  prevention  of  abuse. 

Mr.  WIGGIN  noticed  that  the  pen- 
alty  to  be  inflicted  was  not  to  exceed 
£  1 00.  Would  a  person  bringing  over 
a  few  cigars  be  liable  to  such  a  penalty  ? 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  said,  as  the  clause 
was  drawn  it  seemed  obligatory  to  im- 
pose in  each  ease  a  penalty  of  £100. 
Might  he  ask  whether  the  clause  had 
been  drawn  with  any  regard  to  the 
Summary  Jurisdiction  Act?  He  hoped 
that  Act,  which  dealt  with  all  the  ques- 
tions of  penalties,  had  been  taken  into 
account. 

Sir  ANDREW  LUSK  thought  the 
clause  might  be  allowed  to  pass  un- 
altered. He  did  not  expect  the  powers 
of  search  given  to  Customs  officers  would 
be  abused;  and  he  was  informed  by 
those  who  knew  something  of  the  at- 
tempts  at  fraud  that  the  clause  would 
meet  all  the  difficulties  of  the  case. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  penalty 
was  the  same  as  that  in  the  present 
Customs  Act.  The  penalty  was  fixed  at 
one  amount ;  but  there  were  general 
provisions  for  its  reduction. 

Mr.  WARTON  observed,  that  the 
rule  for  reduction  was  that  in  no  case 
should  it  be  more  than  one-fourth. 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  said,  that,  having 
served  on  the  Committee  on  the  Sum- 
mary Jurisdiction  Bill,  he  knew  that 
that  was  a  point  raised  and  much  dis- 
cussed. What  he  wanted  to  know  was 
whether  the  penalty  of  £100  would  be 
subject  to  the  same  powers  of  reduction, 
as  the  penalties  inflicted  imder  other 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Acts  ? 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  everj'one  who 
had  had  any  dealings  with  the  Revenue 
officers  knew  they  were  most  domineer- 
ing in  their  actions.  They  were  always 
inclined  to  say,  if  the  magistrate  would 
not  grant  the  penalty  they  asked— 
"  Then  we  will  ask  for  a  case  ;  we  have 
our  authority  from  Somerset  House." 

An  hon.  Memiier  said,  if  his  recollec- 
tion served  him  aright,  there  was  a 
great  difl^erence  of  opinion  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Summary  Jurisdiction 
Bill.  The  Customs  authorities  con- 
tended that  where  the  ntatute  said  the 
penalty  should  be  £100  or  £200  the 
magistrates  should  not  have  the  power 
of  lessening   it     There  was  a  great 
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fight,  and  the  Committee  agreed  unani- 
mously against  the  Customs.  When 
they  came  down  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons the  Qovemment  was  in  a  rather 
awkward  position ;  but  the  result  was 
that  the  Customs  eventually  gave  way. 
The  magistrates,  therefore,  were  to  have 
the  power  in  all  cases  under  the  old 
Customs  Acts  not  to  impose  the  full 
penalty ;  they  might  impose  a  less 
penalty  than  £100  if  they  wished.  It 
was  the  deliberate  decision  of  the  House 
of  Commons  ;  and,  that  being  so,  it  was 
only  right  it  should  be  maintained  in  an 
Act  passed  immediately  afterwards.  If 
there  was  any  new  departure  upon  the 
point,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would, 
no  doubt,  explain  it. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  thought  it  would 
be  improper  to  establish  a  new  rule. 

Mb.  W  ARTON  asked  if  the  Attorney 
General  would  say  whether  the  old  rule 
relating  to  reductions  was  still  in  force 
—namely,  that  there  should  be  no  re- 
duction below  one-fourth. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  if 
they  passed  the  clause  as  it  now  stood, 
it  would  override  the  Summary  Juris- 
diction Act.  If  the  question  could  be 
considered  on  Report,  the  present  diffi- 
culty would  be  removed. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farrer  Herschell)  promised  to  look 
into  the  matter  and  see  how  it  stood. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Certain  sections  of  this  Act 
incorporated  in  39  Sf  40  Vic,  c.  36), 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  moved  to  add  at 
end  of  page  7,  line  2 — 

"  And  section  nine  of  this  Act  shall  apply  to 
the  Isle  of  Man,  so  far  as  relates  to  all  spirits 
charged  with  duty  by  reference  to  hydrometer 
strength.' ' 

SieR.  ASSHETON  CROSS  observed, 
that  the  Isle  of  Man  was  mentioned  in 
the  earlier  clauses  of  the  Bill ;  and,  no 
doubt,  the  consent  of  the  authorities  of 
the  Island  had  been  obtained.  But  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Isle  of  Man  was  so 
peculiar  that  the  Committee  ought  to 
have  some  assurance  that  the  authorities 
there  had  consented  to  the  insertion  of 
these  Tirords 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  Isle  of  Man  had  consented  to 
the  insertion  of  the  proposed  words. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

GlauBe,  as  amended,  agr44d  to. 
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Clause  1 5  (Brewer's  licence.  Annual 
value  of  house  exceeding  ten  pounds  and 
not  exceeding  fifteen  pounds). 

Mr.  hicks  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
8,  to  leave  out  the  words  *'  exceeding 
fifteen  pounds,"  and  insert  the  words 
'*  occupying  a  house  charfi^ed  to  the 
inhabited  house  duty."  His  Amend- 
ment was  almost  identical  with  that  on 
the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Nottinghamshire  (¥r. 
Storer),  and  he  would  not  have  ven* 
tured  to  stand  before  him  if  he  had  not 
had  the  hon.  Member's  consent  to  do 
so.  It  would  be  in  the  recollection  of 
the  Committee  that  when  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  introduced  the  second 
Budget  last  year  he  made  use  of  these 
words — '^  If  the  person  who  takes  out  t 
licence  resides  in  a  house  under  £20,  he 
shall  hear  no  more  of  the  Malt  or  Beer 
Tax."  But  when  the  Bill  came  before 
the  House,  instead  of  the  word  '*  house" 
they  found  the  words  ''house,  premises, 
and  land."  The  effect  of  that  alteration 
or  difference  between  the  statement  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
the  Bill  was  that  a  man  who  lived  in  a 
£  1 9  house  escaped,  while  a  man  in  the 
country  who  occupied  10  or  12  acres  of 
land  had  to  pay  the  duty.  That  was  so 
manifestly  unjust  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  altered  the  clause,  reducing 
the  amount  iiom  the  original  promise  (n 
£20  to  the  lower  figure  of  £10.  He 
now  proposed,  however,  seeing  the  in- 
justice he  then  committed,  to  alter  the 
figure  to  £15.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Hicks) 
submitted  to  the  Committee  that  there 
were  only  two  fixed  sums  at  which 
houses  were  known  in  this  country. 
There  was  the  £6  house,  the  occupier 
of  which  was  relieved  from  the  payment 
of  rates  himself,  but  who  paid  them 
through  the  owner ;  and  from  that  till 
they  got  to  the  £20  house,  which  was 
assessed  to  the  Inhabited  House  Dafy, 
they  knew  no  difference  in  the  value  of 
houses.  In  his  opinion,  it  was  very 
much  better  they  should  continue  the 
figure  which  was  understood  and  known 
rather  than  take  a  figure— £15  or  any 
other  figure — which  would  have  to  be 
inquired  into  in  every  case.  The  differ- 
ence between  £15  and  £20,  in  most 
country  parishes,  would  affect  a  veiy 
small  number  of  houses;  but  the  one 
case  was  thoroughly  weU  known*  and 
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the  other  was  not.    He  begged  to  moye 
his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  7,  line  8,  to  leaye  oat  the  words 
"exceeding  fifteen  pounds/'  and  insert  the 
words  '*  occupying  a  house  charged  to  the  in* 
habited  house  duty.'* — (Mr.  Hieks.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  exceeding '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mb.  8T0BEB  had  to  support  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend.  It  was 
identical  with  his  own,  and  also  with 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Shropshire  (Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton).  He 
need  not  urge  any  considerations  in 
support  of  the  Amendment.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer's  words  in  intro- 
ducing his  Budget  last  year  were  so 
mach  to  the  point,  and  were  so  well 
supported,  that  he  would  see  the  justice 
of  conceding  the  point.  The  extension 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
posed from  £10  to  £15  did  not  remove 
the  burden  from  a  great  number  of  the 
large  farmers.  These  men  were  entitled 
to  consideration,  and  the  proposal  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  created 
great  dissatisfaction,  especially  in  those 
parts  of  the  country  where .  it  was  con- 
sidered no  distinction  should  be  made 
between  men  following  the  same  occu- 
pation. There  was  no  class  legislation 
m  England ;  and  no  men,  besides  far- 
mers, occupying  houses  far  removed 
from  public-houses,  would  avail  them- 
selves of  the  privilege  suggested.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  would 
make  the  remission  proposed,  for  he 
must  know  that  the  position  of  the  far- 
mer, in  resx>ect  to  the  public  brewer,  was 
certainly  not  at  all  to  the  advantage  of 
the  farmer.  It  was  only  a  small  boon 
they  asked ;  but  it  was  one  which  would 
give  great  satisfaction,  and  one  which 
could  be  given  without  any  great  injury 
to  the  Revenue.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  explained  that  the  private 
brewing  of  the  country  only  amounted 
to  1  per  cent  of  the  whole ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Storer)  hoped  their  friends,  the  brewers, 
would  not  object  to  the  Amendment. 
It  would  not  injure  them,  but  it  would 
do  away  with  a  great  feeling  of  annoy- 
tnce,  because  it  would  prevent  the  ne- 
cessity of  any  valuation  at  all.  There 
would  be  the  House  Duty  at  once,  and 
no  one  who  paid  it  would  be  subject  to 
the  tax.  The  proposal  now  made  would 
uidado  every  farmer;  it  would  give  g^ne- 1 


ral  satisfaction,  and,  therefore,  he  hoped 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
take  it  into  his  serious  consideration. 

Mb.  DUCKHAM  thought  it  would 
be  far  better  to  have  a  graduated  scale 
of  licences  to  the  farmers  of  the  country, 
according  to  their  rental,  say  a  6s. 
licence  when  the  rent  did  not  exceed  £50 
per  annum,  and  a  further  6«.  for  every 
additional  £50. 

Colonel  RUGGLES-BEISE  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able 
to  accept  the  Amendment.  He  had  very 
little  to  add  to  what  had  been  said ;  but, 
as  it  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
last  year  had  proposed  to  exempt  houses 
under  10  years,  he  was  a  little  surprised 
at  the  proposed  limitation.  The  work- 
ing of  the  Act  would  be  such  that  it 
would  apply  principally  to  farm-houses ; 
and  very  few  tradesmen,  wheelwrights, 
blacksmiths,  and  small  householders 
would  take  advantage  of  the  exemption. 
So  far  as  his  experience  went,  the  Act 
would  be  confined  almost  entirely  to  the 
occupiers  of  land  and  to  people  in  the 
rural  districts.  He  wished  to  know  how 
the  annual  value  of  £15  was  to  be 
arrived  at.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  it  was  to  be  ascertained  by  such 
means  as  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Bevenue  thought  fit.  A  case  had  arisen 
in  Shropshire  the  other  day  in  which  a 
farmer,  who  had  neglected  to  fill  up  his 
paper,  was  summoned  before  the  magis- 
trates in  reference  to  an  annual  value  of 
£10.  Three  Excisemen  were  called  as 
witnesses  for  the  Inland  Revenue,  and 
their  evidence  was  accepted  as  to  the 
value  of  the  house,  instead  of  the  evi- 
dence of  some  practical  land-valuer  or 
auctioneer  in  the  neighbourhood  being 
taken.  The  House  know  what  the  £6 
house  was,  and  what  thelnhabited  House 
Duty  was ;  but  they  did  not  know  what 
the  £  1 0  or  £  1 5  house  was ;  and  he  urged 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  accede  to 
this  Amendment,  or  to  lay  down  a  little 
more  clearly  than  he  had  done  in  the 
Bill  the  means  by  which  this  £15  value 
was  to  be  ascertained,  instead  of  leaving 
it  to  tho  Excise  officers  to  assess  the 
value  of  houses  in  a  country  of  which 
they  had  not  the  slightest  knowledge  in 
the  most  arbitrary  manner,  and  without 
reference  to  the  Commissioners,  and  in 
oppositiqn  to  the  evidence  of  land  agents. 
Unless  the  annual  value  was  more  clearly 
denned  he  believed  the  Bill  would  do 
great  injustice. 
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Mr.  HENEAGE  pointed  out  that  now  | 
the  offices  and  gardens  and  courts  were 
added  to  the  house,  so  that  while,  prac- 
tically, the  tax  was  raised  from  6«.  to 
9#.,  the  value  of  the  house  was  raised, 
and  what  was  a  £10  house  last  year 
would  be  a  £12  house  in  the  current 
year.  He  could  not  help  thinking  that, 
if  there  was  to  be  a  change,  it  should 
be  that  of  a  £20  house.  Everybody 
knew  what  a  £20  house  was,  and  he 
thought  that  such  achange  would  greatly 
facilitate  the  collection  of  taxes  and  save 
expense.  He  strongly  supported  the 
Amendment. 

Sir  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  said, 
that,  speaking  with  some  knowledge  of 
the  assessment  machinery  in  rural  places, 
there  was  no  mode  of  estimating  a  house 
value  between  £6,  the  Small  Tenements 
Act  limit,  and  £20,  the  House  Duty, 
because  the  land  was  always  valued  with 
the  house  ;  and  he  therefore  appealed  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take  the 
£20  limit.  Of  course,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  say  he  must  look  to 
the  loss  to  the  Kevenue.  He  did  not 
think  there  need  be  any  perceptible 
loss  to  the  Eevenue,  and  he  would  be 
willing  to  see  a  higher  Licence  Duty. 
He  quite  acknowledged  the  concession 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  of 
the  £15  house;  but  he  thought  that 
woiild  give  a  great  deal  of  trouble  to  the 
Excise  officers  in  getting  at  the  value, 
and  cause  considerable  friction  and  in- 
convenience. 

Mr.  WATNEY  said,  he  regarded  this 
as  only  a  question  of  the  amount  to  be 
obtained  from  the  private  brewers,  and 
he  thought  it  should  properly  arise  on 
Bub> section  2  when  they  came  to  the 
word  **  exemption."  He  would  suggest 
that  the  Gt)vernment  should  leave  out 
of  the  clause  the  words,  **  Not  exceeding 
£20.**  He  supposed  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  spoken  did  not 
propose  to  increase  the  duty  on  private 
brewers  from  9«.  to  12«. ;  but,  if  they 
did,  he  could  quite  understand  their 
objecting  to  what  he  was  proposing.  If 
they  did  not,  then  he  thought  it  would 
simplify  matters  if  they  rated  all  occu- 
piers of  houses  above  £10  at  9«.,  and 
then  they  could  take  the  question  of 
exemptions  afterwards  on  sub-section  2 
of  Clause  16. 

Mr.  D.  DAVIES  said,  he  would  re- 
mind the  Committee  that  this  clause 
worked  unsatisfactorily  last  year.     The 


argument  was  that  the  houae  must  be 
valued  without  the  farm,  and  then  it 
would  not  be  worth  above  £10  ;  but  he 
knew  of  a  case  in  which  a  house  had  cost 
over  £1,000  to  build,  which  was  let  at  a 
few  hundreds,  and  which  the  tenant 
wished  him  to  say  was  not  above  £10 
annual  value.  He  had,  however,  pointed 
out  that  the  house  could  not  be  taken  in 
that  way,  but  must  be  treated  as  a  dock 
would  be  treated,  which  would  be  of  little 
value  without  a  ship  in  it.  There  were 
some  tenant  farmers  paying  £400  rest 
in  Montgomeryshire  who  escaped  the  tax 
by  putting  their  houses  under  £  1 0.  Tbat 
was  very  unfair,  and  he  should  like  to 
see  fair  play,  so  that  if  one  escaped 
another  should  escape  —  some  sliding 
scale  under  which  everyone  would  pay 
in  proportion  to  rent.  It  seemed  to  nim 
that  the  man  who  oould  stretch  his  con- 
science most  got  ofiP  best. 

Mr.  E.  H.  PAGET  thought  that  the 
proposal  was  worthy  of  attention,  but 
that  it  hardly  came  under  this  clause.  It 
should  come  under  Clause  16,  by  which 
annual  value  and  the  way  in  which  it  was 
arrived  at  was  dealt  with.  But,  with 
regard  to  this  clause,  he  desired  to  point 
out  the  disadvantages  which  would  be 
involved  by  this  Amendment.  There 
had,  no  doubt,  been  difficulties  in  ascer- 
taining the  value  of  houses;  bat  thia 
proposal  would  increase  the  difficoltiea, 
and  if  the  houses  of  £10  and  £15  were 
singled  out,  that  would  place  the  Excise 
officers  in  a  position  of  practical  antago- 
nism towards  the  people.  The  £20  honee 
was  known,  and  did  not  require  anj 
valuation.  As  the  law  stood,  a  hooae  of 
£  10,  apart  from  offices,  yards,  or  gardena, 
was  subject  to  valuation  from  £10  or 
£15  ;  but  this  clause  proposed  to  make 
a  change,  by  which  there  would  be  t 
valuation  for  these  appurtenances ;  and 
so  a  house  hitherto  valued  at  £10,  and 
liable  to  6«.  duty,  would  be  liable  to  an 
increased  duty  of  3«.  with  the  yards  and 
gardens  belonging  to  it.  The  resalt 
would  be  to  increase  taxation  on  that 
particular  class  of  house,  and  becaoee 
yards  and  gardens  were  introduced  now 
for  the  first  time,  the  £10  house  of  la«t 
year  would  be  a  £  1 1  house,  and,  ioatead 
of  paying  6*.,  would  pay  an  additionul 
3«.  There  might  be  such  an  intention, 
but  he  did  not  know  that  it  was  gene- 
rally understood  that  that  would  be  the 
operation  of  the  Bill ;  but  that  would  be 
its  effect   He  admitted  that  the  limit  of 
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£15  was  a  concession  in  the  other  direc- 
tion ;  but  he  wished  the  Government  to 
consent  to  go  a  little  further.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  one  step  in 
advance  ;  but  he  wished  him  to  go  from 
£15  to  £20.  In  that  way  great  difficulty 
and  trouble  would  be  got  rid  of,  and  he 
did  not  think  the  loss  to  the  Kevenue 
would  be  serious.  He  did  not  know  that 
there  was  any  intention  to  increase  the 
Hevenue  by  inflicting  charges  on  private 
brewers;  but  the  words  **  value  of  the 
house ''  would  have  that  effect  in  many 
oases.  He  thought  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman might  rightly  be  asked  to  consent 
to  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  regret  that  I 
cannot  consent  to  the  terms  of  the  Amend- 
ment. What  is  it  that  is  asked  ?  It  is 
well  known  that  the  number  of  farm- 
houses which  are  charged  with  the 
Honae  Tax  is  very  insignificant ;  and  it 
is  asked  that  while  all  the  rest  of  the 
community  shall  be  taxed,  all  farmers, 
except  those  who  are  charged  with  the 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  shall  bo  free 
from  any  duty  at  all.  I  really  must  say 
that  that  is  a  demand  which  I  think  is 
unjust  in  itself,  and  most  grossly  unjust 
to  all  brewers  engaged  in  trade,  and 
paying  duty  for  every  gallon  of  beer 
they  produce.  What  we  have  done  is 
this — the  purpose  in  view  was  to  efl^cct 
a  great  leap  of  relief  for  the  agricultu- 
rists in  the  country.  [*'  No,  no ! "]  If  it 
was  not  so,  all  the  Eepresentatives  of  far- 
mers for  the  last  two  generations  have 
been  engaged  in  assuring  us  that  it  was. 
The  purpose  in  view  was  to  efiFect  a  great 
act  of  liberation,  as  has  always  been  held 
by  the  Gentlemen  who  represent  the 
agricultural  interest ;  and,  secondly,  to 
set  free  a  great  trade.  But  we  had  to 
deal  with  this  great  difficulty  about 
private  brewers,  and  it  was  only  the  fact 
of  private  brewers  being  reduced  to 
narrow  limits  that  enabled  us  to  cope 
with  that  difficulty.  8o  we  arrang(»d 
that  at  a  very  low  rate  of  Licence  Duty 
persons  inhabiting  small  houses,  whether 
farmers  or  not,  should  be  allowed  to 
brew  without  being  called  to  account  for 
their  materials;  the  certainty  being  that 
those  persons  would  make  use  of  but 
aim  pie  materials,  so  that  neither  tho 
loss  to  the  Revenue,  nor  the  inter- 
ference with  the  general  trade  would 
be  serious.  But  it  became  neco«;sary  to 
re-consider  the  definition  of  farm-housos, 
because  they  oould  not  be  got  at  unl 
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we  included  with  them  the  appendages 
described  as  offices,  courts,  and  yards. 
That  would  have  been  a  restriction  of 
the  liberty  and  privilege  given  by  the 
Act  of  last  year  ;  but  we  have  prevented 
that.  We  have  done  more  than  prevent 
it.  We  have  made  an  extension,  because 
the  raising  of  the  rent  from  £10  to  £15 
is  a  greater  relief  to  the  farming  house- 
holder than  is  any  disadvantage  he  may 
sustain  by  reckoning  offices  and  courts 
into  the  valuation  of  the  house.  But  a 
still  stronger  reason  was  the  state  of 
arrangements  in  some  towns  where  there 
are  a  large  number  of  artizans  in  certain 
places,  who  are  engaged  in  private  brew- 
ing; and  to  meet  their  views  and  to  some- 
what improve  the  position  of  the  farmer 
we  introduced  this  change,  and  raised 
the  amount  from  £10  to  £15,  with  a 
slight  alteration  in  the  amount  of  the  Li- 
cence Duty.  Whether  these  changes  will 
bo  good,  or  whether  I  maybe  obliged  to 
abandon  them,  I  cannot  say ;  but  I  think 
they  are  good  changes.  I  am  not  speak- 
ing of  the  mode  of  ascertaining  the  an- 
nual value — upon  that  I  shall  be  pre- 
pared to  make  a  concesMon.  I  am  speak- 
ing now  simply  of  the  change  to  £15, 
which  is  an  extension  of  the  privilege 
given  to  the  private  brewer;  but  really  to 
ask  us  to  go  to  £20,  and  limit  that  to  the 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  especially  when 
it  is  accompanied  by  a  demand  on  behalf 
of  the  labourers,  is  to  establish  an  ex- 
emption which  is  the  most  unjustifiable 
in  its  extent  and  character  that  I  have 
ever  known  to  be  suggested.  Pray  re- 
collect that  this  duty  is  levied  on  what 
may  be  called  a  necessary  of  life.  It  is 
levied  on  the  whole  community  ;  and  to 
ask  that  one  great  class,  who,  I  think, 
will  enjoy  great  benefit  from- the  altera- 
tion of  the  Malt  Tax  to  a  Beer  Duty,  shall 
have  a  logiBlative  title  to  manufacture 
and  consume  beer  for  themselves,  their 
families,  and  their  workpeople,  without 
paying  any  tax,  is  a  proposal  to  which  I 
am  bound  to  say  wo  cannot,  under  any 
circumstances,  accede. 

Mr.  STOKHU  reirrotted  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  see  his  way  to 
giving  what  was  asked.  Tlie  rit;ht  hon. 
(f»*ntlcnian  seamed  to  have  forgotten  that 
he  pro])<)^«  (I  thi-*  last  year ;  and  what  was 
now  askrd  wa-  notliing  more  than  what 
ho  oripnally  proposed.  He  could  not 
h.'lp  tiunkin*^  tliat  the  right  hon.  (ten- 
tlpinan  hvl  !)'^on  got  at  by  the  Excise 
otlicerB. 
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Mr.  GLADSTONE:  That  was  for 
houBe  and  land. 

Mr.  STORER  :  The  words  were— 

"  With  the  taking  out  of  the  licence  we  pro- 
pose that  if  a  person  resides  in  a  house  under 
£20 '» 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  That  was  in  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  STORER,  continuing,  said,  if 
things  continued  in  their  present  state 
the  Revenue  would  derive  very  little  ad- 
vantage, because  there  would  be  no  far- 
mers and  no  arable  land,  and  no  beer 
woidd  be  required.  Year  after  year  the 
land  was  going  into  grass,  and  beer  was 
not  required.  Another  consideration  he 
would  urge  was,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  as  if  it  was  a  very 
horrible  thing  that  other  people  should 
have  to  pay  for  a  Beer  Licence  at  public- 
houses,  while  the  farmer  should  be  ex- 
empted. In  no  other  country  in  the 
world  was  the  farmer  taxed  for  what  he 
brewed.  In  Germany  and  in  America 
the  beer  was  not  taxed  until  it  came  to 
sale ;  the  private  brewers  were  perfectly 
free;  and  in  strict  justice  they  ought  not 
to  be  taxed  here.  It  was  no  wonder  that 
the  land  was  given  up,  and  such  reports 
as  now  came  from  every  county  in  Eng- 
land had  never  been  heard  before.  The 
land  was  going  absolutely  out  of  culti- 
vation, and  could  not  be  let  at  any  price; 
and,  under  all  the  circumstances,  he 
thought  the  farmers  were  entitled  to 
more  consideration  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  MAO  rVER  begged  to  move  that 
the  Chairman  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again.  He  did  so  for  this 
reason — the  Prime  Minister,  a  short 
time  ago,  made  some  charges  in  regard 
to  the  Representatives  of  the  agricultural 
districts,  which  had  no  foundation  what- 
ever, and  at  that  hour  of  the  morning — 
1  o'clock — it  was  impossible  to  discuss 
such  charges  in  the  manner  in  which 
they  deserved.  The  charge  he  referred 
to  was  that  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House  had  not  been  sincere  in  advo- 
cating the  repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax.  He 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
which  of  the  Representatives  of  the  agri- 
cultural districts,  who  sat  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  had  asked  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  introduce  into  this  countrv 

• 

foreign  brewing  materials  free  of  duty  ? 
It  could  only  bring  new  competition  to 
bear  upon  the  farmers,  and  for  m  very 


long  period  they  had  been  weighted  quite 
heavily  enough.  He  must  say  that  from 
the  first  day  on  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman introduced  his  Budget,  there  was 
a  circumstance  which  had  struck  him  as 
very  suspicious,  and  it  was  the  extremely 
grood  terms  upon  which  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  be  with  the  Re- 
presentatives of  the  brewing  interest  in 
all  parts  of  the  House.  He  (Mr.  Mae 
Iver)  was  of  opinion  that  the  ^reat 
brewers  were  the  only  persons  whose 
interests  had  been  seriously  considered 
in  the  Government  proposals,  and,  no 
doubt,  they  were  ready  and  willing 
enough  to  agree  to  them.  They  were 
ready  enough  to  support  any  form  of 
taxation  which  might  suit  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  if  Her  Majesty's  Gk)vem- 
ment  in  return  would  allow  them  to  con- 
tinue to  make  even  larger  gains  than 
they  had  hitherto  been  in  the  habit  of 
realizing.  It  was  absurd  to  say  that  the 
agricultural  interest  had  been  studied 
at  all.  On  the  contrary,  it  had  suffered 
materially  from  the  way  in  which  the 
Government  had  dealt  with  the  question. 
He  begged  to  move  that  the  Chairman 
report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Frogress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (^Mr,  Mae 
Iver.) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  has  not  a  shadow  of  foundation 
for  what  he  has  said  in  regard  to  my 
having  made  charges  against  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  agricultural  interest  in 
this  House.  I  made  no  charge  what- 
ever against  the  agricultural  interest ; 
but  what  I  said  was  that  hon.  Members 
who  represent  it  in  this  House  always 
expressed  a  desire  to  get  rid  of  the  Malt 
Tax.  Notwithstanding  the  lateness  of 
the  hour,  I  hope  that  hon.  Members  will 
kindly  agree  to  go  on  with  the  BilL  It 
is  of  very  great  importance  that  we 
should  make  some  progress  with  it. 

Sir  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  would 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Birken- 
head not  to  persist  in  his  Motion  for  re- 
porting Progre*^. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  also  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead 
would  withdraw  the  Motion.  Ho  was 
satisfied  that  what  the  hon.  Member  was 
doing  now  was  not  for  the  advantage  of 
the  British  agriculturists. 

Qaeetion  pat,  and  m^aih^d. 
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Original  Qaestion  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :^Ajes  143; 
Noes  34:  Majority  109.— (Div.  List, 
No.  i08.) 

Mr.  STOEER  moved,  in  page  7,  after 
line  9,  to  insert — 

^  Or  by  a  brewer  who  Bhall  be  the  occupier 
of  a  hoose  of  an  annual  value  not  exceeding 
four  pounds,  the  duty  of  .  .  .  U,  Od,** 

The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
endeavour  to  obtain  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  some 
compensation  upon  the  brewing  of  small 
quantities.  Under  the  present  arrange- 
ments, the  brewers  of  small  quantities 
got  no  benefit  whatever.  It  was  the 
practice  on  many  farms  to  allow  many 
of  the  labourers  small  quantities  of  malt 
during  harvest  time — perhaps  a  couple 
of  bushels — which  they  converted  into 
beer.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman  pro- 
posed, however,  to  charge  these  small 
brewers  Hd.  a-gallon  more  than  the  re- 
gular brewers  would  pay.  It  was  most 
unfair  that  the  man  who  only  brewed  a 
very  small  quantity  should  be  placed  in 
that  position,  even  if  he  brewed  four 
or  five  bushels.  That  was  not  an  un- 
common quantity  in  this  country ;  but, 
nevertheless,  it  was  proposed  that  he 
should  pay  just  as  much  as  a  Duke  or  a 
Marquess  who  undertook  private  brew- 
ing. In  reality,  it  was  a  tax  upon  the 
farmer  himself,  who,  in  most  cases, 
would  have  to  pay  it  himself,  in  which 
case  it  would  amount  to  a  heavy  burden 
upon  him.  He  believed  that  the  la- 
bourers had  quite  as  much  feeling  upon 
these  subjects  as  other  people,  and 
the  point  which  concerned  them  most 
was  that  this  could  only  be  regarded 
as  an  additional  duty  upon  a  necessary 
of  life.  At  harvest  time  they  expected 
to  get  a  little  more  beer.  He  was  free 
to  confess  that  they  frequently  consumed 
a  great  deal  too  much ;  but  he  saw  no 
reason  why  they  should  be  placed  in  an 
exceptional  position,  and  he  hoped  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  con- 
tent to  do  something  in  their  behalf. 
His  proposal  was  to  reduce  the  duty 
upon  small  houses,  principally  inhabited 
by  the  labourer,  to  U.  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  prefer  to 
make  the  concession  in  another  way, 
by  imposing  the  duty  on  brewers 
of  small  quantities — say,  up  to  four 
bttibela. 

TOL.  OCLXL     [tbuu)  •briis.1 


Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  7,  after  line  9,  insert  "  or  by  a 
brewer  who  shall  bo  the  occupier  of  a  house 
of  an  annual  value  not  exceedin^r  four  pounds, 
the  duty  of  .  .  .  U.  Oc/."— (JIfr.  Siorer,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  An  alteration  of 
this  kind  is  an  alteration  which  I  could 
not  undertake  to  accept,  and  I  am,  there* 
fore,  bound  to  say  that  I  cannot  agree 
to  the  Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member.  No  doubt,  the  brewing  af- 
fected would  be  confined  to  very  limited 
quantities ;  but  I  do  not  think  we  should 
undertake  to  keep  alive  any  practice  of 
the  kind  on  8o  small  a  scale.  If,  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  states,  it  is  only  a  ques- 
tion of  brewing  a  few  gallons  of  beer 
for  the  labourers  during  harvest  time, 
there  can  really  bo  very  little  hardship 
in  the  proposal  contained  in  the  clause, 
and  in  requiring  such  small  occupiers  to 
go  to  the  brewer  for  the  few  gallons  of 
beer  they  may  happen  to  want.  The 
merely  occasional  act  of  brewing  a  few 
gallons  of  beer  we  cannot  take  into  ac- 
count by  establishing  a  different  system 
of  licence  for  such  cases. 

Mr.  H.  DAVEY  was  sorry  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  see  his 
way  to  making  a  concession  in  the  di- 
rection of  the  Amendment.  The  receipts 
from  licences  issued  to  cottage  labourers 
must  be  exceedingly  small ;  and  if  cot- 
tages under  £5  in  annual  value  were 
relieved  from  payment  of  duty  alto- 
gether, he  did  not  think  there  would  be 
much  loss  to  the  Bevenue.  The  way  in 
which  the  imposition  of  the  duty  would 
operate  was  this.  There  were  a  number 
of  farmers  who  gave  their  labourers 
malt  at  certain  seasons  of  the  yecr, 
which  the  cottagers  brewed  in  their  own 
cottages.  It  was  not  worth  their  while 
to  pay  6s.  a-year  to  brew  this  small 
quantity  of  beer,  and  the  consequenoe 
was  that  they  would  have  to  refuse  the 
malt  the  farmers  were  willing  to  give 
them.  The  malt  now  given  was  re- 
garded by  the  labourer  as  an  addition 
to  his  perquisites ;  but  if  he  had  to  pay 
the  licence  for  brewing,  it  would  not  he 
worth  his  while  to  brew,  and  the  result 
would  be  that  he  would  lose  the  malt 
and  get  nothing  in  exchange. 

Mr.  hicks  remarked,  that,  if  he  un- 
derstood the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer oorreoUy,  the  right  hon,  Qentle- 
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man  said  that  if  the  persons  in  whose 
behalf  the  Amendment  was  proposed 
only  brewed  a  small  quantity  of  beer,  it 
would  be  no  grievance  to  them  to  say 
that  they  should  not  continue  to  brew 
their  own  beer,  but  that  they  must  go 
to  the  brewer  for  the  few  gallons  they 
wanted.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Hicks)  would 
BUffgest  that  it  would  be  a  very  great 
grievance  to  deprive  the  labourers  of  the 
privilege  of  brewing  their  own  beer,  euid 
compel  them  to  go  to  the  brewer.  He 
imderstood  that  the  Bill  of  last  year  was 
to  benefit  the  agricultural  interests  by 
allowing  the  mixing  of  other  materials 
with  barley  in  the  manufacture  of  beer. 
But  the  labourers,  who  had  been  used 
to  good  beer,  would  not  regard  such 
compoimds  as  beer  at  all,  and  would  re- 
gard it  as  a  great  grievance  if  they  were 
compelled  to  have  recourse  to  beer 
brewed  in  that  way.  He  hoped  the 
Cbmmittee  would  support  the  Amend- 
ment moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Nottinghamshire  (Mr.  StorerV 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  1  cannot  believe 
that  the  case  which  has  been  so  bene- 
volently represented  to  me  by  my  hon. 
Friend  benind  (Mr.  Davey)  is  really 
likely  to  occur,  and  that  the  farmer 
who  proposes  to  give  in  kind  a  certain 
boon  to  his  labourers  will,  because  the 
law  interferes  with  the  application  of 
the  boon,  not  only  withdraw  the  boon, 
but  provide  no  substitute  for  it.  .  I  must 
say  uiat  the  Amendment  really  favours 
the  truck  system,  and  that  it  is  far  better 
the  labourer  should  be  paid  in  money. 
I  certainly  cannot  see  that  it  would  be 
light  to  say  that  the  Legislature  ought 
to  go  out  of  its  way  in  raising  the  taxes 
of  uie  country  to  make  arrangements  to 
encourage  the  farmers  in  paying  their 
labourers  by  the  truck  system. 

Sib  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  hoped 
thathishon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Nottinghamshire  (Mr.  Storer)  would  not 

Sress  the  Amendment.  Probably,  in 
le  course  of  a  short  time,  the  whole 
question  of  the  re-adjustment  of  these 
duties  would,  as  a  matter  of  convenience, 
have  to  be  considered.  If  he  was  in 
Order,  he  would  venture  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  take  an  early  oppor- 
tunity of  explaining  what  were  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  the  concessions  he  alluded  to. 

Mb.  STOBEE  said,  the  arrangement 
between  the  farmer  and  the  labourer  for 
having  beer  was  entirely  different  in  its 
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character  to  the  truck  system  referred 
to  by  the  OhanceUor  of  the  Excheq[aer. 
There  was  a  time  when  all  the  labourers 
in  the  country  lodged  in  the  farm-houses, 
and  received  then  not  only  their  drink 
but  their  meat,  and  the  term  ''  tnidk" 
had  never  been  applied  to  that  practice. 
Notwithstanding  all  that  had  been  said 
of  relieving  the  farming  interest  in  the 
present  state  of  depression,  the  farmer's 
interest  had  been  injured  in  every  way. 
His  labour  bill  had  been  doubled  by  the 
operation  of  the  Education  Act;  and 
at  that  moment  there  were  men  on  the 
farms  doing  the  work  that  used  to  be 
done  by  boys.  Such  matters  might 
appear  very  trifling  to  hon.  Members 
opposite ;  but  they  were  such  as  agm- 
vated  the  depression  which  existea  in 
the  agricultural  interest,  and  made  it  im- 
possible for  farmers  to  work  their  farms 
at  a  profit.  The  question  raised  by  the 
Amendment  which  he  should  press  was 
one  of  more  importance  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemeui  was  aware  of;  and  un- 
less he  was  inclined  to  meet  the  case  in 
some  way,  it  would  not  be  advisable  for 
him  to  extend  the  county  franchise. 

Mb.  BIDDELL  thought  that  cottage 
brewing  would  be  admitted  by  every- 
one who  looked  into  the  matter  carefully 
to  be  a  great  help  to  temperanoe.  He 
therefore  suggested  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  should  consider  the 
propriety  of  reducing  the  licenoe  in  the 
case  of  houses  which  came  under  the 
Small  Tenements  Bating  Act  from  6«.  to 
Zb.j  and^from  this  change  he  believed 
there  would  result  no  loss  of  Bevenue. 

Amendment  negatived. 
Olause  agreed  to. 

Clause  16  (Provisions  with  regard  to 
brewers  other  than  brewers  for  sale). 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  we  need 
not  ask  for  so  rigid  a  rule  as  is  laid 
down  here,  with  regard  to  fixing  the 
annual  value  of  houses.  I  am  content 
to  take  it  that  the  arrangement  shall  be 
as  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Nottinghamshire  (Mr.  Storer) — namely, 
that  there  shall  be  an  appeal  to  Quarter 
Sessions,  whose  decision  shall  be  final. 

Mb.  WATNEY  said,  before  that  point 
was  reached  he  begged  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exoheouer 
to  the  exemption  in  sub-section  2.  The 
discussion  had  been  of  a  rather  irregular 
kind.     He  pressed  upon  the  right  hon. 
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Oentleman  the  unfairness  of  the  exemp- 
tion proposed  in  the  case  of  private  brew- 
ing. It  had  been  stated  that  the  brewers 
mrere  benefited  by  the  substitution  of 
i^e  Beer  Duty  for  the  Malt  Duty ;  but 
lie  need  only  say  upon  that  point,  that 
Tinder  the  new  arrangement  the  brewers 
Tvere  paying  Ss,  per  quarter  more  than 
they  did  formerly.    For  his  own  part, 
lie  should  be  very  glad  to  go  back  to  the 
old  state  of  things,  and  he  was  quite  un- 
able to  see  how  his  agriculturcu  friends 
coold  say  that  the  brewers  had  been 
t>enefited.    With  regard  to  the  exemp- 
tions, the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
liad  said  last  year  that  it  was  necessary 
to  exempt  certain  classes,  and  he  then 
fixed  the  limit  at  £10  rental.    But  by 
the  clause  as  it  stood  it  was  now  pro- 
posed that  eyeryone  who  lived  in  a  house 
of  £15,  or,  in  other  words,  paid  5^.  9d, 
a-week  rent,  should  not  be  called  upon 
to   pay  Beer  Duty.    That,  he  thought, 
was  a  very  bad  rule  for  the  Committee 
to  lay  down.    He  was  aware  that  g^eat 
pressure  would  be  put  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  extend  the  exemption  as  origi- 
nally fixed ;  but  this,  he  contended,  was 
owing  to  the  fact  that  the  Government 
were  wrong  at  the  beginning  in  laying 
down  any  exemption  at  all.    There  was 
no  fairness  in  the  proposal  which  allowed 
an  artizan  paving  5«.  9d,  a-week  rent  to 
brew  beer  without  payino^  duty ;  and  it 
moreover  raised  a  very  dangerous  pre- 
cedent which  was  not  to  be  found  in 
oonnection  with  any  other  kind  of  taxa- 
tion.    He  had  never  heard  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  who 
was  in  favour  of  the  reduction  of  the 
Tea  Duty,  contend  that  persons  living 
in  houses  under  £10  should  be  exempt. 
Who  wex^  the  largest  consumers  of  beer 
in  this  country  ?    They  were  not  gentle- 
men, but  mechanics  and  others,  who 
paid  4s,  or  58.  a-week  rent ;  and  the 
position  taken  up  by  the  Government 
was  that  they  were  to  pay  no  duty  on 
the  beer  they  drank.     Therefore,   al- 
though the  proposal  had  gone  so  far,  he 
trusted  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  see  his  way  to  put  a  stop  to  this 
dangerous  mode  of  dealing  with  taxa- 
tion.    The  Act  of  last  year  allowed  any 
farmer  living  in  houses  of  £10  rental 
and  under  to  pay  part  of  his  wages  in 
beer ;  and  it  was  now  proposed  to  bring 
in  those  under  £15  who  brewed  for  do- 
mestic use.    But  it  was  difficult  to  see 
how  the  arrangement  could  be  carried 


out.  Was  the  Excise  officer  to  be  con- 
tinually running  about  houses  within 
the  limit  to  see  whether  the  occupier 
was  brewing  for  his  own  use  only? 
Again,  how  could  the  Excise  officer  see 
that  no  beer  was  given  away  ?  It  was 
utterly  impossible  that  he  could  do  so. 
On  the  other  hand,  a  farmer  might  be 
willing  to  give  apintof  beer  toa  poor  man, 
but  would  be  unable  to  do  so,  because 
he  had  not  paid  duty,  owing  to  the  ex- 
emption. He  thought  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  do  well  to  fix  the 
exemption  at  £10,  as  it  now  stood,  which 
incluaed  cottage  brewing,  and  so  remove 
further  pressure  upon  himself.  Although 
he  spoke  as  a  brewer,  he  pointed  out 
that  the  question  of  exemption  did  not 
affect  the  London  brewers ;  but,  regard- 
ing the  proposal  as  wrong  in  principle, 
he  begged  to  move  the  Amendment 
standing  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
all  the  words  m>m  ''the,"  in  line  19, 
to  *'use,"  in  line  23,  inclusive. — (Mr. 
Watney.) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  will  see  that  I  cannot,  with 
any  propriety,  ag^ee  to  strike  out  this 
sub -section.  The  hon.  Member  must,  I 
think,  have  become  aware  of  that  dur- 
ing the  discussion  which  has  taken  place 
in  the  last  two  hours. 

Mr.  WATNEY  agreed  that  his  con- 
tribution to  the  discussion  came  very 
late  ;  nevertheless,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
make  a  strong  protest  against  the  pro- 

Sosed  extension  of  the  exemption  from 
uty.  Havinfi^  done  so,  he  was  not  un- 
willing to  ask  leave  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum, 

Mr.  STOEEE  pointed  out  that  under 
the  Act  of  1880  it  was  provided,  in  the 
case  of  houses  below  £10,  that  a  person 
brewing  other  than  for  sale  should  only 
brew  beer  for  his  own  domestic  use,  or 
for  the  consumption  of  his  own  farm 
labourers.  If  that  provision  was  not 
now  extended  concurrently  with  the  pre- 
sent extension  of  exemption,  the  effect 
would  be  that  a  man  living  in  a  house 
of  an  annual  value  between  £10  and 
£  1 5  could  only  brew  for  his  own  use, 
and  not  for  his  labourers;  while  the 
man  who  occupied  a  house  under  £10 
value  would  be  able  to  brew  for  his 
labourers.    It  was,  he  thought,  ui^ust 
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that  wtiat  was  p^ven  to  one  class  should, 
be  denied  to  the  other.  With  regard 
to  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Surrey  (Mr.  Watney),  he  con- 
sidered it  very  extraordinary  that  the 
hon.  Member  should  come  down  to  the 
House  and  ask  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  brewers'  monopoly  after  the  farmers' 
monopoly  had  been  done  away  with.  .  It 
was  to  the  interest  of  the  public  that 
there  should  be  a  little  wholesome  pri- 
vate brewing,  for  he  had  known  occa- 
sions when  the  farm  labourers  objected 
to  have  brewers'  beer — they  would  not 
have  it  at  any  price.  The  Amendment 
advocated  by  the  hon.  Member  would 
tempt  labourers  into  the  public-house ; 
and  it  was  certainly  not  in  the  interest 
of  the  cause  of  temperance  that  they 
should  go  there.  He  had  heard  it  in 
evidence,  that  on  one  occasion  a  man 
who  had  not  had  more  than  two  pints 
of  beer  came  out  from  a  public-house 
quite  drunk.  No  one  ever  heard  of  a 
man  being  drunk  on  home-brewed  beer, 
because  it  was  much  more  wholesome 
than  the  other.  He  hoped  tbe  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  agree  to 
his  proposal  to  allow  those  who  lived  in 
houses  of  between  the  annual  value  of 
£10  and  £15  to  brew  for  the  labourers 
engaged  on  their  own  farms. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  really  very 
doubtful  whether  we  ought  to  allow  the 
man  at  £10  to  brew  without  payment  of 
duty;  and  it  is  quite  impossible  to  ex- 
tend the  clause  of  the  Act  of  last  year, 
as  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Nottinghamshire  (Mr.  Storer). 

Sir  BALDWTN  LEIGHTON  asked 
whether  the  term  "  domestic  use " 
would  include  labourers  living  in  the 
farm-houee  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Yes. 

Mr.  hicks  said,  he  could  not  accept 
the  words  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gkntleman  as  a  substitute  for  the  Amend- 
ment standing  in  his  name. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  They  are  not 
mine.  They  are  the  words  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Nottinghamshire, 
which  I  am  quite  willing  to  move,  if  he 
likes  to  leave  it  in  my  bands. 

Mr.  hicks  said,  he  understood  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  propose 
that  the  clause  should  remain  as  it 
stood,  and  to  add  certain  other  words. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  No.  I  propose 
to  take  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Nottin 
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Mr.  hicks  said,  he  could  not  agree 
to  that.  The  clause  introduced  an  en- 
tirely new  principle  in  the  mode  of  taxa- 
tion. As  the  law  stood  at  present,  those 
who  were  supposed  to  be  liable  to  pay 
Inhabited  House  Duty  had  their  cases 
heard  by  the  Commissioners  of  Taxes  in 
the  district  in  which  they  lived.  They 
went  before  the  Commissioners  at  the 
instance  of  the  Surveyor  of  Taxes,  who 
appeared  on  the  part  of  the  Crown,  the 
person  said  to  be  liable  appearing  in  hii 
own  defence,  and  the  Uommissioners 
acting  as  Judges.  By  the  present  clause 
it  was  proposed  to  take  that  jurisdiction 
away  from  the  local  authorities,  and 
hand  it  over  to  the  Bevenue  Commis- 
sioners at  Somerset  House.  But  it  was 
suggested  that  the  person  aggrieved  by 
the  decision  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Inland  Revenue  should  have  an  appeal 
to  the  Quarter  Sessions.  But  had  the 
Committee  any  idea  of  the  cost  of  an 
appeal  at  Quarter  Sessions?  Why,  in 
the  case  of  a  person  occupying  a  £10 
[house,  it  would,  in  proportion  to  his 
means,  amount  to  a  very  serious  tax. 
He  could  not  understand  why  the  Com- 
mittee should  be  called  upon  to  pass 
words  that  would  effect  an  alteration  in 
tbe  way  in  which  taxes  were  levied  in 
this  country.  If  it  was  the  intention  to 
alter  the  existing  law,  let  it  be  done  rn 
a  plain  and  open  manner,  and  not  by 
the  introduction  of  words  which  left 
people  in  ignorance  of  the  real  change 
effected.  He  maintained  tliat  the  valae 
of  the  house  should  be  ascertained  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Taxes  for  the  dis- 
trict or  division  in  which  the  brewer 
resided. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  7,  line  35.  to  leave  out  all  words  after 
'*  by  '^  to  the  end  of  Clanse,  and  insot  "  Cna- 
mimonere  of  Land  and  Income  Tax  for  tb«  dit- 
trict  or  division  in  which  the  brewer  reaidat.*'— 
{Mr,  tiicls.) 

Sm  WAXTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
the  Commissioners  of  Income  Tax  were 
the  very  persons  to  deal  with  this  ques- 
tion, as  they  had  to  deal  with  houset 
now  assessed  for  the  House  Tax,  It 
would  cost  the  parties  nothing  to  appeal 
to  them ;  whereas  if  they  went  to  Quar- 
ter Sessions,  there  would  be  a  great  ex- 
pense. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  would  be 
quite  contrary  to  the  views  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  there  should  be  any  dif*' 
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advantaf^e  in  point  of  cost  of  appeal. 
He  would  take  care  there  should  be  no 
ground  for  the  objection  just  stated  by 
the  bon.  Member  for  Cambridgeshire 
(Mr.  Hicks),  so  far  as  expense  was  con- 
cerned. 

Colonel  MAKINS  said,  it  was  yery 
well  for  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  to 
8aj  there  would  be  no  expense  ;  but  he 
did  not  think  he  could  prevent  it. 

Tms  CHAIRMAN  :  The  Amendment 
ia,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  HICKS:  No.  Sir;  I  have  not 
withdrawn  my  Amendment,  and  do  not 
intend  to  do  so.  I  hold  the  appeal  should 
be  to  the  Local  Commissioners,  as  at 
present. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
substitute  the  words  **  Commissioners  of 
Land  and  Income  Tax  "  for  **  Court  ot 
Quarter  Sessions,"  as  desired  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridgeshire  (Mr.  Hicks). 

Mr.  HICKS  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  aware  of  the  position 
in  which  the  matter  stood  at  that  mo- 
ment. For  a  great  many  years  he  (Mr. 
Hicks)  had  been  a  Commissioner  of 
Tales  in  his  own  district,  and  during 
that  period  he  had,  from  time  to  time, 
been  called  upon  to  decide  whether 
houses  were  or  were  not  liable  for  In- 
habited House  Duty.  All  he  asked  was 
that  the  annual  value  should  be  ascer- 
tained by  the  Commissioners  of  Land 
and  Income  Tax. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mihdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

lo  page  7,  line  37,  to  leare  oat  the  words 
**  tod  their  decision  shall  be  final,'*  in  order  to 
iuert  **  Bat  an  appeal  shall  be  from  their  valua- 
tion  to  the  Oom  mission ers  of  Land  and  Income 
TWz  for  the  district  or  division  in  which  the 
bnver  resides,  whose  decision  shall  be  finaL" — 
{Mr.  GUdtt^M,) 

CoLoxEL  MAKINS  asked  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  insert  in  a  sub- 
sequent clause  of  the  Bill  a  definition  of 
the  term  **  annual  value?''  A  great  deal 
of  importance  attached  to  this  point. 
Ib  other  Acts  of  Parliament  a  clear  defi- 
nition was  given  to  the  effect  that  annual 
value  was  the  rent  which  a  tenant  might 
reasonably  be  expected  to  pay,  taking 
one  year  with  another — and  so  forth,  in 
the  usual  form.  His  object  was  to  ascer- 
tain from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  the  annual  value  referred 
to  in  the  clause  was  subject  to  the  ordi- 
ntrj  interpntatioDj  andj  if  not,  whether 


a  clause  would  be  brought  up  for  the 
purpose  of  defining  the  term. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  It  will  be  subject 
to  the  general  rule. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  17  and  18  agreed  to. 

Clause  19  (Goods  liable  to  a  duty  of 
customs  or  excise  may  be  warehoused  in 
a  customs  or  excise  warehouse). 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  he  bad  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  to  add,  at  the 
end,  the  words — 

"  And  the  provisions  of  section  one  hundred 
and  fifteen  of  « The  Spirits  Act,  1880,*  for  re. 
mission  of  duty  on  spirits  accidentally  destroyed 
shall  he  held  not  only  to  the  taking^  them  out  of 
store  and  putting  them  on  board  ship,  hut  to 
any  accident  happening  during  the  conveyance 
of  such  spirits  from  the  store  to  the  ship.' 

The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
remove  a  great  grievance,  for,  at  pre- 
sent, though  the  duty  was  remitted  when 
the  spirits  were  destroyed  in  loadinff  at 
the  store,  or  in  putting  into  the  Miip, 
it  was  not  remitted  if  the  goods  bad 
been  removed  even  half-a-dozen  yarda 
from  the  store.  Several  cases  of  this 
kind  had  been  brought  under  his  notice 
recently  by  his  own  constituents.  How- 
ever, as  the  Treasury  thought  getting 
rid  of  the  grievance  migb4  lay  open  the 
door  to  fraud,  and  as  he  waa  unwilling 
to  occupy  the  time  of  the  Committee  at 
this  hour  of  the  morning  (2  a.m.),  he 
would  not  prens  the  Amendment. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  was  informed  by  several  hon. 
Members  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side 
of  the  House  that  the  Prime  Minister 
had  agreed  that  Progress  should  be  re- 
ported after  Clause  16. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  said  exactly 
the  reyerse. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Pakt  n.— Taxxb. 

Clause  20  (Grant  of  duties  of  income 
tax). 

Mr.  GREGORY  directed  the  attention 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
the  deduction  of  Income  Tax  on  the 
Indian  Four  per  Cents,  which  appeared 
to  be  at  the  rate  of  e^d.  in  the  pound 
for  the  past  year. 

Mr.  MAGNIAO  said,  he  had  called 
attention  last  year  to  the  case  of  owners 
occupying  their  own  land  who  \f9ii  In- 
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come  Tax  under  two  Schedules.  They 
paid  under  Schedule  A  as  owners,  and 
also  under  Schedule  B  as  occupiers.  The 
grievance  to  which  he  had  drawn  atten- 
tion had  become  yerj  much  aggravated 
since  last  year,  when  he  had  pointed 
out  that  there  were  many  thousand  acres 
of  land  in  the  country  lying  unoccupied 
and  thrown  upon  the  owners'  hands. 
The  amount  of  unoccupied  land,  unfor- 
tunately, had  largely  increased  since 
last  year.  He  had  had  a  Ketum  got 
out  for  the  year  1880,  and  he  found  that 
there  were  20,000  acres  in  the  county  of 
Bedford  unoccupied ;  and  although  the 
owners  received  relief  under  Schedule  B 
by  the  Act  of  last  Session,  which  ex- 
tended to  owners  occupying  their  own 
lands  the  power  of  appeal  previously 
conceded  to  occupiers,  there  was  no 
power  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  give  it  under  Schedule  A.  He 
should  like  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  take  this  matter  into  con- 
sideration, and  to  see  if  he  could  not 
ffive  the  owners  the  same  relief  under 
Schedule  A  that  his  Predecessor  in  Office 
had  given  under  Schedule  B.  He  did 
not  suppose  it  would  be  possible,  or, 
at  any  rate,  convenient,  to  import  any 
words  into  the  Act  to  bring  about  the 
alteration ;  but  the  case  for  the  relief 
being  given  was  so  dear  that  he  thought 
the  OhemceUor  of  the  Exchequer  ought 
to  take  the  matter  in  hand.  It  was  per- 
fectly weU  known  that  there  were  hun- 
dreds— probably  there  were  thousands — 
of  owners  who  paid  last  year  Income  Tax 
in  respect  of  land  which  was  unoccupied. 
There  were  many  clergjrmen  wnose 
glebes  were  unlet,  and  although  they 
obtained  relief  as  occupiers,  there  were 
no  means  of  obtaining  relief  as  owners. 
Another  hardship  in  connection  with 
this  case  was  the  assessment  on  which 
the  Income  Tax  was  levied.  Legally, 
it  was  not  the  case ;  but,  practically,  it 
was  made  upon  the  Poor  Kate  assess- 
ment, which  was  a  relative  basis.  It 
was  a  basis  fixed  with  regard  to  the 
relative  value  of  property  in  each  parish 
or  Union.  On  that  basis  the  assessment 
in  one  case  might  be  100  per  cent  over 
the  true  value,  whilst  it  might  not  be 
unjust  to  the  occupiers  as  between  them- 
selves. He  would  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  to  take  this  matter,  also, 
into  consideration.  With  regard  to  the 
taxation  of  unoccupied  land,  he  would 
remind  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

Mr,  Magniae 


that  this  was  the  only  case  in  whibh  t 
person  was  called  upon  to  pay  a  tax 
upon  an  income  which  was  roallj  no 
income  at  all. 

Sir  BALDWYN  LEIQHTON  moved 
to  report  Progress.  This  was  a  very 
large  question,  and,  no  doubt,  many 
hon.  Members  wished  to  speak  upon  it 
There  was  a  great  deal  of  distress  existing 
in  the  country,  and  the  law  as  it  stood  at 
present  was  felt  to  be  a  great  grievance 
— to  pay  Income  Tax  under  Schednle  A 
upon  income  that  had  never  been  re- 
ceived. Therefore  he  trusted  that,  in 
dealing  with  the  matter,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  make  them  a 
plain  statement.  The  question  was  a  most 
difficult  one,  and  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  insist  upon 
its  being  considered  now. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Sir 
Baldwyn  L$ighton.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  very  sorry 
the  hon.  Member  has  thought  it  desirable 
to  make  the  Motion.  There  are  few 
Members  here  to  whom  the  effort  of  sit- 
ting through  this  Conmiittee  is  greater 
than  it  is  to  myself ;  but  there  is  a  very 
solemn  obligation  resting  on  me,  and 
that  is  to  do  nothing  which  can  in  any 
way  interfere  with  the  progress  of  the 
great  measure  which  is  now  before  the 
House — the  Irish  Land  Bill.  I  hope 
hon.  Members  will  consent  to  sacrifice 
their  convenience  a  little  further.  Thii 
question  is  one  which  it  would  be  im* 
possible  to  settle  in  a  cross-Table  con- 
versation here.  There  has  been  xu) 
Notice  given  with  regard  to  it,  and  it  is 
clearly  a  matter  of  great  complexity  and 
difficulty.  [SirBALDWYwLKiOHTOir:  The 
question  of  Schedule  A?]  Yes.  The  ques- 
tion of  Schedule  B  was  comparatively 
simple,  and  that  has  been  settled ;  and 
with  regard  to  Schedule  A,  I  am  perfectly 
ready  to  consider  any  statement  which 
may  be  made  to  me  with  regard  to  the 
circumstances  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Magniae).  I  do  not  say 
it  is  not  perfectly  fair — ^looking  at  the 
present  state  of  things  in  the  country — 
to  bring  the  matter  forward ;  but  I  am 
sure  it  would  be  impossible,  without  a 
great  deal  of  oonsiaeration,  to  make 
such  an  examination  of  the  question  as 
it  deserves  and  requires.  When  we 
consider  that  we   are  to  adopt  prin* 
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oiple«,  not  only  applicable  to  the  peculiar 
circumstances  of  the  present  time,  but 
applicable  to  all  circumstances  and  to 
all  time ;  and  when  we  consider  that 
there  is  a  large  quantity  of  lemd  in  the 
country  held  for  the  purpose  of  sport 
and  not  for  the  jpurpose  of  trade,  we  at 
once  see  how  difficult  the  question  is. 
It  will  require  gpreat  consideration  to  do 
justice  to  it,  and  I  am  sure  it  would  not 
be  possible  for  us  at  present  to  settle  it 
on  a  new  basis. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHUROHILL 
hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  stick  to 
his  Amendment,  and  not  be  intimidated 
by  the  clamour  aroimd  him.  This  was 
an  important  Bill,  and  when,  at  10 
minates  past  2  o'clock,  a  Motion  was 
made  to  report  Progress,  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  Oovemment  coolly  pro- 
posed to  the  Committee  to  go  throueh 
the  Bill,  because  they  had  another  legis- 
latire  measure  which  must  come  on 
on  a  particular  day  at  their  command. 

t'*  Oh,  oh  !/'  and  '*  Divide!  "]  Hon. 
(embers  might  go  on  with  these  inter- 
ruptions as  long  as  they  liked ;  but  he 
would  point  out  to  them  that  they  were 
only  wasting  time.  There  never  was 
such  a  demand  made  upon  the  House 
before — that  because  the  Gbvemment 
had  a  legislative  measure  of  greater  or 
less  importance  to  pass,  therefore  the 
House  of  Commons  was  to  be  kept  sit- 
ting until  3  or  4  in  the  morning  in  order 
to  pass  another  Bill,  emd  no  proposal  to 
report  Prog^ress  was  to  be  considered. 
Never  before  had  a  Prime  Minister  en- 
deavoured to  pass  off  such  conduct  on 
an  Opposition.  For  the  sake  of  principle 
— [LaughUr.'] — hon.  Members  seemed  to 
think  there  was  no  principle  involved  in 
dealing  with  the  finances  of  the  country 
at  3  or  4  o'clock  in  the  morning ;  but 
what  would  have  been  said  of  the  Con- 
servative Oovemment  if  it  had  attempted 
to  do  this  ?  For  the  sake  of  principle, 
and  as  a  protest  against  the  voting  of 
money  in  Money  Bills  at  a  quarter  past 
3  in  tne  momine,  he  hoped  the  Motion 
would  be  pressed. 

Mb.  WABTON  felt  it  to  be  his  duty 
to  support  the  Motion  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress. He  felt  the  appeal — the  almost 
personal  appeal— of  the  Premier,  who 
said  that,  though  it  was  extremely  in- 
convenient for  him  to  sit  up,  he  would 
•it  up  to  any  time  if  necessary.  But  he 
would  point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Oen* 
tleman  that  it  was  not  necessary  for  him 


to  sit  up.  They  were  to  have  a  Morning 
Sitting  to-morrow,  and  were  promised 
an  exciting  day  in  the  discussion  of  the 
Irish  arrests,  in  which  the  constituents 
of  many  hon.  Members  took  a  great  deal 
of  interest.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
given  the  opportunity  for  the  discussion ; 
but  they  aid  not  know  whether  the 
matter  could  be  disposed  of  in  the  five 
hours  which  would  be  available  at  the 
Morning  Sitting,  and  whether  they 
might  not  be  asked  to  sit  up  all  night 
to-morrow,  as  they  were  doing  now. 
Of  course,  he  did  not  know  whether 
they  would  sit  up  all  night  to-morrow  ; 
but  he  was  looking  on  this  as  a  matter 
of  principle,  and,  consequently,  contem- 
plated that  which  possibly  might  occur. 
If  the  Government  chose  to  bring  in  a 
large  number  of  Bills,  more  than  they 
could  conveniently  carry,  they  must  take 
the  consequence.  If  they  were  to  pass 
the  g^eat  Land  Law  of  Ireland,  some- 
how modified  to  suit  the  feelings  of 
Members  in  different  parts  of  the  House, 
well  and  good;  but  the  Government 
should  give  up  some  of  their  Bills.  The 
sooner  they  gave  up  the  Bribery  Bill, 
the  Ballot  BiQ,  and  the  Bankruptcy  Bill 
— the  sooner  they  gave  up  the  **  three 
B*s ''  in  favour  of  the  '*  three  F's  "—the 
better.  It  was  too  much  to  expect  of 
hon.  Members  that  they  would  put  them- 
selves to  inconvenience  to  pass  a  whole 
host  of  measures  which  were  not  re- 
quired by  the  country.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  had  objected  very  much  to  what 
they  called  the  ''  Imperialism  "  of  the 
late  Government;  but  there  was  a  worse 
word,  which  could  be  aptly  used  in  con- 
nection with  the  present  Government, 
and  that  was  ''  imporiousness." 

Mb.  DODDS  said,  there  were  a  con- 
siderable number  of  Amendments  yet  to 
be  disposed  of,  but  all  of  them  had  re- 
ference to  those  parts  of  the  Bill  rela- 
ting to  Probate  and  Legacy  Duty,  and 
ho  was  sure  it  would  not  take  longer  to 
dispose  of  them  than  the  time  it  would 
occupy  the  Chairman  in  reading  them. 
The  Amendments  were  mere  formal 
matters,  and  he  saw  no  reason  why  the 
Bill  should  not  be  gone  through  in 
another  10  minutes.  [**  No,  noI"1 
Hon.  Members  said  ''  No ; "  but  he  said 
''Yes.''  He  challenged  contradiction 
when  he  said  that  there  was  not  one 
Amendment  which,  unless  it  were  for 
the  purpose  of  wasting  the  time  of  the 
Committee,  would  take  more  than  five 
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minntes  to  dispose  of.  He  hoped  the 
Motion  for  reporting  Progress  would  be 
withdrawn. 

Sir  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  said, 
the  answer  of  the  Prime  Minister  en- 
tirely corroborated  what  he  had  said, 
because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated  that  the  question  of  the  payment 
of  Income  Tax  under  Schedule  A  was  so 
im  por  tan  t  th  a t  it  could  h  ard  ly  be  discussed 
across  the  Table  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  No.  no. 

Sir  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON :  I  un- 
derstood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say  that. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  My  hon.  Friend 
has  entirely  misunderstood  me.  This  is 
a  proposal  to  introduce  an  entirely  new 
method  of  dealing  with  the  Income  Tax  ; 
and  the  question  is,  whether  the  owners 
of  land  shall  be  excused  for  paying  the 
tax  in  regard  to  that  part  of  their  pro- 
perty which  is  unoccupied,  and  for  which 
they  do  not  realize  anything.  This  is  a 
large  and  difficult  question,  which  will 
have  to  be  carefully  considered.  There 
is  no  proposal  before  me ;  and  what  I 
say  is,  that  I  cannot  undertake  to  discuss 
the  question,  under  the  circumstances, 
at  the  present  moment.  The  matter  may 
be  opened  up  on  some  future  occasion, 
and  we  may  have  to  ask  the  House  to 
deal  with  it.  With  regard  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  as  to  my  sup- 
posed declaration  with  reference  to  re- 
porting Progress,  what  I  really  said  was 
that,  so  far  as  I  was  aware,  there  was 
no  question  after  Clause  16  that  was  a 
contested  question. 

Mr.  MAGNIAO  said,  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister  had  misunderstood  the  remarks 
which  had  fallen  from  him.  He  had 
made  a  definite  proposal,  and  it  was  one 
which  need  not  delay  the  passage  of  the 
Bill  for  one  minute.  He  had  requested 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider 
whether  he  could  not  deal  with  Sche- 
dule A  as  his  Predecessor  had  dealt 
with  Schedule  B.  He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  consider  the  matter,  and,  if 
possible,  do  something  without  delay; 
out  if,  at  the  beginning  of  next  Session, 
he  found  that  nothing  had  been  done, 
be  would  himself  make  some  proposal 
on  the  subject. 

Mr.  GEEGOBY  said,  he  was  respon- 
eible  for  some  of  the  Amendments  to 
eubsequent  clauses  of  the  measure ;  but 
he  oould  not  flatter  himself  that  they 
would  aU  be  agreed  to.    If  he  thought 
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they  would,  he  should  be  easy  in  laa 
mind ;  but  he  was  afraid  that  some  of 
them  might  lead  to  discussion.  He  did 
not  wish  to  delay  the  Bill  for  a  moment, 
and  he  therefore  hoped  the  bon.  Kern* 
ber  would  withdraw  the  Motion.  He» 
for  one,  was  willing  to  go  on  with  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  he  ALT  said,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  seemed  to  think  it  a  great 
crime  on  the  part  of  the  Committee  to 
move  to  report  Progress.  The  Govern- 
ment had  wasted  three  months  of  this 
Session  with  the  Coercion  Bill,  and  if 
the  Prime  Minister  now  found  it  neces- 
sary for  him  to  keep  up  during  a  lai^e 
portion  of  the  night  to  pass  this  Bill,  he 
must  remember  that  he  had  only  himself 
and  the  Chief  Secretary  to  blame ;  and 
when  he  appealed  to  the  House  he  mast 
remember  that  there  was  a  section  it 
was  quite  in  vain  to  appeal  to.  It  was 
quite  in  vain  to  appeal  to  men  of  his 
(Mr.  Healy's)  way  of  thinking,  anyho v  ; 
and,  so  long  as  they  could  not  ffet  wl 
civil  answer  from  any  Member  of  the 
Government,  it  would  continue  to  be  in 
vain.  So  long,  moreover,  as  their  ooan^ 
trymen  continued  to  be  arrested  it  woald 
be  in  vain.  These  arrests  would  never  be 
forgotten  in  Ireland — never. 

Colonel  RUGGLES-BKISE  beliered 
a  great  many  hon.  Members  wished  to 
express  their  opinion  of  the  clause  of 
the  Bill  at  which  they  had  arrived.  The 
clause  dealing  with  Schedule  A  was  wl, 
most  important  one,  especially  to  people 
in  the  country.  He  had  every  sympatny 
for  the  state  of  health  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  and  he  was  sure 
most  hon.  Members  would  agree  with 
him  in  thinking  that  he  ought  to  be  in 
bed.  He  (Colonel  Euggles-Brise)  fully, 
also,  sympathized  with  the  right  han« 
Gentleman  in  the  sense  of  duty  which 
induced  him  to  ask  them  to  continue  the 
discussion  of  the  Bill  to-night;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  must  point  out  that 
the  argument  on  which  the  request  for 
continued  sitting  was  based  had  no  effect 
whatever  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side 
of  the  House.  They  did  not  see  the  force 
of  these  measures  before  the  House. 

Sm  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
would  make  an  appeal  to  the  Prime  Mi* 
nister.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  saw 
the  position  in  which  the  Committee 
was  now  placed — he  saw  that  it  was  ab- 
solutely impossible  to  go  on  with  the 
Bill.    Ihd  ^ueatioa  was,  wm  it  wise  to 
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persevere  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  come  down  to  the  House  very  often 
during  the  time  the  late  Government 
were  in  power ;  but  if  he  had  he  would 
have  seen  what  little  support  the  Go- 
vernment got  from  the  Opposition.  It 
was  now  nearly  half  -  past  2  in  the 
morning,  and,  considering  that  they  had 
to  come  down  again  at  2  in  the  after- 
noon, it  was  unreasonable  to  ask  them  to 
proceed  with  the  Bill.  Hi?  only  anxiety 
was  to  promote  the  Busiuess  of  the 
country,  and  be  certainly  did  not  think 
that  the  way  to  promote  Business  was  to 
remain  there  wrangling  at  half- past  2 
in  the  morning. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  there  was  another 
point  made  by  the  Prime  Minister  be- 
vond  those  which  had  been  mentioned 
by  previous  speakers,  which  appeared  to 
him  a  very  weak  one.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  appealed  to  the  Com- 
mittee to  do  nothing  to  interfere  with 
the  great  Irish  Land  Bill.  But  the 
frreat  Irish  Land  Bill  now  before  the 
House  was  not  a  good  measure.  It  was 
very  complicated  —  no  doubt,  a  good 
measure  for  the  lawyers;  but  for  the 
people  of  Ireland 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  :  I  rise  to 
Order.  I  wish  to  ask  whether  the  hon. 
Member  is  in  Order  in  mentioning  the 
provisions  of  that  Bill  ? 

Thb  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  in  Order  in  mentioning  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Irish  Land  Bill. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  had  said  all  he 
had  to  say  on  that  subject.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  near  him  (Mr.  Healy)  had 
mentioned  another  matter  to  which  he 
(Mr.  Biggar)  wished  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  and  the  Prime  Minister.  The 
hon.  Member  had  referred  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  Chief  Secretary  towards  the 
Irish  Members  ;  and  he  thought  that  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  to  get  a 
caution  from  the  Prime  Minister  with 
regard  to  his  general  behaviour  and  his 
duty,  the  House  would  be  able  to  get 
along  more  smoothly,  and  Irish  Members 
would  be  more  inclined  to  assist  the  Go- 
vernment. At  present  they  were  in  this 
position.  It  was  nearly  3  o'clock  in  the 
morning ;  they  had  to  hear  the  opening 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  LongfoM 
(Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  with  regard  to 
the  Irish  arrests,  and  they  had  to  come 
down  to  the  House  at  2  o'clock  in  the 
afternoon  to  continue  the  dificus&ion.  All 


this  was  rendered  necessary — as  the  Irish 
Members  alleged — through  the  miscon- 
duct of  the  Chief  Secretary.  All  these 
difficulties  had  arisen  through  the  action 
of  the  Government ;  and  an  appeal  of 
this  kind,  therefore,  certainly  came  with 
a  bad  grace  from  the  Treasury  Bench. 
The  question  before  the  Committee  in 
the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill 
was  one  of  considerable  difficulty,  and 
he  failed  to  see  on  what  grounds  the 
Government  could  ask  them  to  go  into 
the  discussion  at  this  hour.  The  thing 
could  not  be  done.  He  had  had  some 
little  experience  in  the  last  Parliament 
of  matters  of  this  sort,  and  he  had  never 
seen  any  good  to  anyone  come  out  of  an 
attempt  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  force  on  Business  at  such  an  hour, 
against  the  will  of  a  large  section  of  the 
House.    . 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  agreed  to  Progress 
being  reported,  finding  a  section  of  the 
House  —  though,  he  believed,  a  very 
small  section — determined  to  impede  the 
progress  of  the  Committee.  He  tendered 
his  most  sincere  thanks  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men  who  had  offered  to  sacrifice  their 
own  convenience  on  this  occasion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thursday. 

LAND  TAX  COMIilSSIONEBS'  NAMES 
BILL.— [Bill  126.] 

(Mr.  John  Eolmt,  Lord  Fredirick  GavetuUih.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (^r.  J.  Ilolnu.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
-^{Mr.  JJealy.') 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS  appealed  to  hon. 
Members  to  allow  the  House  to  go 
into  Committee  on  this  Bill,  which  had 
already  received  the  sanction  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man  who  had  last  spoken  wanted  to  put 
the  House  off  the  scent.  Irish  Business 
of  urgent  importance  had  to  be  brought 
before  the  House  to-night,  and  Irish 
Members  had  been  waiting  for  hours. 
Two  hours  ago  they  would  have  been 
jiutified  in  asking  that  other  Businesa 
should  cease. 
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Mr.  E.  N.  FOWLEE  said,  lie  believed 
this  Bill  was  not  opposed,  and  he  hoped 
the  Motion  for  going  into  Oommittee 
would  be  acceded  to. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  1 1 ;  Noes 
80 :  Majority  69.^Div.  last,  No.  209.) 

Mr,  BIGGAE  begged  to  move,  "  That 
this  House  do  now  adjourn." 

Mr.  HEALY  rose  to  second  the  Mo- 
tion, but 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  pointed  out  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford,  having  al- 
ready moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  was  out  of  Order  in  seconding 
the  present  Motion. 

No  other  hon.  Member  rising  to  se- 
cond the  Motion,  it  was  not  put. 

Original  Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  79 ;  No  1 : 
Majority  78.— (Div.  List,  No.  210.) 

Main  Question  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Ohair,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Preamble  be  postponea.'' 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Mr,  Eealy,) 

Mr.  BIGOAE  said,  there  was  room 
for  em  enormous  deal  of  alteration  emd 
amendment  in  the  Bill.  It  was  a  Bill 
that  ought  not  to  have  passed  the  second 
reading,  as  it  did,  without  discussion. 
He  supported  the  adjournment,  in  order 
to  have  an  opportimity  of  looking  the' 
Bill  over. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  put  the  Committee 
to  the  trouble  of  a  division.  He  should 
vote  against  them  if  they  did.  Eleven 
hours  from  the  present  time  there  was 
to  be  a  Morning  Sittine,  when  Members 
from  Ireland  were  to  bring  before  the 
House  a  most  important  Motion,  dealing 
with  the  whole  question  of  the  Irish 
Executive,  emd  some  of  them  required 
a  little  preparation. 

Mr.  E.  N.  FOWLEE  said,  that  this 
was  a  purely  formal  matter.  The  Bill 
had  previouidy  been  assented  to,  and  the 
names  to  be  submitted  were  those  of 
gentlemen  of  hk;h  position  in  the  City 
of  London.     The  selection  had  been 


Mr.  Sexton 


made  without  reference  to  politics,  but 
solely  with  reference  to  their  practical 
knowledge  of  the  City  of  London ;  and 
he  appeeded  to  the  House  to  allow  the 
Motion  to  pass.  

Lord  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
sympathized  with  hon.  Members  who  de- 
sired not  to  be  detained ;  and  if  this  Bill 
had  been  allowed  to  go  through  Commit- 
tee, instead  of  occupying  half-an-hour, 
it  would  not  have  occupied  a  minute. 

Mr.  CALLAN  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  to  allow  the  Bill  to 
go  on. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
there  was  something  very  peculiar  under 
this  Bill ;  and  he  thougnt  they  ouffht 
to  have  the  names  before  them  be£re 
going  on  with  it. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  9; 
Noes  78:  Majority  69.— (Div.  List, 
No.  211.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
Preamble  be  postponed." 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment  would  concede  wliat  was  asked. 
He  observed  that  when  the  Liberala 
were  in  Opposition  the  iniquity  of  the 
Land  Tax  was  a  fertile  theme  of  indig- 
nant denunciation  ;  but  now  the  House 
was  told  that  this  Bill  could  be  passed 
through  without  even  the  preliminary 
communication  to  the  House  of  the 
names  of  the  Commissioners  to  be  ap* 
pointed.  It  was  not  creditable  on  the 
part  of  the  Liberals  to  treat  the  auee- 
tion  in  that  manner ;  and  he  hopea  the 
Government  would  accede  to  the  re- 
quest, and  hasten  on  to  the  Motion 
which  the  Irish  Members  had  at  heart. 
It  did  not  show  a  great  amount  of 
courage  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  persist  in  forcing  opposition  to 
the  Irish  question  at  such  an  hour  in 
the  morning.  He  did  not  wish  to  carry 
his  opposition  to  the  length  of  en- 
deavouring to  throw  out  the  Bill ;  but 
he  thought  it  should  be  brought  on  at 
another  time,  and  that  no  fiurtner  oppo- 
sition should  be  advanced  against  the 
discussion  of  the  Irish  Motion. 

Motion  made,«emd  Question  nropoeed, 
^  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  (yjJonneU.) 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  :  I  think  ererj- 
one  is  aware  that  we  might  now  have 
1>e^n  hearing  the  hon.  Member  for  Long^ 
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ford  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  but  for  the 
MotionB  which  have  been  made.  No 
one  doubts  that  if  the  usual  course  had 
been  adopted,  the  Bill  before  us  would 
haye  passed  as  a  matter  of  course.  It 
has  been  yerj  late  for  some  hours  for 
the  hon.  Member  to  brine  forward  his 
Motion,  but  he  will  be  able  to  speak  in 
reply  aiflerwards ;  and  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  just  sat  down  thinks  I  intend 
to  take  an  advantage  I  will  state  that, 
wishing  myself  to  be  prepared  to  take  part 
in  the  debate  to-day,  I  shall  go  to  bed. 

Mr.  HKALY  thought  that  as  the 
roirit  of  contention  had  left  the  House 
they  might  proceed  more  quietly.  He 
pointed  out  that  at  half-past  2  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  opposite 
side  had  moved  that  the  Speaker  should 
leave  the  Ohair ;  and  he  stated  that  the 
Irish  Members  were  determined,  when 
matters  of  this  kind  were  brought  on  at 
that  hour  in  the  morning,  to  oppose 
them.  There  was  not  the  slightest  ne- 
cessity for  the  Government  to  go  on  with 
this  measure,  and  it  was  they  who 
delayed  Business.  Whenever  an  ap- 
peal was  made  to  the  Irish  Members 
under  such  circxmistances,  they  would  be 
obliged  to  remind  the  Government  that 
they  had  wasted  three  months  of  the 
Session  in  legislation  of  a  most  in- 
vidious character ;  and  when  Motions  of 
this  kind  were  made  at  2  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  he  should  exhaust  his  rights 
as  far  as  he  could  in  opposition. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :^AjeB  9; 
Noes  77;  Majority  68. — (Div.  list, 
No.  212.) 

Qaeetion  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
Preamble  be  postponed.'' 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy) 
had  informed  him  that  he  would  be 
obliged  to  go  home  and  postpone  his 
Motion,  if  he  (Mr.  Healy)  persisted  in 
dividing  the  House.  If  he  could  see 
his  way  out  of  that  difficulty  he  would 
stoD  all  night ;  but  if  Motions  to  take 
socn  measures  at  that  time  were  made, 
he  should  pursue  the  same  course  as  he 
now  had. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Preamble  a^eed  te. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment; 
to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morroWf  at 
Two  of  the  dock. 


MOTIONS. 

IRISH  EXECUTIVE. 
MOTION  OF  OSKSUBE. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'OAETHY,  in  rising 
to  move  the  following  Eesolution : — 

*'That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
action  of  the  Irish  Execntiye  in  arbitxtirily 
arresting  a  Member  of  the  House  without  reason- 
able ^und ;  in  jproclaiming  a  state  of  siege  in 
Dublin;  in  imprisoning  the  Rev.  Mr.  Sheehy 
and  many  other  men  of  nigh  character  and  good 
condact ;  and  in  affording  the  use  of  the  armed 
forces  of  the  Crown  for  the  wholesale  execution 
of  wanton  and  cruel  evictions  is  an  abuse  of  the 
exceptional  powers  conferred  by  Parliament; 
and  IS  calculated  to  promote  disaffection  in  Ire- 
land;" 

said,  he  thought  most  Members  of  the 
House  would  agree  that  hardly  ever  had 
anyone  risen  to  address  an  Assembly  like 
this  imder  conditions  of  such  great  dis- 
advantage. The  main  object  one  might 
have  in  stating  a  case  of  this  kind  was 
almost  entirely  frustrated  by  the  late- 
ness of  the  hour  and  the  thinness  of  the 
House,  and  by  a  natural  objection  to 
keeping  too  long  an  unwilling  audience; 
whue  the  Minister  of  State  to  whom  he 
wished  particularly  to  appeal  had  been 
in  such  a  hurry  to  get  away  from  his 
duties  l^at  he  had  gone  home  to  bed,  and 
left  the  House  to  manage  affairs  as  best 
they  could  without  him.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances, he  should  not  makealengthy 
statement  of  the  case  he  had  to  ui^ 
against  the  Government.  The  points  he 
wished  to  state  were  those  set  forth  in 
the  Motion.  The  Irish  Members  con- 
tended tibat  the  arrest  of  Mr.  Dillon  was 
an  act  of  unspeakable  discredit  to  the 
Qovemment,  and  an  act  which  would 
discredit  the  Government  so  long  as  they 
remained  in  power.  They  had  heard 
some  extraordinary  casuistry  not  long 
ago  with  regard  to  the  complaint  that 
the  Government  had  arrested  Mr.  Dillon 
in  order  to  remove  out  of  their  way  a 
political  opponent  who  was  coming  to 
oppose  them  in  the  House.  It  was  well 
known  to  all  his  Colleagues  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  ^Mr.  Dillon) 
had  announced  in  Dublin  his  intention 
to  come  to  the  House  to  expose  the  re- 
sults of  the  policy  of  the  Government  in 
Ireland  in  enforcing  evictions  by  the  aid 
of  military  and  pohce.  He  said — **  We 
shall  make  an  attempt  in  the  House  of 
Commons  next  week  to  expose  the  policy 
of  the  Government ; "  and  those  whd 
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knew  the  hon.  Member  knew  tbat  when  lie 
said  **  we  are  going"  to  do  something,  he 
was  not  likelj  to  mean  that  he  was  going 
to  send  someone  else  to  do  it,  and  to 
remain  away  himself.  It  was,  indeed, 
a  matter  of  perfect  notoriety  that  he  was 
hurrying  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
They  were  asked  by  the  Prime  Minister 
to  prove  that ;  they  were  bidden  to  pro- 
duce thoir  legal  evidence ;  and  the  Head 
of  the  Government,  who  invented  and 
applied  the  principle  of  reasonable  sus- 
picion, called  upon  them  to  give  legal 
proof  that  Mr.  Dillon  had  used  the  words 
ascribed  to  him,  and  had  announced  the 
intention  which  those  words  would  imply. 
It  was  a  discreditable  act  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  arrest  a  political  op- 
ponent in  order  to  remove  him  from  an 
important  discussion,  and  they  charged 
the  Government  with  having  arrested 
him  without  any  reasonable  ground 
whatever.  They  had  the  word  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  that  one  of  the 
Judges  had  declared  that  Dublin  was  in 
a  state  of  exceptional  tranquillity ;  and 
that  because  two  speeches  were  made  at 
a  meeting  by  persons  whose  names  it 
was,  apparently,  not  worth  his  while  to 
mention,  a  City  containing  200,000  or 
300,000  persons  was  deprived  of  its 
liberty.  This  was  another  of  their 
charges  against  the  Government.  They 
charged  them  with  having  acted  dis- 
creditably, unjustly,  and  most  unwisely 
in  the  arrest  of  a  Catholic  clergyman, 
the  Eev.  Mr.  Sheehy,  and  other  men 
of  good  conduct  and  high  character. 
These  arrests  were  increasing  every  day. 
Only  to-night  they  had  heard  of  one 
other  case  of  arrest ;  but  in  arresting  a 
Catholic  clergyman  the  Government  had 
taken  a  new  and  an  ill-omened  de- 
parture. Never — at  all  events,  in  the 
time  of  living  man — never,  since  the 
worst  and  most  evil  days  of  English 
rule  in  Ireland,  was  a  Catholic  clergy- 
man arrested  on  such  a  charge — nay, 
on  no  charge  whatever  put  into  tan- 
gible form,  only  on  **  reasonable  sus- 
picion"— and  confined  in  prison.  He 
should  have  liked  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  if  he 
were  here,  whether  he  would  plodge 
himself,  when  he  came  to  enter  on  the 
defence  of  the  Government,  to  give 
distinctly  the  nature  of  the  charge  on 
which  this  clergyman  had  been  ar- 
rested-^ not  to  escape  by  reading  the 
technical  terms  of  the  Warrant,  which 


conveyed  nothing  to  anyone's  mind,  but 
to  give  them  an  idea  as  a  statesman,  if 
he  had  any  notion  of  what  the  duties  of 
a  statesman  were,  of  the  offence  they 
were  prepared  to  charge  him  with  beforo 
Parliament  and  the  country.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  told  them  more 
than  once  that  these  arrests  were  not 
intended  to  put  down  the  Land  Lea^e ; 
and  only  the  other  day  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  repeated  that  statement.  The 
Prime  l^nister  had  said  there  was  no 
intention  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  put  down  the  Land  League,  or  to  put 
down  popular  agitation ;  and  he  added 
that  neither  priest  nor  layman  had  been 
arrested  by  the  Government  because  he 
was  a  member  of  the  Land  League,  or 
because  he  was  a  supporter  of  the  Land 
League,  or  because  he  had  taken  part 
in  any  popular  agitation,  even  though 
that  agitation  might,  sometimes,  have 
gone  beyond  the  bounds  of  that  which 
the  Government  considered  reasonable 
and  consistent  with  public  safety.  Well, 
they  had  this  distinct  declaration,  that 
for  no  speeches  made  on  behalf  of  the 
Land  League,  and  for  no  support  given 
to  it,  but  for  something  different  and 
much  more  grave,  this  Bom  an  Catholic 
clergyman  had  been  arrested  and  con* 
signed  to  imprisonment.  See  the  im- 
mense importance  of  this*.  Was  this 
clergyman  charged  with  a  crime  ?  Were 
they  to  understand  that  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  believed  they  could  make  some 
charge  against  him  so  serious  as  to 
amount  to  actual  criminality,  and  yet, 
having  the  knowledge  they  beliered 
themselves  to  possess,  the  public  were 
to  learn  actually  nothinjg  of  the  grounds 
of  the  arrest  ?  Did  any  hon.  Member 
of  the  House  really  believe  that  the 
Irish  public  would  for  a  moment  think 
that  the  Rev.  Mr.  Sheehy  was  guilty  of 
anything  like  an  offence  ?  He  had  not 
the  pleasure  of  knowing  Mr.  Sheehy, 
but  he  know  many  who  were  well 
acquainted  with  him,  and  he  knew  how 
high  his  character  stood.  No  priest 
stood  on  better  terms  or  higher  with  his 
people,  and  no  accusation  that  the  Go- 
vernment could  make  would,  for  a  single 
moment,  prevail  against  him.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  had  noticed 
the  significant  fact  that  immediately  on 
the  arrest  of  Mr.  Sheehy  his  place  in 
the  local  division  of  the  Land  League 
was  taken  by  another  Bomaa  CathoiJQ 
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clergryman.  He  (Mr.  Justin  M'Cartby) 
wondered  whether  that  fact  conveyed  to 
the  mind  of  the  ri(;ht  hon.  Gentleman 
any  idea  of  the  difficulties  of  the  situa- 
tion he  was  creating  for  himself.  He 
wondered  whether  he  was  prepared  to 
go  on  arresting  clergyman  after  clergy- 
man. For  he  could  assure  him — or  he 
would  if  he  were  listening — that  nothing 
was  more  certain  than  that  the  Irish 
clergymen  would  stand  together,  man  to 
man;  that  they  would  be  deterred  by 
no  menaces ;  that  they  would  be  stayed 
by  no  punishment  the  Government  could 
inflict;  that  they  would  hold  by  their 
order,  by  their  country,  by  their  people, 
and  their  principles;  that  such  arrests 
as  that  of  Mr.  Sheehy  would  make  them 
more  firmly  resolved  to  stand  by  the 
people  than  they  were  before ;  and  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  raised  up 
an  enemy  of  whose  strength  and  endur- 
ing power  and  patriotic  resolve  to  resist 
arbitrary  rule  he  had  no  idea  whatever. 
That  was  another  of  their  charges  against 
the  Government.  Then,  he  charged 
against  the  Government  the  issue  of 
that  most  extraordinary,  that  most  un- 

taralleled  secret  Circular  of  which  they 
ad  heard  for  the  first  time  within  the 
past  few  days.  During  the  whole  course 
of  his  experience  he  had  never  known, 
be  had  never  heard,  of  any  such  Cir- 
cular being  issued  by  an  English  Go- 
Tornment.  To-night,  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  on  the  spur  of  the 
moment,  as  soon  as  the  Questions  on  the 
Paper  were  over,  offered  to  answer  a 
Question  on  the  subject,  he  was  fully 
tinder  the  impression  that  the  docu- 
ment was  a  fabrication — he  was  con- 
eonvinced  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  anxious  to  rise,  in  order, 
triumphantly,  to  announce  that  the  Go- 
vernment knew  nothing  whatever  about 
the  Circular.  How  great,  then,  was  his 
surprise  when  he  heard  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, in  his  place,  admit  his  knowledge 
of  the  document,  and  declare  that  he 
had  authorized  its  publication.  What 
was  thift  secret  Circular  which  had  been 
distributed  for  the  guidance  of  the  Irish 
police  ?    It  said — 

^  This  docnxnent  is  not  to  leave  the  hands  of 
th«  Coanty  Inipecton  to  whom  it  it  addressed, 
and  must  ba  kept  under  lock  and  key.  Any 
ordora  given  to  inture  the  inatniotiona  in  it  being 
caniad  out  moat  be  oominanicatod  verbally  '*^ 

He    supposed   the   word   meant   was 


*'  orally,"  the  Chief  Secretary  appearing 

to  be  under  the  impression  that  things 

were    not    written  as  well   as  spoken 

*'  verbally."— 

**  when  practicable,  to  sub-inspectors,  head,  and 
other  constables,  as  emanating  from  the  County 
Inspectors  themselves." 

That  was  to  say,  the  Chief  Secretary  de- 
liberately authorized  the  issue  of  in- 
structions which  amounted  to  nothing 
less  than  the  conveying  of  false  state- 
ments to  their  officials.  He  would  not 
read  the  whole  of  the  Circular  now.  No 
doubt,  there  would  be  abundant  oppor- 
tunity at  the  next  Sitting  of  the  House 
to  comment  upon  it ;  but  those  who  read 
it  through  would  see  that  it  was  a  most 
direct  incitement  to  the  police  to  become 
**  reasonably  suspicious."  It  expressed 
wonder  and  anger  that  the  police  had 
not  suspected  a  great  many  more  people ; 
it  showed  the  Inspector  General  at  a  loss 
to  understand  how  the  police  officers 
could  declare  that  they  had  no  **  reason- 
able suspicion  "  of  all  their  neijjhbours  ; 
and  then  it  appealed  to  these  officials,  at 
the  end,  in  words  that  sounded  more 
like  those  of  a  military  proclamation 
than  of  an  address  to  a  civil  force,  to 
wipe  out  the  disgrace  upon  their  effi- 
ciency owing  to  their  lack  of  suspicion, 
and  to  be  energetically  '*  up  and  doing,*' 
striving  to  redeem  their  honour  by  the 
arrest  of  as  many  persons  as  possible. 
They  were  reproached  and  denounced 
for  not  having  suspected  more  liberally 
the  people  amongst  whom  they  lived. 
One  was  reminded,  in  this  matter,  of 
the  lines  of  the  Elizabethan  poet — 

^-^**  Have  you  eyes. 
And  can  you  not  suspect  ?    Peer  closely  in — 
There's  not  a  neighbour,  be  he  ne'er  so  good. 
But  cunning  looks  shiiU  spy  some  speck  or  sUin 
To  justify  accusers.'* 

These  were  the  last  words  of  the  Cir- 
cular— 

"  The  Inspector  General  can  only  express  an 
earnest  hope  that  the  energies  of  both  offioen 
and  men  will  bo  used  to  wipe  out  what  must 
necossirily  appear  to  those  unacquainted  with 
the  dilKoultics  they  have  to  contend  with  to  be  a 
reproach  to  their  efficiency  as  preservers  of  the 
poaco  and  detectors  of  crime." 

Now,  there  were  only  two  explanations 
of  that  Circular — cither  the  one  that  was 
obvious  on  the  face  of  it,  that  the  police 
were  to  bo  goaded  on,  bullied  on,  to  new 
suspicions  and  now  arrests  ;  or  that  the 
Government  had  reason  to  believe  that 
the  police,  so  long  loyal  to  the  rule  of 
the  Crown,  could  no  longer  bo  relied  on 
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wlien  it  became  a  question  of  a  struggle 
between  tbe  landlord  class  and  the  pea- 
sant class,  from  wbom  the  constabu- 
lary had,  for  the  most  part,  sprung.  He 
wished  the  House  had  an  opportunity 
of  seeing  that  document  translated  into 
French.  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  was  a  great  proficient  in  the 
French  language ;  and  if  he  would  g^ve 
them  a  version  in  French,  he  doubted 
whether  the  consciences  of  the  most  docile 
supporters  of  the  Govemmenton  the* 
other  side  of  the  House  would  approve 
of  such  a  Circular  in  the  language  of 
the  Second  Empire  of  France.  He  wished 
they  had  heard  of  something  like  it 
from  Bussia.  With  what  virtuous  in- 
dignation they  would  all  have  stormed 
at  the  baseness  of  that  despotic  Power, 
which  stooped  to  paltry  tricks  of  this 
kind  to  make  its  heavy  hand  more 
heavily  felt  throughout  the  country ! 
That,  then,  was  another  of  the  charges 
they  wished  to  formulate  against  the 
Government.  But,  more  than  that, 
they  charged  against  the  Irish  Executive 
that  their  action — 

"  In  affording  the  use  of  the  armed  forces  of 
the  Crown  for  the  wholesale  execntion  of 
wanton  and  cruel  evictions  is  an  abuse  of  the 
exceptional  powers  conferred  by  Parliament, 
and  is  calculated  to  promote  disaffection  in 
Ireland." 

Events  within  the  last  few  days  bad 
shown  what  a  result  had  come  from 
the  recent  policy  of  the  Government — 
how  nearly,  indeed,  they  had  brought 
them  to  that  civil  war  which  the  Prime 
Minister  told  them,  some  time  ago,  they 
had  come  within  measurable  distance  of 
—how  an  agrarian  war,  in  which  class 
was  against  class,  had  been  forced  on 
the  country.  They  had,  lately,  had 
scenes  of  desperate  violence  in  Ireland ; 
and  it  was  remarkable  that  in  one  case 
the  blood  which,  otherwise,  would  most 
certainly  have  been  shed,  was  prevented 
from  being  shed  by  the  heroic  exertions 
of  two  or  three  members  of  that  order 
to  which  belonged  the  Kev.  Father 
Sheehy,  whom  the  Government  had  now 
committed  to  gaol.  He  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, when  he  came  to  make  his  defence, 
to  tell  them  what  he  had  got  by  his 
coercive  measures  in  Ireland.  He  could 
not  say  that  he  had  been  allowed  to 
impose  them  without  warning.  There 
was  not  an  Irish  Member — at  least,  on 
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that  side  of  the  House — who  spoke 
during  all  those  long  debates  on  the 
coercive  measures  who  did  not  tell  him 
that  the  inevitable  result  would  be  to 
increase  fourfold  the  crime  and  out- 
rage in  Ireland.  The  result  they  had 
foretold  was  now  manifest.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  away  many 
of  the  most  influential  leaders  of  the 
people  ;  he  had  forced  many  classes  into 
the  hands  of  conspiracy ;  he  had  given 
a  new  charter  and  lease  of  life  to  mid- 
night organization.  Speaking  with  a 
most  complete  sense  of  the  meaning  of 
the  words,  and  the  responsibility  attach- 
ing to  them,  he  could  not  help  saying 
that  no  greater  calamity  ever  happened, 
in  our  time  at  least,  them  the  fatal  re- 
solve of  the  Government  to  open  this 
Session  with  the  Coercion  Bill.  Then, 
indeed,  whatever  good  genius  the  Ad- 
ministration had  seemed  to  have  de- 
serted it.  He  used  plain  expressions, 
because  he  did  not  thmk  it  worth  while 
to  waste  the  time  that  would  be  needed 
for  the  purpose  of  qualifying  ^e  terms 
used  to  describe  the  poHoy  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  described  that  poli^  in 
the  language  it  deserved.  The  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  been  admonished  several  times 
in  the  House  that  they  ought  to  be 
courteous  and  civil  in  their  deeding  with 
the  Government.  The  Prime  l£nister 
himself  had  admonished  them  more  than 
once.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he 
might  be  allowed  to  say  so,  was  the  Sir 
Anthony  Absolute  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. In  a  tempest  and  torrent  of  in- 
vective he  reminded  them  of  the  neces- 
sity of  keeping  cool  and  oollected ;  in  a 
wild  burst  of  excitement  he  told  them 
they  must  keep  their  tempers;  and,  meta- 
phorically, flourishing  nis  staff  round 
their  heads,  he  vowed  that  nothing 
they  coidd  say  should  put  him  into 
a  passion.  He  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy) 
should  bear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
admonition  in  mind,  and  never  speak  of 
the  policy  of  the  Government  in  terms 
stronger  than  the  barest  and  baldest  de- 
scription. These,  then,  were  the  charges 
they  had  to  make  against  the  Government. 
He  had  stated  them  in  the  barest  form. 
They  would  be  enlarged  upon  to-morrow 
in  terms  more  effective  than  any  he  oould 
use,  and  he  hoped  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  g^ve  something  like  a  clear  and 
distinct  answer  to  each  of  the  charges. 
He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  really  luid  a  settled  policy 
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with  regrard  to  Ireland ;  whether  he  knew 
where  he  was  going ;  whether  he  knew 
where  he  was  drifting,  yielding  more  and 
more  to  the  suggestions  of  the  officials  of 
Dublin  Castle ;  and  whether  he  had  ever 
asked  himself  what  was  to  be  the  end  of 
the  stranc^  and  hateful  policy  into  which 
he  had  launched?  If  he  were  here, 
he  would  have  asked  him  to  tell  them 
candidly  one  things  more.  They  had 
heard  many  times  bom  those  who  knew 
the  officials  in  Dublin  Castle  that  an 
opinion  had  longprevailed,  amongst  some 
of  them  at  least,  that  there  was  a  cer- 
tainty, sooner  or  later,  of  an  armed  in- 
surrection in  Ireland.  What  he  wanted 
to  know  was  this.  He  did  not  accuse  the 
Chief  Secretary  of  any  suggestion  of  the 
kind,  he  did  not  beHeve  the  right  hon. 
OenUeman  the  Prime  Minister  would 
harbour  the  thought  for  one  moment; 
but  would  he  tell  them  whether  in  the 
minds  of  some  of  the  officials  of  Dublin 
Castle  there  did  not  lurk  the  idea  that 
it  would  be  a  better  thing  for  all  pur- 
poses and  for  all  people  to  force  on 
this  crisis,  so  as  to  have  the  means  of 
crushing  it  down  with  arms  ?  He  should 
urffe  an  answer  to  this  question.  He 
did  not  believe  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
had  any  such  idea,  nor  that  the  Prime 
Minister  harboured  it;  but  he  wanted 
to  have  the  question  answered — whether 
there  was  not  evidence  which  made  it 
seem  that  such  an  idea  did  linger  in  the 
minds  of  some  of  the  officials  of  Dublin 
Castle,  and  that  the  policy  they  now  saw 
put  in  force  was  the  result  of  an  attempt 
to  bring  this  crisb  to  a  head,  in  order 
that  force  might  be  used  to  crush  out 
•veiy  e£Port  and  movement  on  behalf  of 
a  distracted  people  ?  He  should  press 
for  an  answer  to  that  question ;  and, 
nerhaps,  some  Colleague  of  the  nowslum- 
DeringChief  Secretary  would  inform  him, 
to-morrow,  that  the  suggestion  had  been 
made,  and  that  a  direct  reply  was  earn- 
estly desired.  At  this  hour  of  the  morn- 
ing he  should  not  detain  the  House  any 
longer.  It  had  been  with  the  greatest 
tm willingness  that  he  had  detained  them 
tills  length  of  time ;  and  he  would  now 
merely  say  that  this  was  the  case  which 
he  had  stated,  and  which  his  Friends 
would  support  to-morrow.  He  would 
oondode  with  one  parting  piece  of  ad- 
vice to  the  Covemment — though  he  did 
not  think  they  would  take  mucn  heed  of 
it,  as  coming  from  his  sido  of  the  House 
Md  from  one  of  his  political  creed.     His 
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advice  was  this — they  were  distinctly 
drifting  more  and  more  to  wreck  of  some 
kind ;  and  the  sooner  they  made  up  their 
minds  to  throw  their  Jonah  overboard 
the  better. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  action 
of  the  Irish  Executive  in  arbitrarily  arresting 
a  Member  of  the  House  without  reasonable 
gound ;  in  proclaiming  a  state  of  siege  in  Dub- 
lin ;  in  imprisoning  the  Rev.  Mr.  8heehy  and 
many  other  men  of  high  character  and  good 
conduct ;  and  in  affording  the  use  of  the  armed 
forces  of  the  Grown  for  the  wholesale  execution 
of  wanton  and  cruel  evictions  is  an  abuse  of  the 
exceptional  powers  conferred  by  Parliament; 
and  IS  calculated  to  promote  disaffection  in  Ire- 
land."—(ifr.  Juatin  McCarthy.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr.  O'Donnell) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow^  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 

BOAHD   SCHOOLS  (SOOTLAKD)   TBAOHBfiS 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Hbkbbrt  Maxwell,  Bill 
to  confer  upon  Teachers  of  Board  Schools  in 
Scotland  the  right  of  appeal  from  the  decisions 
of  School  Boimls  in  cases  of  removal  from 
office,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Hbbbbbt 
Maxwbll  and  Mr.  Orb  Ewino. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  not  being  present, 

House  adjourned  at  Four  o*olook 

in  the  morning. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Tueeday,  24M  May,  1881. 
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TURKEY  AND  GREECE— THE  CONVEN- 
TION.-QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  EOSEBERY  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  a  Qiiestion,  of  which 
I  have  given  him  private  Notice — 
namely,  Whether  the  rumour  that  there 
has  been  a  delay  in  the  signing  of  the 
Convention  between  Greece  and  Turkey 
has  any  foundation  ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  in 
answer  to  the  Question  put  by  the  noble 
Earl,  I  have  to  state  that  there  was  a 
little  delay  owing  to  a  point  of  form ; 
but  I  understand  that  the  Convention 
has  been  signed  this  afternoon. 

CHARITABLE  TRUSTS  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— (No.  69.) 
{Th$  Lord  Chancilior.) 

COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Clause  1  (Short  title)  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Provision  for  transfer  of 
property  to  official  trustees). 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  moved 
as  an  Amendment,  in  page  1,  line  13, 
after  (•*  charity,")  to  add— 

("  Of  which  tbo  tmstees  or  other  persons  in 
whom  such  real  or  personal  estate  is  vested  are 
not  incorporated.") 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  inserted 
accordingly. 

Earl  CAIRNS,  in  rising  to  move  the 
omission  of  the  clause  as  amended,  said, 
he  was  quite  aware  that  the  Government 
had  inserted  this  power  at  the  request 
of  the  Charity  Commissioners,  who,  in 
their  Beport,  had  signified  a  desire  to 
possess  it;  but  he  (Earl  Cairns)  con- 
tended that  the  granting  of  it  would  be 
attended  with  so  much  inconvenience 
that  their  Lordships  ought  not  to  comply 
with  the  request,  seeing  that  there  could 
be  no  doubt  it  was  a  power  the  Charity 
Commissioners  meant  to  exercise  all 
round.  As  he  understood  it,  there  were 
two  reasons  put  forward  as  to  why  the 
Government  asked  for  this  power.  In  the 
first  place,  because  it  was  thought  that 
ehaiity  property  would  be  much  more 
safe  in  the  hands  of  the  Charity  Com- 
mission than  in  those  of  the  various 
trustees  scattered  up  and  down  all  over 
the  country.    In  regard  to  landed  pro- 


perty, that  was  not  tbe  case— for  the 
trustees  could  not  make  away  with  it- 
it  was  perfectly  safe  where  it  was ;  and 
with  regard  to  personal  property,  he 
wanted  to  know  if  there  had  been  any 
loss  owing  to  the  action  of  the  present 
trustees?  The  Charity  Commissioners 
did  not  give  any  case ;  and  he  thought 
it  was  too  much  to  say  that  there  waa 
any  real  danger  in  leaving  it  where  it 
was.  Then,  again,  it  was  urged,  in  the 
second  place,  that  the  large  expenditure 
now  incurred  under  a  change  of  trustees 
would  be  lessened  ;  but  if  a  Bill,  which 
had  already  passed  their  Ijordships* 
House  became  law,  the  cost  of  transfer- 
ring trust-property  would  be  made  an 
insignificant  matter,  as  it  would  be  di- 
minished by  three- fourths.  He  was, 
moreover,  not  at  all  sure  whether  it 
would  not,  on  the  whole,  be  better  to 
adopt  the  Scotch  system  of  making  a 
simple  minute  of  appointment  of  new 
trustees  in  their  Minute  Book  vaKd  for 
the  passing  to  and  investment  in  them 
of  all  the  property  in  the  possession  of 
the  old  trustees.  He  thought  the  clause, 
as  it  stood,  was  something  in  the  nature 
of  a  rebuff  to  all  charity  trustees  through- 
out the  Kingdom;  and  it  would  also 
have  the  eflPect  of  retarding  charitable 
bequests,  since  it  would  encourage  the 
apprehensions  which  were  always  felt, 
not  only  by  the  trustees  of  charities,  bat 
by  many  who  gave  charitable  bequests, 
that  there  existed  a  design  on  the  part 
of  the  State  at  some  time  to  get  charity 
property  under  its  control  for  the  ptir- 
pose  of  taxation  or  manipulation  of  some 
kind  ;  and  nothing  would  tend  to  excite 
that  feeling  more  vividly  than  the  cen- 
tralization of  the  property  in  the  name 
of  one  of  the  officers  of  a  Public  Depart- 
ment in  London.  Another  point  in  fa- 
vour of  the  change  was  the  question  ox 
expense,  owing  to  the  change  of  trustee?. 
But,  he  asked,  would  the  expense  and 
trouble  not  be  much  greater  than  any- 
thing which  would  ariso  from  change  of 
trustees?  The  consequence  of  vesting 
estates  in  an  official  trustee  would  oe 
that  every  lease  of  propertvin  the  coun- 
try, and  every  document  of  letting,  niust 
be  sent  up  to  London  to  be  executed  by 
the  official  trustee. 

TheLORD  chancellor  dissented 
from  the  statement. 

Eaul  cairns  believed  his  view  trW 
correct ;  and  would  also  point  out  that 
in  the  case  of  funded  property,  the  oil* 
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oial  trustee  would  receive  the  diyidends ; 
and  there  must  either  be  a  power  of  at- 
torney from  him  to  the  acting  trustees 
to  receive  the  money,  or  else,  when  the 
official  trustee  had  received  the  money, 
he  must  in  some  way  or  other  remit  it  to 
the  actual  trustees.  It  was  absolutely 
certain  that  this  operation  must  occasion 
a  great  deal  of  expense,  annoyance,  and 
personal  trouble,  and  no  more  violent 
shock  could  be  given  to  that  very  nume- 
rous and  competent  bodv  of  gentlemen 
who  acted  as  trustees  oi  charities  than 
to  suddenly,  by  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
strip  them  of  the  legal  holding  of  all  the 
real  and  personal  property  which  they 
had  hitherto  held,  and  which  they  had 
hitherto  administered  to  the  general 
satisfaction  of  the  public.  He  there- 
fore hoped  their  Lordships  would  agree 
that  it  was  desirable  to  leave  the  pro- 
perty as  it  stood  at  present,  and  he  would 
ask  them  not  to  pass  the  clause,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  a  needless  interfer- 
ence with  charity  trusts,  with  no  corre- 
sponding advantages. 

Movtd^  ''To  leave  out  the  Clause  as 
amended." — {The  Earl  Cairns.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (Earl  Cairns) 
had  spoken  in  forgetfulness  that  incorpo- 
rated charities  were  now  exempted  from 
the  operation  of  the  clause ;  and  he  had 
also  proceeded  upon  the  assumption  that 
because  this  power  was  given  to  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  they  would  im- 
mediately proceed  to  put  it  in  operation 
with  regard  to  all  the  charity  estates  in 
the  Kingdom.  Practically,  however, 
their  Lordships  knew  that  general 
powers  of  this  sort  were  not  so  exer- 
cised ;  and  it  would  only  be  when  par- 
ticular circumstances  brought  particular 
estates  and  funds  to  the  knowledge  of 
the  Commissioners  that  thoy  would  exer- 
cise their  judgment  as  to  whether  it  was 
expedient  to  take  advantage  of  this 
power.  He  entirely  demuned  to  the 
proposition  that  the  object  of  the  clause 
was  to  vest  in  the  Charity  Commissioners, 
through  the  official  trusteen,  ipso  facto,  all 
the  estates  and  funds  of  all  the  charities 
in  tlie  country.  Its  object  was  the  re- 
moval of  restrictions  in  the  way  of  doing 
that  which,  in  certain  circum&tanccs,  was 
done  already.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  asked  what  was  the  neces- 
flitj  for  the  clause,  and  had  said  that  uo 
loM  had  been  shown  under  the  present 
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system.  Did  not  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  know  that  the  records  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery  were  full  of  cases  of 
applications  to  the  Court,  and  litigation 
arising  out  of,  he  would  not  say  the 
fraud,  but  the  misappropriation  of  the 
capital  of  trust  funds  by  trustees  of 
cheuities  —  misappropriations  due,  in 
most  cases,  to  misconceptions  of  their 
duty?  Beyond  all  question,  if  these 
funds  were  vested  in  an  official  trustee, 
that  practice  would  be  eflTectually  stopped . 
He  referred  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  to  the  12th  section  of  the  Act 
32  &  33  Vict,  c.  110,  as  showing  that 
the  vesting  of  the  dry  legal  estate  in 
the  official  trustees  did  not  deprive  the 
trustees  of  the  charity  of  the  power  of 
making  leases  and  other  agreements. 
There  would  be  no  difficulty  in  having 
dividends  paid  to  the  trustees  of  the 
charity ;  and  he  denied  that  there  was 
anything  in  the  arguments  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  founded  on  expense 
and  sentiment.  It  appeared  to  him, 
that  transferring  the  legal  estate  in 
charity  funds  and  lands  to  a  centred 
authority,  instead  of  increasing,  would 
very  much  lessen  the  expenses,  except 
when  the  trustees  were  incorporated. 
The  real  power  would  still  remain  with 
the  trustees.  He  could  not  see  any  argu- 
ment against  the  clause  in  the  fact  that 
it  had  been  recommended  by  the  Charity 
Commissioners,  a  public  Body  who  had 
the  interests  of  the  charities  at  heart. 
All  that  was  proposed  to  be  done  was 
to  render  more  available  for  the  security 
of  charity  property,  and  for  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  cost  of  managing  it,  ma- 
chinery devised  for  the  very  purpose 
and  already  in  extensive  operation. 

Lord  CLINTON  said,  that,  as  one 
who  had  been  a  Charity  Commissioner, 
ho  heartily  supported  the  clause.  The 
sole  desire  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners in  promoting  it  was  to  prevent 
abuses  and  the  waste  of  charity  property. 
In  reality,  no  new  power  was  conferred 
by  the  clause,  the  object  of  which  was 
to  remove  cortfiin  restrictions  in  the 
exercise  of  powers  already  conferred 
upon  the  Commissioners.  £10,000,000 
were  already  vested  in  the  official  trus- 
tees, and  the  system  was  found  to  work 
beneiicially,  and  interfered  in  no  respect 
with  the  administration  of  the  income 
by  trustees  of  charities.  As  a  proof  of 
the  necessity  that  existed  for  such  a  pro- 
vision, he  would  refer  their  IjonlsLips 
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to  the  numerous  cases  in  which  loss  had 
occurred  in  consequence  of  the  misap- 
propriation by  trustees  of  the  funds  of 
charities  under  their  control ;  and  he 
earnestly  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
take  that  opportunity  of  preventing  a 
recurrence  of  those  abuses  which  in  the 
past  had  constituted  a  sad  chapter  in  the 
history  of  the  charitable  institutions  of 
the  country. 

Earl  CAIENS  said,  that  if  there 
existed  the  danger  which  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (the  Lord  Chancellor), 
and  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Clinton), 
had  pointed  to,  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
the  Charity  Commissioners  to  make  the 
clause  one  of  universal  application,  and 
they  would  be  bound  in  every  case  to 
transfer  the  property  to  the  official 
trustee,  lest  by  any  chance  there  might 
be  misappropriation.  Incorporated 
bodies  were  to  be  exempted  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend's  Amend- 
ment ;  but  why  ?  Might  not  misappro- 
priation be  made  by  one  of  those  Cor- 
porations, or  by  their  officer  ?  At  that 
moment  there  were  a  great  many  charity 
properties  vested  in  the  official  trustees 
by  desire  of  the  trustees  of  the  charities. 
He  had  no  objection  where  charity  pro- 
perties were  so  invested  at  the  desire  of 
the  trustees  of  the  charity,  or  by  order 
of  a  Court  of  Equity ;  but,  without 
Bome  further  reason,  he  was  unable  to 
see  why  Parliament,  by  a  universal 
clause  like  this,  should  take  property 
from  a  great  number  of  persons  who 
did  not  wish  to  part  with  it,  and  to 
place  it  in  the  hands  of  officials.  He 
conceived  that  in  doing  so  Parliament 
would  be  acting  in  a  manner  of  extreme 
violence  to  the  trustees  of  the  country, 
who  had  not  asked  for  the  intervention 
of  official  trustees. 

Lord  ABERDABE,  in  supporting 
the  clause,  said,  that,  so  far  as  could 
be  ascertained,  the  amount  of  trust 
money  in  charitable  funds  was  about 
£17,000,000,  of  which  £10,000,000  was 
in  the  hands  of  the  Commissioners. 
He  would  ask  their  Lordships  to  con- 
Bider  whether  the  funds  in  the  hands 
of  the  Commissioners  were  not  in  the 
highest  degree  ccurefully  and  conscien- 
tiously managed,  while  the  funds  that 
required  to.  be  looked  after  most 
zealously  were  those  which  the  Com- 
missioners had  been  unable  to  reach — 
namely,  those  in  the  heads  of  corporate 
bodies. 


XAeZord  Chancelhr 


The  Marquess  of  S  ALISBITET  wid, 
with  reference  to  the  remarks  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Aberdare) 
they  applied  entirely  to  personalty ;  but 
the  realty  would  equally,  under  the 
clause,  be  swept  into  the  net  of  the 
official  trustees.  It  was  the  experience 
of  many  of  their  Lordships  that  do 
clause  of  the  Bill  excited  so  much  aver> 
sion  among  the  trustees  of  charitiee 
throughout  the  country  as  that  which 
was  before  the  House.  {^Minuterisl 
cheers.']  He  could  understand  those 
cheers.  They  meant,  no  doubt,  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (the  Lord  Chancellor), 
by  the  clause,  to  frustrate  any  guilty 
intention  on  the  part  of  trustees ;  but 
it  was  precisely  those  trustees  who  had 
taken  the  greatest  interest  in  their 
charities  who  considered  the  proposed 
clause  would  be  specially  prejudicial  and 
most  obnoxious.  He  thought  it  very 
undesirable  to  drive  away  from  the 
management  of  charitable  trusts  the 
men  whose  co-operation  was  most 
valuable,  as  the  clause  most  assuredly 
would  do. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  the 
reason  of  their  aversion  was  that  the 
clause  had  been  totally  misunderstood, 
it  having  been  thought  that  it  was  in- 
tended to  take  the  whole  management 
of  trust  property  out  of  the  hands  of 
trustees,  which  was  an  entire  mistake. 

On  question,  "  That  the  Clause,  aa 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill?" 

Their  Lordships  divided  : — Contenti 
75;  Not-Coutents  106  :  Majority  31. 
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Retohed  in  the  negative. 

Clause  3   (Extension  of   jurisdiction 
under  23  &  24  Vict.,  c.  136,  e.  2). 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY,  in 
rising  to  move,  as  an  Amendment,  in 
page  1,  line  20,  to  insert  after  "Act," 
the  words  **  other  than  orders  for  the 
establishment  of  a  scheme  for  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  charity/'  said,  the 
meaning  of  his  proposed  Amendment 
was  veiled  in  technical  language  ;  but  it 
was  this.  At  present,  under  the  exist- 
ing law,  the  Charity  Commissioners 
had  the  power  of  framing  schemes  for 
charities  with  incomes  under  £50  per 
annum,  and  might  do  so  without  the 
concurrence  of  the  trustees.  That  ex- 
ceptional power  was  conferred  upon  the 
Charity  Commissioners  by  Parliament, 
in  reference,  in  the  first  place,  to  charities 
with  incomes  under  £30  per  annum,  an 
amount  that  was  afterwards  raised  to 
£oO ;  because  it  was  thought  that  these 
charities  were  too  small  to  attract  suf- 
ficiently the  attention  of  their  trustees 
in  country  dibtricts,  and  that  such 
charities  were  exceptional  in  this— 
that  they  were  open  not  so  much  to 
malversation  and  abuse  as  to  neglect, 
and  because  they  wore  mostly  estab- 
lished for  purposes  the  utility  of  which 
had  disappeared.  It  was  now  proposed 
by  the  clause  under  consideration,  as  it 
stood  at  present,  to  extend  the  power  of 
making  new  schemes,  now  limited  to 
the  case  of  small  charities  vested  in  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  to  the  case  of 
all  charities  throughout  the  country, 
without  any  regard  to  the  amount  of 
the  charity  funds,  or  whether  the  trustees 
were  consenting  parties  to  the  propo«e<l 

2  Q  2 


1191        Charitahh  IH$U  AeU         (LOBDS) 


AmmdmmU  Bill, 


119S 


change  or  not.    The  ''  making  of  new 
sohemes"     was    the    largest    possible 
phrase  that   could   be   applied  to  the 
manipulation  of  charities.     The  power 
whien  it  was  now  proposed  to  confer 
upon  the  Charity  Oommissioners  to  make 
new  schemes  would  place  them,  as  re- 
garded all  charities,   in  precisely  the 
position     occupied    by    the      original 
founders,    whose    wills   and   deeds    of 
gift  they  would  be  able  to  re-write. 
They  would  be  able  to  divert  the  funds 
of  the  charities,  not  only  from  the  im- 
mediate objects  which  it  was  the  desire 
of  the  founders  to  cany  out,   but  to 
apply  them  to  objects  of  a  totally  dif- 
ferent character.     It  was  perfectly  true 
that,   through  the  lapse  of  time,   the 
object  which  a  founder  might  originally 
have  had  in  view  might  become  obsolete, 
and  that  a  change  in  the  direction  in 
which  the  fund  should  be  applied  might 
become  necessary.    But  sufficient  pro- 
vision in  that  respect  was  already  made 
by  the  existing  law.    As  the  law  now 
stood,  the  necessary  change  could  be 
brought  about  by  a  majority  of  the 
trustees    making    application    to    the 
Oharity  Oommissioners  to  draw  up  a 
new  scheme.      The   present  clause,  if 
agreed  to  without  Amendment,  would 
practically  put  aside  the  trustees  alto- 
gether, and  would  hand  over  the  whole 
control  of  the  charitable  fimds  of  the 
country  to  the  Charity  Oommissioners. 
His  Amendment  did    not    propose  to 
maintain  unalterably  the  application  of 
the  funds  of  either  the  old  or  the  new 
charities    of  the    country:    while    the 
clause,  as  it  stood,  proposed  to  set  aside 
the  trustees  altogether,  and  to  put  the 
Oharity  Oommissioners  in  their  place. 
In  fact,  it  was  an  attempt  to  set  up  a 
gigantic  scheme  of  centralization.  Now, 
almough  he  had  confidence  in  the  pre- 
sent Charity  Oommissioners,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  place  unbounded  confidence 
in  all    those  who    came    after   them. 
While  he  did  not  for  a  moment  doubt 
the  hona  fides  of  those  who  had  made 
this  proposal,  he  desired  to  point  out 
that  the  Charity  Oommissioners  were 
appointed  by  the   Government  of  the 
day,  that  their  composition  varied  from 
time  to  time,  and  as  they  might  be  se- 
lected to   carry  out  the  ideas  of  the 
Government,  it  would  be  inipossible  to 
forecast  what  policy  would  direct  them 
in  framing  new  schemes  for    all   the 
charities  of  the  Kingdom^  which,  in  the 

The  Marjuess  of  SalMur^ 


end,  might  lead  to  ffreat  abuses.  He, 
therefore,  moved  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Moved,  In  page  1,  line  20,  after 
("Act"),  to  insert  ('*  other  than  orders 
for  the  establishment  of  a  scheme  for 
the  administration  of  the  charity.") — 
{The  Marquess  of  Salisbury.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR,  in  op- 
posing  the  Amendment,  said,  that  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) was  fully  justified  m  expressing 
confidence,  not  only  in  the  present  Obantj 
Commissioners,  but  in  those  who  had 
preceded  them;  for  they  had  hitherto 
discharged  their  duties  in  a  manner  that 
entitled  them  to  general  confidence.  He 
(the  Lord  Chancellor)  would  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  since  they  had  been 
established  the  Charity  Commissioners 
had  before  them  7,1 00  appealable  cases. 
Out  of  that  large  numoer,  there  had 
been  only  six  appeals,  and  only  two  of 
their  orders  had  oeen  discharged  on  ap- 
peal. With  such  an  example  of  what 
these  Oommissioners  had  acne  in  the 
past,  he  thought  it  was  unfair  to  sup- 
pose that  they  would  act  difiTerently  in 
the  future.     Upon   grounds   of  public 

Eolicy  he  protested  against   the  view 
eing  put  forward  in  either  House  of 
Parliament  that  a  Body  of  this  character 
was  to  be  distrusted,  merely  because 
some  of  its  members  were,  from  time  to 
time,  appointed  by  the  Government  of 
the  day.     If  that  argument  were  once 
seriously  entertained,    it   was    difficult 
to  see  where  its  application  would  end, 
as    it    might  be  used    against  giving 
power  to  a  Court  or  to  a  Judg^,  and 
many  other  great  officials  of  State.   The 
efiPect  of  the  Amendment  would  be  to 
give  a  veto  to  the  trustees  of   every 
charity    above  £50    a-year,    whatever 
scheme  of  administration  might  be  de- 
vised   by  the    Charity  Commissioners. 
Now,  it  was  not  when  the  trustees  were 
zealous  and  enlightened,  but  when  they 
were  the  reverse,  that  a  scheme  might 
be  most  wanted ;  and,  in  that  case,  the 
trustees  would  be  the  last  persons  to 
apply  for  it.      The  clause,  if  adopted, 
would  not,  as  was  supposed,  give  Uie 
Oharity  Commissioners  power  to  recon- 
struct charities.    It  would  simply  enable 
them,  upon  the  motion  of  the  Attorney 
General,  or  of  two  persons  interested  in 
the  charity,  to  settle  a  scheme  which  any 
persons  who  were  dissatisfied  with  it, 
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and  especially  the  truetees,  might  make 
the  subject  of  appeal  to  the  Ohancery 
Division.  The  want  of  the  proposed 
power  was  constantly  a  source  of  em- 
barrassment, obliging  the  Commis- 
sioners to  do  their  work  by  halves. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  he  did  not  deny 
that  the  Charity  Commissioners  had 
done  very  good  service  in  past  times  and 
in  relation  to  many  things ;  but  it  did 
not,  therefore,  follow  that  they  would 
act  with  equal  efficiency  if  a  totally  dif- 
ferent work  was  assigned  to  them,  as 
was  proposed  in  the  present  Bill ;  and 
he  therefore,  while  approving  generally 
the  clause,  thought  it  ought  not  to  be 
passed  unless  it  was  modified  in  the  form 
suggested  by  his  noble  Friend.  What 
the  present  clause  did  was  to  give  power 
to  any  two  discontented  parishioners  to 
appeal  to  the  Charity  Commissioners; 
and  he  doubted  whether  there  was  a 
parish  in  England  in  which  two  persons 
could  not  be  found  to  complain,  and  he 
thought  that  when  there  was  any  dis- 
pute it  ought  to  be  settled  face  to  face 
m  the  way  in  which  any  disputed  ques- 
tion could  best  be  settled — namely,  be- 
fore a  responsible  tribunal.  Nothing 
would  lead  to  more  heart-burning  and 
more  unpleasantness  to  those  who  had 
charge  of  the  duty  of  administering 
charities  than  that  statements  should  be 
made  behind  their  backs,  and  that  the 
Charity  Commissioners  should  proceed 
to  settle  a  scheme  which  would  change 
the  administration  without  both  sides 
being  openly  represented  in  Court. 

The  LOKD  CHANCELLOE  said,  he 
had  no  intention  of  proposing  that  the 
Charity  Commissioners  should  go  be- 
hind tlie  backs  of  trustees ;  but  that 
they  should  act  after  communication 
with  them,  and  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
provide  for  the  best  result  being  obtained 
at  the  smallest  cost.  In  the  case  of  com- 
plaint, the  Charity  Commissioners  would 
communicate  with  the  trustees,  who 
would  be  fully  heard.  If  the  two  por- 
ftons  were  merely  impertinent  intruders, 
their  complaints  would  not  be  taken 
any  notice  of.  The  objection  to  forcing 
all  cases  of  dispute  into  Court  was  the 
enormous  expense  involved.  What  was 
done  before  the  Commissioners,  in  their 
private  rt>()m,  was  done  at  vastly  less 
expense  than  in  open  Court,  and  in  the 
great  majority  of  cases  there  was  no 
appeal  £rom  the  decision  of  the  Commis- 
fumen. 


Lord  CLINTON  supported  the  clause. 

The  Bishop  of  CARLISLE  said,  it 
had  been  stated  that  under  the  clause 
the  Charity  Commissioners  could  re- 
write the  will  of  a  founder.  He  did  not 
for  a  moment  think  they  would  do  so ; 
but  he  desired  to  know  whether  such  a 
power  was  conferred  upon  them  ? 

Tub  lord  CHANCELLOR,  in  reply 
to  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  said,  that 
under  the  Bill  a  new  scheme  might  be 
settled  in  cases  contemplated  by]the  sec- 
tion under  consideration  by  the  trustees, 
or  by  the  Court  of  Chancery ;  but  it  was 
only  in  the  event  of  there  being  surplus 
funds  to  dispose  of  that  the  will  of  the 
founder  could  be  departed  from.  When 
there  were  no  such  surplus  funds,  the 
Commissioners  would  have  regard  to  the 
intentions  of  the  founder,  and  simply  put 
the  mode  of  executing  them  on  a  proper 
footing. 

Thb  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
said,  it  had  been  intimated  that  the 
question  raised  by  the  clause  was  not 
one  of  great  importance.  K  that  were 
so,  it  was  hardly  worth  while  to  alarm 
and  distress  all  the  trustees  of  charities 
in  the  country  by  this  provision.  But 
Parliament,  in  1860,  did  not  consider  it 
of  small  importance,  otherwise  they 
would  not  have  given  the  trustees  the 
power  which  they  did  at  that  time.  As 
the  law  stood*  the  trustees  were  able  to 
express  their  views ;  but  when  the  law 
was  altered  the  charities  would  be  en- 
tirely handed  over  to  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners. 

On  question?  Their  Lordships  di" 
vided: — Contents  96 ;  Not-Contents  65: 
Majority  41. 
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Resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbukt,  clause  farther  amended,  in 
page  1,  line  25,  by  leaving  out  firom 
(**  pounds  ")  to  end. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  BilL 

Clause  4  (Approval  of  schemes  made 
under  16  &  17  Vict.  c.  137,  ss.  64-60). 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY,  in 
rising  to  move,  as  an  Amendment,  in 
page   2,  line  27,  and   throughout  the 
clause,  to  substitute  *'  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,"  for  **  one  o(  Her 
Majesty's  Principal  Secretaries  of  State," 
said,  he  was  not  quite   clear  how  the 
clause  was  intended  to  work.    Befora 
proposed  alterations  were    laid  before 
Parliament  they  were  to  be  submitted  to 
the  Home  Secretary;  and  he  was  not 
aware  that  at  the  Home  Office  there  was 
any  machinery  corresponding  io  that  of 
the  Education  Department  for  inquirioK 
into  the  details  of  educational  schemes. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  Home 
Secretary  was  to  have  the  power  of  alter- 
ing or  modifying  any  scheme  before  it 
was  petitioned  against   that  was  Inow 
exercised  by  the  Education  Department. 
The  Home  Oflfice  did  not  seem  to  be  a 
very  suitable  Office  for  such  revision ;  it 
had  no  sub-departments  to  which  the 
work  could  be  referred.     The  practical 
result  would  be  that  the  work  of  the 
Charity    Commissioners  would  be  en- 
tirely unsupervized.  and  the  Home  Office 
would  practically  allow  them  to  do  pretty 
much  what  they  pleased.     This  method 
of  proceeding  by  schemes  required  to  be 
watched  with  much  jealousy,  or  it  would 
result  in  giving  a  Public  Department 
unchecked  power  to  make  Acts  of  P^ 
liament.     He  feared  the  effect  of  the 
proposed  change  would  be  to  dimini*^ 
the  checks  which  now  existed  upon  the 
acts  of  the  Commissioners,  and  that  there 
would  be  no  check  left  over  any  propo- 
sals,   except  the  power  of  moving  ^ 
Address  during  the  60  days  that  a  scheme 
was  before  Parliament.    Fop  the  several 
reasons  he  had  given,  he  would  stoto 
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the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Movedt  In  page  2,  line  27,  and  through- 
out, to  substitute  (''the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education")  for  (**  one  of 
Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretaries  of 
State  ''y—{Tke  Marquess  of  Salmbury.) 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  said,  that 
all  that  was  done  was  to  substitute  the 
Home  Secretary  for  the  discharge  of 
functions  which,  under  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act,  wore  assigned  to  the  Edu- 
cation Department,  in  respect  of  pro- 
posals which  were  not  educational  in 
their  character,  and  in  which,  there- 
fore, the  Education  Department  was  not 
concerned.  Already  the  Home  Office 
exercised,  as  to  Scotland,  not  merely  a 
concurrent,  but,  in  some  respects,  an 
overruling  supervision,  even  in  regard 
to  matters  that  were  educational ;  and 
in  many  local  matters  of  another  kind, 
euch  as  were  usually  made  the  subject 
of  Provisional  Orders,  it  had  machinery 
which  enabled  it  to  do  exactly  what 
was  done  by  the  Education  Department 
vith  regard  to  educational  charities.  The 
action  of  the  Home  Office  in  such 
matters  was  well  known  and  understood, 
and  it  would  be  less  anomalous  to  charge 
the  Home  Office  with  this  business  than 
to  devolve  on  the  Education  Department 
responsibility  for  charities  that  were  not 
educational. 

£abl  cairns  said,  that  the  majority 
of  the  schemes  in  question  were  con- 
nected with  education  ;  and,  as  far  as  he 
was  acquainted  with  the  Home  Office, 
he  could  not  help  thinking  it  was  un- 
fitted to  deal  with  them. 

£abl  SPENCER  said,  the  Education 
Office  might  feel  flattered  by  the  way  it 
had  been  referred  to,  and  the  confidence 
that  had  been  expressed  in  it;  but  he  did 
not  relish  the  suggestion  that  it  should 
deal  with  charities  not  connected  with 
education.  There  might,  perhaps,  be 
some  convenience  in  having  educational 
achemee  referred  to  the  Education  De- 
partment ;  but  there  many  other  charity 
schemes  in  no  way  connected  with  edu- 
cation, and  he  would  rather  not  have 
them  referred  to  the  Education  Depart- 
ment. While,  however,  he  objected  to 
the  clause  as  altered  by  the  proposed 
Amendment,  he  was  perfectly  willing  to 
consent  to  such  a  modification  of  it  as 
would  provide  that  if  tlie  Home  Office 
▼ifthad  to  divert  or  ohange  any  endow- 


ment, or  part  of  an  endowment,  to  edu- 
cational purposes,  the  scheme,  or  part 
of  a  scheme  relative  to  it,  might  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Education  Department ; 
but,  with  the  large  mass  of  business 
already  on  its  hands,  he  should  object 
to  what  was  not  germane  to  it  being 
thrown  upon  the  Department^ 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  could  not  agree  to  the  suggestion  of 
the  noble  Earl  the  President  of  the 
Council.  They  knew  something  of  the 
Education  Department,  which,  on  the 
whole,  had  given  satisfaction ;  but  the 
Home  Office,  so  far  as  it  had  meddled 
with  this  sort  of  business,  had  not  been 
so  successful. 

On  question,  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Words  suhstituied  accordingly. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Lorb  Ch  akcellob, 
the  following  Amendment  made : — 

In  page  2,  line  40,  after  ("either")  add 
('*on  such  (if  any)  of  the  grounds  of  appeal 
mentioned  in  that  Act  as  may  be  applicable  to 
the  case,  or.*') 

On  the  Motion  of  Lord  Clinton,  the 
insertion  of  the  following  Proviso  in 
page  2,  after  line  36,  was  agreed  to : — 

"  Provided  that  no  scheme  shall  be  approved 
or  certified  by  the  Board  under  this  clause  which 
deals  with  any  property  originally  given  to 
charitable  uses  less  than  fifty  years  before  the 
date  of  the  approval  or  certifying  of  the  scheme, 
except  upon  the  application  of  the  trustees  of 
the  charity,  or  a  majority  of  them,  made  in  th» 
manner  prescribed  by  section  four  of  the  Chari* 
table  Trusts  Act,  1860." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  5  (Act  of  Parliament  relating 
to  charity  to  be  alterable  as  provisions 
of  founder). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Chan- 
CELLOB,  the  following  Amendments 
made: — In  page  3,  line  9,  after  ("any  ") 
add  (•*  private  ") ;  line  14,  after  (*•  foun- 
der'') insert  (''in  the  case  of  a  charity 
having  a  founder  "). 

On  the  Motion  of  Earl  Caibks,  from 
the  word  **  Provided"  in  line  15,  to  the 
word  *'  Court"  in  line  20  was  struck  out 
of  the  clause. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  6  (Modification  in  certain  oases 
of  objects  of  charity)  agreed  to. 


1 1 99        Charitable  Trusts  Jets  [  LORDS ) 


Amendment  JBiU. 


1200 


Clanse  7  (Recovery  of  money  impro- 
perly expended  out  of  charity). 

Eakl  cairns,  in  moving  the  omis- 
sion of  the  clause,  said,  that  there  were 
not  sufficient  safeguards  for  the  protec- 
tion of  trustees  and  others.  It  provided 
for  the  recovery  of  money  improperly 
expended  out  of  charitable  funds;  but 
it  would  make  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners both  the  prosecutors  and  the 
judges. 

Moved,  *'  To  leave  out  the  Clause.'* — 
(The  Earl  Cairns,) 

Thb  lord  chancellor  said, 
that  the  power  proposed  to  be  given  by 
this  clause  would,  in  all  cases,  be  sub- 
ject to  an  appeal  to  the  Chancery  Divi- 
sion. Without  it,  there  would  be  no 
effectual  audit  of  the  accounts,  now  re- 
quired by  law  to  be  rendered  to  the 
Charity  Commissioners ;  and  it  would 
save  the  expense  of  litigation,  in  cases  of 
dear  and  undisputed  liability.  It  was 
only  in  cases  in  which  a  primd  facie 
case  had  been  made  out  that  the  Board 
might  make  an  order,  and  if  it  were 
found  that  there  was  any  real  ground 
for  contesting  the  matter  in  a  Court  of 
Law  no  order  could  be  made. 

The  Maequess  of  SALISBURY  sup- 
ported the  Amendment. 

On  Question,  resolved  in  the  affirma- 
tive. 

Clause  8  (Power  of  Court  to  remit  to 
Charity  Commissioners  to  firame  scheme) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Power  of  Board  to  apply  to 
Court  respecting  property  of  charity). 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  that  the  Charity 
Commissioners  had  not  got  a  staff  of 
solicitors  or  counsel ;  but  by  the  clause, 
for  the  first  time,  they  were  themselves 
to  appear  in  court.  He  wanted  to  know 
whether  the  Attorney  General  was  su- 
perseded ?  If  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners were  to  be  heard,  they  would 
have  to  employ  counsel,  and  then  would 
arise  the  question  of  costs,  as  to  which 
he  wished  to  have  some  information. 
On  the  whole,  he  regarded  the  clause 
as  unsafe,  and  he  therefore  moved  its 
omission. 

Moved,  **To  leave  out  the  Clause." — 
{The£arl  Cairns.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  there  were  similar  clauses  to  those 


which  followed  this  in  the  Bill  intio- 
duced  in  1878,  with  which  he  beUered 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  been 
satisfied ;  and  this  clause  was  wanted,  to 
enable  the  Commissioners  to  have  aocen 
to  the  Court  in  cases,  with  the  droom- 
stances  of  which  they  were  alretdy 
well  acquainted,  and  also  for  the  secim^ 
and  proper  management  of  charity  funds 
which  might  happen  to  be  in  Court  Ha 
thought  it  desirable  that  in  certain  casei 
the  Charity  Commissioners  should  hare 
power  to  apply  to  the  Court  for  direc- 
tions as  to  the  management  of  pro- 
perty. The  costs  would  be  paid  cot 
of  the  funds  only  when  the  Court  so 
ordered. 

Earl  CAIRNS  repeated  his  belief 
that,  as  costs  would  be  incurred  in  every 
case,  the  dif&oulty  he  anticipated  would 
be  certain  to  occur. 

On  question,  resolved  in  the  ajkwu* 
tive. 

Clauses  10  to  12,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, Clause  13  (Production  of  deeds), 
struck  out. 

Clauses  14  to  25,  inclusive,  agreed  te, 
with  Amendments. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Cess- 
OELLOR,  the  following  new  dause  added, 
to  follow  Clause  25  : — 

(Appointment  of  inspectors.) 

'*  It  Hhall  be  lawful  for  Her  Majesty,  hf 
warrant  under  Her  sign  manual,  to  appoint 
such  number  of  Assistant  Charity  Commii- 
sioners,  permanent  or  temporary,  as  Her  Majesty 
may  think  necessary  for  tne  purpose  of  enabling 
the  Board  to  perform  the  duties  for  the  time 
hein^  imposed  upon  them  under  any  Act  of 
Parliament. 

*'  The  Assistant  Ck>mmi88ioners  appoint«l 
under  this  Act  shall  perform  such  duties  as  may 
bo  assigned  to  them  by  the  Board  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Majest)'* 
Treasur>%  and  shall  be  possessed  of  the  siine 
powers,  authorities,  ana  jurisdiction,  and  be 
entitled  to  the  same  pririleges  as  the  inspectors 
appointed  under  the  Charitable  Trusts  Act, 
1853. 

"  There  shall  be  repealed  the  third  section  d 
the  Charitable  Trusts  Act,  1855,  and  so  much 
of  the  Charitable  Trusts  Act,  1853,  as  reUt« 
to  the  appointment  of  inspectors,  and  so  much 
of  section  three  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act, 
1874,  as  relates  to  the  appointment  of  Assistant 
Commissioners,  without  prejudice  nevertheless 
to  any  appointment  made  preTiooslT  to  the 
passing  of  this  Act,  in  pursuance  of  the  ensct- 
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Snt  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
I  personally  see  no  objection  to  the  hon. 
Member's  proposal ;  and  the  Foreign 
Office  are  in  communication  with  the 
Board  of  Trade  as  to  the  best  mode  of 
meeting  his  wishes. 


ments   so   repealed,   or   any  of    such   enact- 
ments." 

Bemaining  clause  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  printed^  as  amended.     (No. 
96.) 

House  adjoomed  at  a  quarter  before 

Nine  o'clock,  to  Friday  next, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 
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Hoose  of  Commons  (Accommodation)  [No. 
248]. 

Ptblic  Bills — Second  Reading — Local  Govern- 
ment Proviaional  Orders  (Birmingham,  Tame, 
and  Bea,  &c.)  •  [160] ;  Local  Government 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (BaUymena, 
«c)*[173];  Tramways  Orders  Confirma- 
tion (No.  1)  •  [167] ;  Tramways  Orders  Con- 
finnation  (No.  2)  •  [168] ;  Tramways  Orders 
Confirmation  (No.  3)*  [169]. 

Ctmrnittee — Local  Government  Provisional  Or- 
ders (Askem,  &c.)  *  [152],  di$chorged. 

Ihfon-QiLB  Provisional  Orders  •  [147]. 

ri/Arfroin^— Church  Patronage*  [30]. 

The  HouBe  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
Q  UE8TI0N8, 

TBADE  AND  C03fMEHCE— REPORTS  OF 

SECRETARIES  OF  LEGATION  AND 

CONSULS. 

Mr.  E.  H.  PAGET  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  will  he  good  enough  to 
isfiue  instructions  to  Her  Majesty^s  Se- 
cretaries of  Legation  and  Consuls  to 
prepare  their  Trade  Reports  on  the 
Manufiactures,  Commerce,  &c.  in  the 
Oountries  in  which  they  reside,  in  such 
t  manner  that  the  information  afforded 
Slight  be  separately  printed,  and  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  imder  two  distinct 
heads  of  Agriculture  and  Commerce, 
▼ith  a  view  of  giving  some  practical 
effect  to  the  recent  acceptance  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  establishment  of  a  Depart- 
ment of  State  with  separate  divisions 
bat  Agricoltare  and  Oommeroe  ? 


GAME  ACT— DEALING  IN  GAME. 

Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  on  April 
30th,  at  the  Bala  Petty  Sessions,  Catne- 
rine  Owen,  of  the  Lion  Hotel,  Bala,  was 
fined  £50  for  having,  on  the  11th  Feb- 
ruary, bought  ten  pheasants  from  Ro- 
bert Davies,  not  being  then  a  person 
entitled  to  deal  in  game  according  to 
the  statute,  it  being  admitted  on  the 
part  of  the  prosecution  that  Catherine 
Owen  could  not,  at  the  time  of  purchase, 
have  been  aware  that  the  pheasants  had 
been  poached ;  and,  if  he  will  cause  in- 
quiry to  be  made  into  the  circumstances 
which  could  justify  a  sentence  of  such 
apparent  severity  ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  Sir, 
I  have  not  got  the  entire  facts  of  the 
case ;  but  I  think  it  is  one  very  proper 
for  inquiry.  I  have  previously  expressed 
my  opinion  as  to  the  penal  clauses  of 
the  Game  Act — that  they  require  to  be 
entirely  revised  and  altered,  and  none 
more  than  those  clauses  which  relate 
to  the  sale  of  same.  I  have  been  look- 
ing into  the  Act,  and,  as  far  as  I  can 
make  out,  if  a  gentleman  shoots  phea- 
sants on  his  own  ground  and  sells  them 
to  his  friend,  the  gentleman  who  has 
got  the  pheasants  is  liable  to  a  penalty 
of  £2  for  every  such  pheasant  in  his 
possession ;  and  if  a  gentleman  likes  to 

S resent  pheasants  to  any  person  who 
oes  not  want  them  for  his  own  use, 
and  who  converts  them  into  money  by 
selling  them,  the  person  selling  them  is 
liable  to  a  fine  of  £5  for  Q^eirj  such 
pheasant.  If  a  law  of  that  kind  is  en- 
forced in  its  rigour,  I  think  everyone 
will  see  that  the  sooner  it  is  altered  the 
better. 

CUSTOMS  DEPARTMr^NT— REDUN- 
DANT OFFICERS. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  promotion  of  redundant  clerks  to 
the  higher  division  in  the  warehousing 
departments  in  the  Customs  has  been 
suspended  by  the  Board  of  Customs  ^ 
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whether  the  action  of  the  Board  has 
been  taken  in  accordance  with  any  di- 
rections given  by  the  Treasury ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  he  will  be  good  enough  to 
state  the  grounds  on  which  the  redun- 
dant clerks  have  been  deprived  of  their 
promotion  ? 

Lord  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  measures  are  in  contemplation  for 
improving  and  simplifying  the  bonding 
and  warehousing  system  in  the  Revenue 
Departments ;  and,  in  view  of  economies 
which  it  is  hoped  may  be  efifected,  the 
Board  of  Customs  have  suspended  the 
filling  up  of  vacancies  in  the  upper  di- 
vision of  clerks  in  the  warehousing  de- 
partments. This  was  done  by  the  Board 
on  their  own  responsibility;  but  the 
Treasury  entirely  approve  the  course 
pursued.  I  must  remind  the  House 
that  the  selection  of  redundant  clerks 
for  the  upper  division  is  absolutely  ac- 
cording to  merit,  and  not  of  seniority ; 
nor  are  vacancies  necessarily  filled  up 
from  the  redundants  in  the  Department 
in  which  they  occur. 

NATURAL  HISTORY  MUSEUM,  SOUTH 
KENSINGTON. 

Mr.  FIETH  asked  the  senior  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Cambridge, 
Why  the  Trustees  of  the  South  Ken- 
sington Natural  History  Museum  have 
withdrawn  their  announcement  that 
such  Museum  would  be  open  from  May 
to  the  middle  of  July  on  Mondays  and 
Saturdays  till  8  p.m.,  and  from  the 
middle  of  July  till  the  end  of  August,  on 
the  same  days,  till  7  p.m.;  and,  whether 
they  are  prepared  to  restore  to  the  pub- 
lic the  facilities  of  evening  attendance 
which  were  originally  given  ? 

Mb.  SPENCER  WALPOLE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  Trustees  had  every  dis- 
position to  give  the  public  the  full  bene- 
fit of  the  Natural  History  Collection  at 
South  Kensington  as  far  they  could; 
but  the  arrangements  for  the  Collection 
were  still  so  imperfect,  and  the  staff  of 
assistants  and  attendants  necessary  for 
its  superintendence  was  still  so  scanty, 
that  he  was  afraid  they  could  not  open 
it  till  a  later  hour  than  they  did  at  pre- 
sent. But  as  soon  as  they  were  able  the 
Trustees  would  re-consider  that  matter, 
and,  in  the  meantime,  they  would  take 
care  that  the  public  should  have  such 
facilities  for  attendance  as  the  circum- 
stances would  permit. 

Jlr.  HetUy 


STATE  OF  IRELANB—"  SLAVE 
DRIVING*'  IN  GALWAY. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware,  in  refer- 
ence to  a  letter  published  in  the  **  New- 
castle Chronicle,"  on  **duty  work,"  ac- 
companied by  physical  punishment,  that 
such  labour  was  exacted  in  Bama  and 
the  neighbourhood  from  time  imme- 
morial until  the  establishment  of  the 
Land  League  in  the  district  last  year ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  up  to  a  recent 
period  the  tenants  on  some  of  these 
estates  were  obliged  to  give  fifty- two 
days'  labour  in  each  year,  at  the  rate  of 
sixpence  for  one  half,  and  eightpence  for 
the  other  half  of  the  year  ;  whether  the 
tenants  thus  employed  were  superin- 
tended by  a  ** driver"  armed  with  a 
blackthorn  stick,  and  occasionally  struck, 
many  of  the  persons  thus  punished  being 
still  to  be  found  in  the  village  of  Barna; 
and,  whether  he  will  accept  the  proposal 
of  Mr.  Patterson  to  have  his  contradic- 
tion and  Mr.  Patterson's  assertion  of 
these  facts  testified  by  an  investigation 
on  the  spot  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  I  have 
already  answered  one  or  two  Queslioos 
on  this  subject.  With  regard  to  the 
first  part  of  the  Question,  I  have  stated 
on  information  forwarded  to  me  that 
the  account  was  apparently  without 
foundation,  and  certainly  I  am  not  aware 
that  **duty  work,"  accompanied  by  phy- 
sical punishment,  was  exacted  up  to  last 
year.  The  question  is  not  as  to  what 
happens  now,  but  as  to  what  happened 
at  some  previous  periods.  It  is  not  the 
business  of  the  Qovemment  to  investigate 
into  what  has  happened  in  former  times. 
It  is  our  business  to  make  the  most  strict 
investigation,  if  we  had  reason  to  believe 
or  suspect  that  the  state  of  things  repre- 
sented was  going  on  now ;  and,  if  so,  upon 
receipt  of  anything  approaching  reason- 
able information,  we  will  take  care  that 
the  most  strict  inquiry  is  made,  and  a 
prosecution  instituted  against  anybody 
who  offends.  But  we  have  sufficient  to 
do  with  the  state  of  Ireland  as  it  lA 
without  attempting  to  find  out  what  may 
have  been  the  state  of  things  in  former 
times.  In  making  this  statement,  I  am  not 
to  be  supposed  as  admitting  the  truth  of 
what  is  alleged  to  have  happened  lately* 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR:  Sir,  I  will 
read  a  letter  which  I  have  received  i& 
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reference  to  tliis  Question.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  frequently  given 
oootradictions  to  the  fact,  and  his  con- 
tradictions were  distinct  that  '^dutj 
work  *'  of  this  kind,  accompanied  by 
physical  punishment,  never  took  place. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  never  said 
ao. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Oh,  but  you 
did.     ['^Order!"] 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  entitled  to  put  a  Question  to  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  bearing  upon  the  Ques- 
tion which  he  has  already  asked;  but 
he  cannot  enter  into  a  debate. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  I  will  not 
enter  into  a  debate  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  wish  to  state  that  I  do 
not  at  all  want  to  cast  any  slur  on  the 
veracity  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ; 
bat  I  would  ask  him,  whether  it  is  true 
that,  a  short  time  ago,  a  man  named 
John  Molloy  was  employed  as  a  ** driver" 
on  one  of  the  estates  outside  Galway ; 
whether  there  lives  still  in  Galway  per- 
sons who  have  been  subjected  to  phy- 
sical punishment  by  this  John  Molloy ; 
and,  whether  in  view  of  that  case,  he 
will  withdraw  the  slur  he  has  cast  on 
the  Teracity  of  Mr.  Patterson,  my  cor- 
respondent ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEP:  The  hon. 
Member  must  give  Notice  of  that  Ques- 
tion. All  I  can  say  is,  that  I  inquired 
into  these  allegations,  and  the  answer  I 
received  led  me  to  believe  that  there 
was  no  truth  in  them.  I  cannot  under- 
take to  find  out  what  has  happened  in 
previous  times.  I  do  not  believe  that 
at  any  recent  period  such  a  thing  as 
pbysiod  punishment  of  the  kind  de- 
scribed has  happened ;  but  I  certainly 
never  stated — I  could  not  think  of  stating 
— that  it  never  happened  in  past  times. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  am  sorry, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  must  be  a  little  per- 
nstent  in  this  matter.  I  will  not  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  unless  I 
am  forced  to  it.  Tho  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man states  his  belief  that  these  things 
never  took  place ;  but,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  they  have  taken  place,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  comes 
into  anch  direct  conflict  with  facts,  should 
have  the  matter  settled  by  an  impartial 
investigation. 

XTALT-OCCTPATION  OF  TRIPOLI. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  who  had 
the  following  Notice  on  the  Paper: — ^To 


ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Afl'airs,  Whether  there  has  been 
any  correspondence  between  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  and  the  Italian  Go- 
vernment with  regard  to  Tripoli ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  that  correspondence  bears 
upon  the  alleged  communications  by 
Lord  Salisbury  with  reference  to  the 
occupation  of  Tripoli  by  Italian  forces 
as  compensation  for  the  entry  of  France 
upon  Tunis?  said,  he  wished  to  alter  the 
second  part  of  the  Question,  and  to  ask. 
If  there  was  any  record  in  the  Foreign 
Office  of  those  alleged  communications 
by  Lord  Salisbury  in  reference  to  the 
occupation  of  Tripoli  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  AV.  DILKE :  Sir,  I 
will  answer  the  Question  as  placed  on  the 
Paper;  but  I  must  ask  my  hon.  Friend 
not  to  ask  Questions  of  which  no  Notice 
has  been  given. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD:  I  shaU 
be  happy  to  defer  it. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  will 
answer  it.  No  correspondence  has  taken 
place  between  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  that  of  Italy  with  regard  to 
Tripoli. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  gave  Notice 
that  on  Thursday  he  would  ask  a  Ques- 
tion with  respect  to  the  designs  of  Italy 
upon  Tripoli. 

FRANCE— AFFAIRS  OF  TUNIS. 

Tub  Earl  of  BECTIVE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  Her  Majesty's  Government  is 
aware  that  Lardi  Zarruck,  President  of 
the  Tunis  Municipal  Council,  a  gentle- 
man well  known  to  European  residents 
for  his  integrity  and  administrative 
ability,  has  been  driven  into  exile  by 
the  action  of  M.  Roustan,  because  he 
advised  the  Bey  not  to  sign  the  Treaty 
forced  upon  him  by  the  French  Govern- 
ment ;  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  is 
aware  that  M.  Roustan  is  virtually  for 
the  present  dictator  of  the  Regency  of 
Tunis,  and  has  demanded  the  incarcera- 
tion of  seventeen  Tunisians  connected 
with  the  administration  of  the  Regency; 
and,  if,  in  consideration  of  the  anomalous 
and  humiliating  position  in  which  Her 
Majesty's  Agent  and  Consul  General, 
and  the  political  Agents  of  other  Powers 
are  placed  by  the  present  confusion  and 
action  of  M.  Roustan,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  take  steps  pending 
their  acknowledgment,  or  otherwise,  of 
the  Treaty  imposed  npon  the  Bey  to 
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come  to  some  arrangement  with  the 
French  Government  and  the  Tunisian 
Government  by  which  our  diplomatic 
relations  may  be  carried  on  in  a  manner 
more  in  accordance  with  the  usages  of 
European  nations  ?  He  wished  furiiier 
to  asK,  whether  among  the  17  gentle- 
men who  had  been  threatened  with  im- 
prisonment in  Tunis  one  is  a  British 
subject?  For  obvious  reasons  he  did 
not  wish  to  mention  the  gentleman's 
name. 

Mr.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment is  aware  that  Monsieur  Roustan, 
in  his  new  capacity  of  French  Minister 
Besident  in  Tunis,  has  demanded  of  the 
Bey  the  arrest  and  punishment  of  seven- 
teen high  Tunisian  o£B.cials,  alleged  to  be 
unfavourable  to  France,  among  which  is 
the  Sheikh  el  Islam,  or  Chief  Mufti, 
who  is  the  supreme  civil  authority  in 
the  Regency,  and  under  whose  authority 
the  right  of  pre-emption  was  originally 
exercised  in  the  Ennda  Estate  case,  by 
Mr.  Levy,  a  British  subject  ? 

Sm  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  no  offi- 
cial information  on  these  points  beyond 
having  been  informed  by  Mr.  Eeade 
that  the  President  of  the  Municipality 
had  taken  refuge  in  the  Consulate,  in 
order,  presumably,  to  avoid  arrest  by 
Timisian  officials.  He  left  the  Consulate 
after  an  amicable  arrangement  had  been 
arrived  at.  In  regard  to  the  supposed 
arrest  of  a  British  subject,  we  have  cer- 
tainly heard  nothing;  and  I  am  con- 
vinced that  if  Mr.  Eeade  had  reason  to 
suppose  any  British  subject  had  been 
arrested  he  would  have  informed  us  of 
the  fact. 

The  Earl  of  BECTIVE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreigpi 
Affairs,  If  Her  Majesty's  Government 
has  received  any  intelligence  that  the 
German  Government  has  offered  to  me- 
diate between  the  Ottoman  Porte  and  the 
French  Government  in  the  Tunis  Ques- 
tion ;  and,  if  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  guard  its  interest  in  maintaining 
the  Berlin  Treaty  by  associating  itself 
with  the  German  Government  in  such 
mediation  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
Her  Majesty's  Gt>vemment  have  re- 
ceived no  information  to  this  effect,  and 
have  every  reason  to  think  the  state- 
ment untrue. 

ITie  JSarl  of  M0ciwe 


The  FiArl  of  BECmYE  aeked  if  the 
statements  in  the  Press  had  been  seen 
by  the  Government  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  the  Government  had  seen  the  state- 
ment in  the  Press,  and  they  were  con- 
vinced that  if  it  was  true  they  miut 
have  known  of  it. 

Mr.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether,  notwithstanding  t^ 
Mens.  Jules  Ferry  had  publidy  declared 
in  the  French  Chamber  that  the  French 
expedition  to  Tunis  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  the  Enfida  case,  as  re- 
ported by  Lord  Lyons  to  Lord  Gran- 
ville in  his  despatch  received  on  13th 
February  1881,  Mens.  St.  Hilaire,  in 
his  Circular  addressed  to  the  French 
Eepresentatives  abroad,  distinctly  states 
that  one  of  the  motives  assumed  by 
France  against  Tunis  was,  ''The  attempt 
to  snatch  by  illegal  means  the  Enfida 
Estate  from  an  honest  and  industrious 
Marseilles  Company  ?  " 

Sm  CHAELES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  my 
hon.  Friend  is  correct  in  his  statements, 
and  Lord  Granville  drew  attention  in 
his  Note  to  M.  Challemel-Lacoor  of  the 
20th  instant  (Tunis,  No.  3,  page  10), 
to  the  inconsistencies  in  the  explanations 
given  at  Paris  as  to  the  reajsona  for 
French  intervention  in  Tunis. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— ARRESTS 
UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Me.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOK  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieute-. 
nant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
the  police  authorities  in  Ireland  in- 
formed  him,  before  the  Protection  of 
Person  and  Property  (Ireland)  Bill  had 
passed  this  House,  that  they  would,  on 
its  becoming  law,  be  in  a  position  at 
once  to  arrest  a  hundred  persons  against 
whom  they  could  bring  an  amount  of 
evidence  sufficient  to  secure  their  con- 
viction at  the  hands  of  an  ordinary  Eng- 
lish jury ;  and,  whether,  since  that  they 
have  not  proved  themselves  unable  to 
redeem  their  promise  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  It  appears  to 
me.  Sir,  that  the  hon.  Member,  in  put- 
ting this  Question,  was  misled  by  his 
own  imagination  or  by  some  mistaken 
rumour.  I  must  decline  to  give  him  any 
information  as  to  confidential  communi- 
cations received  by  me  firom  the  police 
authorities. 
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Mb.  ABTHTJE  O'CONNOR :  With 
referenoe  to  the  answer  just  given  hy 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  Sir,  I  may 
be  allowed  to  explain  that  I  did  not 
draw  on  my  own  imagination ;  and  that 
I  would  not  place  the  Question  on  the 
Paper,  but  that  I  derived  my  informa- 
tion from  a  source  which  I  believe  to  be 
thoroughly  reliable. 

SUGAR  INDUSTRIES  COMMITTEE,  1880 
—THE  REPORT. 


Mb.  M  ACLIVER  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Trecwury,  When  the 
Report  of  the  Sugar  Industries  Commit- 
tee of  1880  will  be  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment ? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  the  Reports  of  the  Sugar  Industries 
Committees  of  both  Sessions  of  1880 
have  been  already  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment. The  Sessional  numbers  of  the 
Papers  are  106  and  332. 

THE   NATIONAL  DEBT— INTEREST  ON 

CONSOLS. 

Mb.  DICKSON  (for  Mr.  Whitworth) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether,  owing  to  the  long  continued 
cheapness  of  money  in  this  Country  he 
should  determine  upon  the  reduction  of 
the  Interest  on  Consols,  could  the  holders 
demand  more  than  par  for  the  portion 
to  be  paid  off  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  do  not  like, 
Sir,  to  answer  this  Question  in  a  manner 
that  would  give  any  reason  to  suppose 
that  there  is  any  immediate  prospect  of 
a  reduction  of  the  interest  on  Consols. 
I  may  say  that  an  opportunity  will  be 
afforded,  when  the  Resolution  comes  on 
with  respect  to  the  conversion  of  Stock 
into  Annuities,  to  make  any  needful  re- 
marks on  the  subject.  I  may,  perhaps, 
take  this  opportunity  of  mentioning  to 
the  House  that  we  have  recently  got 
into  a  state  of  things  in  the  Money 
Market  in  which,  iust  as  the  3  per  Cent 
Metropolitan  Stocks  have  come  to  bear 
a  {mi  better  price  relatively  than  the  3}, 
90  the  2}  Public  Stocks  have  come  to 
bear  a  better  price  relatively  than  the 
9  per  Cent.  Under  those  circumstances, 
we  hare  been  making  some  sales  of  2^ 
per  Cent  Stock  to  the  public,  which  have 
been  advantageous  to  the  Public  Debt 
CommiBtfioners.  With  respect  to  the 
immediate  Question,  a-t  to  the  power  of 
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the  holders  to  demand  more  than  par, 
there  is  no  doubt  that  due  notice  must 
be  given  before  any  operations  of  the 
kind  can  take  place.  The  obligation  of 
the  State  to  the  public  is  strictly  limited 
to  one  of  two  things — either  to  pay  a 
perpetual  annuity  of  £3,  or,  in  deviating 
from  that  course,  to  pay  a  sum  of 
£100. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881~ARREST 
OF  MR.  BRENNAN. 

Mh.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  Mr.  Thomas  Brennan,  secre- 
tary to  the  Irish  National  Land  League, 
arrested  yesterday,  has  been  imprisoned 
in  the  gaol  of  Naas  ;  whether  his  medical 
attendant,  Dr.  J.  E.  Kenny,  of  Dublin, 
has  made  a  protest  against  the  selection 
of  Naas  gaol  as  a  place  of  confinement 
for  Mr.  Brennan  ;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment will  order  the  removal  of  Mr. 
Brennan  from  Naas  to  Kilmainham, 
where  he  can  receive  from  his  own  medi- 
cal adviser  the  care  which  that  gentle- 
man considers  essential  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  his  health  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  :  Sir,  I  must 
answer  the  first  part  of  the  Question  in  the 
affirmative.  AVith  respect  to  the  second, 
I  am  not  aware  of  such  a  protest  having 
been  made.  With  respect  to  the  last,  1 
may  say  that  we  should,  of  course,  con- 
sider any  grounds  of  application  made  to 
us  for  the  purpose,  if  we  believed  that  any 
particular  g^ol  was  unhealthy,  and  direct 
a  strict  investigation  for  that  purpose. 
We  do  not  admit,  however,  that  prisoners 
should  be  at  liberty  to  choose  their  place 
of  confinement  in  order  that  they  may 
be  near  any  particular  doctor. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  chaplain  of  Naas  gaol  is 
the  president  of  the  local  branch  of  the 
Land  Loague  ;  and,  whether  the  know- 
ledge of  that  fact  influenced  the  Govorn- 
mout  in  s(»locting  that  particular  prison 
for  the  detention  of  prisoners  under  the 
Coercion  Act  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  fact  stated  by  the  noble 
Ijord  ;  and  I  think  no  one  will  imagine 
that  the  gaol  in  question  would  be 
selected  for  such  a  reason  but  the  noble 
Lord. 
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8TATE  OF  IKELAND— ARMED  RESIST- 
ANCE, CO.  LIMERICK. 

Viscount  GAL  WAY  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  the  accounts  in  both 
English  and  Irish  newspapers  are  correct 
as  to  the  armed  opposition  to  the  Civil 
and  Military  Forces  of  the  Crown  in  the 
execution  of  legal  decrees  at  New  Pallas, 
in  the  county  of  Limerick ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  inform  the  House  what 
steps  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
taken  to  assert  the  supremacy  of  the 
Law  ;  and,  whether  it  is  his  intention  to 
permit  the  present  open  defiance  of  au- 
thority to  continue,  without  taking  more 
stringent  measures  for  its  suppression  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  Sir,  with  re- 
gard  to  the  Question,  I  may  say  I  believe 
there  has  been  a  great  deal  of  exaggera- 
tion in  the  accounts  which  have  been 
given  in  the  papers  of  the  state  of  the 
County  Limerick,  although  the  state  of 
things  in  the  part  of  Limerick  referred 
to  in  the  Question  is,  no  doubt,  serious. 
As  regards  the  steps  which  are  being 
taken,  perhaps  the  noble  Lord  will  be 
good  enough  to  wait  until  the  discussion 
takes  place  this  evening,  when  I  shall 
have  a  statement  to  make  on  this  and 
one  or  two  other  matters.  As  regards 
the  attack  on  the  castle,  I  am  informed 
by  telegram  there  are  no  persons  assem- 
bled in  it  now  for  any  illegal  purpose, 
nor  have  there  been  since  Saturday. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— ARREST 
OF  MR.  DILLON,  FATHER  SHEEHY, 
AND  OTHERS. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  alleged  offences  of  which 
the  senior  Member  for  Tipperary,  Father 
Sheehy,  Mr.  Brennan,  and  others  are 
reasonably  suspected  are  or  are  not  to  be 
included  in  the  Returns  of  agrarian  or 
other  crime  periodically  presented  to 
this  House  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  offence  for  which  the  persons 
referred  to  were  arrested,  as  stated  in 
the  warrants,  was  inciting  to  outrage. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE 
asked,  with  regard  to  the  Business  on 


Thursday,  Whether  the  Castomt  and 
Inland  Revenue  Bill  would  be  takm 
first? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  Customs  and  Inland  ReTeniM 
Bill  would  be  taken  on  Thursday  as  th« 
first  Order.  During  the  debates  in 
Committee  on  the  Irish  Land  Bill 
Morning  Sittings  would  be  held,  begin- 
ning on  Friday,  if  the  Order  wai 
reached  on  Thurday. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  Be- 
fore  the  Speaker  is  in  tho  Chair  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Yes. 

CYPRUS— THE   HARBOUR    OF    FAMA- 
GUSTA— PURCHASE  OF  THE  ISLAND. 

Sir  WILLIAM  PALLISER  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
in  view  of  the  recent  events  in  the  Me- 
diterranean, and  of  the  great  distance 
between  Malta  and  the  Suez  Canal,  he 
will  take  into  his  consideration  the  de- 
sirability of  improving  and  protecting 
the  harbour  of  Famagusta,  so  as  to  con- 
vert it  into  a  first  class  naval  station ; 
whether,  in  view  of  the  growing  im- 
portance of  the  Island  of  Cyprus,  and  of 
its  steadily  increasing  revenue,  and  of 
the  fact  that  it  is  desirable  that  the 
island  should  be  administered  in  the  in- 
terest of  its  inhabitants  rather  than  in 
the  interest  of  a  foreign  State,  he  will 
consider  the  question  of  purchasing  the 
freehold  of  the  island  in  the  event  of  the 
Porte  being  willing  to  part  with  it  upon 
favourable  terms  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  the  sub- 
stance  of  my  answer  will  be,  that  al- 
though I  am  not  quite  certain  as  to  the 
fact  and  as  to  the  time — the  hon.  Mem- 
ber speaks  of  the  steadily  increasing 
Revenues  of  Cyprus — I  am  afraid  the 
time  is  near  at  hand  when  it  will  be  our 
duty  to  apply  to  the  British  Exche»iuer 
for  a  Vote  of  money  to  meet  the  defi- 
ciencies in  the  Revenue  of  the  Island  of 
Cyprus.  It  would  be  vastly  better  that 
the  discussion  on  the  general  question 
should  be  postponed,  especially  as  the 
hon.  Qentleman  will  see  that  the  ques- 
tion is  of  very  great  importance.  The 
question  of  creating  a  harbour  and 
arsenal  at  Famagusta  is  a  very  import- 
ant one,  politically  and  financially,  and 
the  conversion  of  the  present  peculiar 
occupation  and  administration  of  Cyprof 
into  a  Sovereignty  is  also  an  important 
one  in  many  views,  and,  amoDgatotheit) 


1213 


Iruh 


(May  24,  1881} 


Executive, 


1214 


in  its  bearing  on  the  Law  of  Europe.  If 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  any 
proposition  to  make  it  will  be  their  duty 
to  make  substantive  propositions,  and 
not  by  way  of  answers  to  inquiries. 

Mr.  BOURKE:  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  tell  the  House, 
"Whether  any  Papers  in  reference  to 
Cyprus  will  be  presented  this  Session  ? 
If  we  are  to  vote  any  money,  we  should 
know  the  exact  position  in  which  Cyprus 
stands  at  present. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  not  as- 
certained from  the  Colonial  Office ;  but 
I  shall  make  inquiry. 

DEATH  OF  THE  RIGHT  HON.  WILLIAM 
PATRICK  ADAM. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked,  Whether  the 
Oovemment  had  received  any  telegram 
that  morning  confirming  the  sad  news, 
contained  in  a  Central  News  telegram, 
regarding  the  death  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Governor  of  Madras? 
Mr.  Adam  was  a  Gentleman  well  known 
in  the  House,  and  was  as  much  respected 
on  the  Conservative  side  as  on  the  other. 
He  (Mr.  Onslow)  had  the  best  means  of 
knowing  that  Mr.  Adam  was  equally 
popular  in  Madras,  and  was  administer- 
ing the  Presidency  with  much  credit  to 
hioiself  and  benefit  to  the  country. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  we  have  received  this  morn- 
ing a  telegram  which  confirms  the  news 
prematurely  communicated  to  the  House 
m  the  course  of  last  evening.  I  cannot 
announce  that  fact  to  the  House  without 
thanking  the  hon.  Memher  for  Guildford 
(Mr.  Onslow)  for  the  exceeding  good 
tatte  and  feeling  of  the  remarks  he  has 
made,  and  likewise  acknowledging  the 
perfect  justice  of  the  eulogy  in  every 
particular  which  he  has  passed  on  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  No  person,  I  think, 
was  ever  engaged  in  difficult  times  in 
^0  performance  of  difficult  duties  in 
this  House  who  more  completely  suc- 
ceeded in  winning,  or  who  better  de- 
ferred, the  esteem,  of  which  we  have 
BOW  had  from  the  hon.  Member  so  gra- 
tifying a  testimony. 

8ia  STAFFORD  NORTRCOTE :  Sir. 
*"er  what  has  been  said,  I  wish  to  add 
y^y  a  single  word  to  what  has  fallen 
from  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow),  who  so  tho- 
roughly expressed  the  feeling  which  I 
«ow  animates  the  whole  of  the  House. 


I  join  in  the  extreme  feeling  of  regret 
felt  at  the  loss  of  one  so  highly  respected 
and  so  very  much  beloved. 

ORDER   OF  THE  DAT. 

IRISH    EXECUTIVE. 

MOTION    OF    CENSURE. 
ADJOUHNED   DEBATE.      [SECOND  NIGHT.") 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [23rd  May], 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
action  of  the  Irish  Executive  in  arbitrarily  ar- 
resting a  Member  of  tho  House  without  reason- 
able ground  ;  in  proclaiming  a  state  of  siege  in 
Dublin;  in  imprisoning  the  Kev.  Mr.  Sheehy 
and  many  other  men  of  high  character  and  good 
conduct ;  and  in  affording  the  use  of  tho  armed 
forces  of  tho  Crown  for  the  wholesale  execution 
of  wanton  and  cruel  evictions  is  an  abuse  of  the 
exceptional  powers  conferred  by  Parliament ; 
and  is  calculated  to  promote  disaffection  in  Ire- 
land."—(JTr.  Jxutin  McCarthy.) 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed, 

Mr.  0*D0NNELL  said,  he  felt  bound 
to  express  his  deep  regret  and  that  of 
the  whole  Irish  Party  that,  owing  to  cir- 
cumstances which  might  have  been  pre- 
vented by  the  Government,  the  admirable 
speech  of  bis  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Longford  ( Mr.  Justin  M  'Carthy)  had  been 
delivered  in  circumstances  which  ren- 
dered it  impossible  that  it  could  be  read 
and  appreciated  by  the  country  at  large. 
He  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  certainly  thought 
that,  when  after  weeks  of  solicita- 
tion from  Irish  Members,  forced  out  of 
a  sense  of  common  justice  by  Members 
of  the  House  not  belonging  to  the  Irish 
Party,  the  Government  at  length  *  ac- 
cepted the  challenge  of  the  Irish  Party, 
it  was  incumbent  upon  them  to  allow 
the  Mover  of  the  Kesolution  to  bring 
his  Motion  forward  at  a  time  which  per- 
mitted of  its  being  properly  laid  betbre 
the  country.  He  trusted  that  no  poli- 
tical Party,  if  it  had  to  face  similar 
circumstances  in  Ireland,  would  follow 
the  precedent  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment. Karely  had  so  important  a  state- 
ment as  that  of  his  hon.  Friend  been 
made  in  such  unfavourable  circum- 
stances, and  never  had  a  statement  of  a 
similar  character  been  characterized  by 
such  moderation  and  calmness ;  and,  in 
supporting  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
ho  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  should  also  endea- 
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vour  to  treat  it  with  as  mucli  moderation 
of  language  and  as  much  calmness  in 
every  respect  as  could  be  fairly  expected 
from  an  Irish  Member  who  had  to  raise 
his  voice  against — he  had  almost  said 
outrages — against  misconduct  as  grave 
as  that  of  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  been  guilty  in  Ireland.  The 
Motion  specifically  impeached  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government.  They  were 
impeached  for  their  ungenerous,  un- 
manly, unconstitutional  arrest  of  the 
senior  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr ,  Dillon ) , 
while  on  his  way  to  plead  the  cause  of 
his  constituents  in  Parliament ;  and  on 
a  pretext  which,  in  the  face  of  long  in- 
dulgence, which  for  purposes  of  their 
own  they  had  extended  to  him,  certainly 
seemed  to  constitute  an  act  of  unfairness 
of  the  very  gravest  description.  Their 
conduct  was  also  impeached  on  account 
of  the  arrest  of  a  most  respected  Catholic 
clergyman,  patriotic,  indeed,  and  bound 
to  the  interests  of  his  flock  as  Catholic 
clergymen  have  been  for  generations — a 
clergyman  who,  to  his  honour  be  it  said, 
had  expressed  in  feeling  language  the 
wrongs  of  his  people,  and  whose  sole 
desire  was  to  bnng  about  a  removal  of 
the  evils  they  endured  by  a  combination 
within  the  limits  of  legal  agitation.  The 
removal  of  leaders  such  as  Father  Sheehy 
and  others  by  the  Government  must  lead 
to  deplorable  results,  and  would  lead  the 
wretched  peasants  to  the  direction  of 
leaders  of  a  very  different  description. 
The  Government,  again,  were  impeached 
for  the  misuse  they  had  made  of  the  ex- 
traordinary measures  intrusted  to  them. 
They  had  originally  declared  their  pur- 
pose was  to  use  the  Coercion  Law  against 
the  perpetrators  of  outrages ;  but,  at  the 
onset,  they  had  used  it  against  the 
chosen  leaders  of  the  Irish  people,  men 
of  acknowledged  worth,  respectability, 
and  moderation ;  and  finally  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land in  particular,  were  impeached  as 
being  the  authors  of  a  Circular  worthy 
of  the  worst  days  of  a  Mouravieff  in 
Poland,  a  Circular  which  was  an  outrage 
and  a  disgrace  to  the  English  name,  and 
which  cast  a  most  unmerited  stigma  on 
the  great  body  of  the  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary, which  it  had  been  the  object 
of  every  former  Government  to  hold  up 
to  praise  and  honoiir  in  the  House — and 
all  this  because  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  grown  sensitive  under  the 
reproaches  repeatedly  addressed  to  him 

Mr.  O'Donnell 


for  the  blunders  of  his  Administratioii. 
He  therefore  took  the  poor  resource  to 
bully  his  subordinates  into  a  course  that 
looked  very  much  like  a  direction  towards 
the  preparation  of  unreliable  evidence. 
He  (Mr.  0*Donnell)  did  not  desire  to 
treat  this  as  a  Party  question,  for  he 
freely  acknowledged  the  good- will  exist- 
ing towards  Ireland  among  the  Liberal 
Party,  and  their  earnest  desire  to  intro- 
duce a  fundamental  amelioration  of  the 
land  system  of  Ireland;  and  in  their 
hearts  the  English  and  Irish  Conserva- 
tive Party  must  feel  themselves  deeply 
interested  in  the  remedy  of  Irish  griev- 
ances and  the  introduction  of  real  re- 
forms. Nothing  could  be  more  suicidal 
than  that  the  territorial  Party  should 
offer  a  blind  resistance  to  the  claims  of 
the  Irish  tenantry,  for  if  such  a  course 
was  followed  the  territorial  Party  would 
reap  the  bitterest  consequences  in  the 
near  future.  The  phrase  under  which 
the  Government  covered  their  attacks 
on  individual  liberty  in  Ireland,  and 
under  which  they  attempted  to  justify 
their  arbitrary  arrests,  was  ''  the  neces- 
sity of  restraining  incitements  to  viola- 
tions of  the  law ;  and  taking  the  Irish 
land  system  in  ^  its  quibbles  and  tech- 
nicalities, he  would  admit  that  the  Irish 
tenantry,  and  those  who  supported  their 
claims,  were  not  acting  in  a  strictly  legal 
sense  in  resisting  the  evicting  law  of 
Ireland.  If  the  Government  would  come 
forward  and  say  that,  technically  speak- 
ing, a  group  of  landed  proprietors  pos- 
sessed a  perfect  legal  right  to  dear  the 
soil  of  Ireland  of  its  inhabitants,  there 
could  be  no  defence  to  such  an  exposi- 
tion of  the  law.  But  as  the  land  sys- 
tem in  Ireland  had  been  condemned  by 
none  more  severely  than  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  and  as  it  was  their  avowed  object 
to  put  an  end  to  the  evils  of  the  existing 
system,  the  Government,  he  (Mr.  O'Don- 
nell)  held,  were  debarred  by  their  own 
action  from  laying  a  weighty  stress  upon 
the  violations  of  the  law  which  they 
alleged  were  committed  by  the  leaden 
of  the  Irish  peasantry.  He  was  there 
to  boast  that  it  was  the  object  of  the 
central  and  local  leaders  of  the  tenant 
Party  in  the  Land  League  to  bring 
about,  pending  the  passing  of  a  remedimi 
measure,  such  a  reduction  of  rents  in 
Ireland  as  would  enable  the  people  to 
hold  on  till  the  advent  of  that  blessed 
time  which  the  Government  bade  them 


1:217 


^riih 


tlLiY24,  1881} 


Exicutki. 


1218 


expect.  Teolmicallj  speaking,  it  might 
be  illegal  for  the  Insh  tenants  to  com- 
hine  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  a  re- 
duction in  rents.  Seen,  however,  from 
any  other  point  of  view  than  that  of 
strict,  unbending  law,  the  right  of  the 
tenants  to  combine  against  the  exaction 
of  excessive  rents  could  not  be  gainsaid. 
AssumingthatMr.Dillon,  FatherSheehj, 
and  other  most  respectable  men  who  had 
been  swept  into  the  Bastilles  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford had  declared  that  the  Irish  tenantry, 
after  so  many  years  of  distress  and  ex- 
cessive rents,  were  entitled  to  demand 
that  rents  should  be  lowered  to  the 
extent  of  20,  30,  40,  and  on  some  estates 
of  50  per  cent — assuming  all  that,  what, 
be  would  ask,  had  been  the  action  of 
the  tenants  of  England  and  of  the  land- 
lords of  England  ?  Was  it  not  a  fact 
that  the  landlords  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  England  were  granting 
to  their  tenantry  a  greater  reduction 
than  was  demanded  from  the  rack-rent- 
ing landlords  of  Ireland  by  the  leaders 
of  a  miserable  and  starving  peasantry  ? 
In  order  to  bear  out  what  he  had  said, 
be  would  refer  hon.  Members  to  the 
investigations  of  Mr.  Sturge,  of  Bir- 
mingham, to  show  what  great  reductions 
bad  recently  been  made  in  rents  in  Lin- 
oolnshire,Leicestershire,  Shropshire,  Bed- 
fordshire, Hertfordshire,  Essex,  Somer- 
setshire, Wiltshire,  and  other  counties. 
If  the  Irish  Leaders  who  asked  for  re- 
ductions varying  from  25  to  75  per  cent 
bad  uttered  strong  words  in  the  heat  of 
their  indignation,  it  should  be  remem- 
bered that  they  were  inflamed  by  the 
recollection  of  generations  of  misery, 
starvation,  and  neglected  appeals.  Their 
action  might  be  due  to  this  cause — that 
they  knew  by  experience  that,  unless 
they  should  succeed  in  vividly  arresting 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the  pro- 
bability was  that  he  would  fail  to  perceive 
that  the  remedy  of  Irish  grievances  could 
come  within  the  range  oi  practical  poli- 
tics. When  an  agricultural  crisis  con- 
fronted the  landlords  of  England,  they 
did  not  come  snivelling  to  that  House  to 
ask  for  coercion ;  and  he  would  ask  the 
Constitutional  and  agricultural  Party  of 
England  in  that  House,  why  should  they 
band  to  the  Irish  landowners  in  this 
severe  strain  of  the  Irish  nation  Bills 
for  coercion  and  rack-renting,  which,  to 
their  honour  be  it  said,  they  would  soozn 
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and  thrust  from  themselves?  He  was 
content  to  ask  English  landlords  to  treat 
the  Irish  tenantry  as  they  were  ready  to 
treat  their  own  tenantry;  but  he  pro- 
tested against  their  treating  the  Irish 
tenantry  worse  than  they  treated  the 
comparatively  prosperous  tenantry  of 
England,  and  he  protested  against  a 
Liberal  Ministry,  which  advertised  to 
the  four  quarters  of  the  world  its  burn- 
ing sympathy  with  the  oppressed,  in- 
flicting Qn  Ireland  a  land  system  50 
times  worse  than  existed  in  England. 
There  would  be  little  or  no  cause  for  a 
land  agitation  and  organization  in  Ireland 
if  the  Irish  landowners  would  come  for- 
ward with  reductions  of  20,  50,  and  60, 
and  70  per  cent,  as  was  done  by  the  same 
class  in  England.  The  thing  beinff 
rightly  considered,  the  landowners  and 
the  cultivators  of  the  soil  were  in  the 
same  boat,  and  it  was  only  because  of 
the  stolid  and  stupid  policy  which  forced 
the  landlord  to  be  the  enemy  of  himself 
and  of  the  tenant,  that  the  Qovemment, 
professing  a  special  zeal  for  Ireland,  de- 
clined to  bring  forward  a  single  measure 
to  bridge  over  the  interval  which  must 
elapse  before  their  remedial  measures 
could  be  expected  to  bear  any  fruit. 
That  was  the  only  way  in  which  the 
slightest  excuse  could  be  ureed  for  them; 
and  in  consequence  of  it  the  Irish 
tenantry  had  to  form  their  organization 
and  combination;  but  he  denied  that 
the  sad  necessitv  to  which  they  were 
reduced  gave  colour  to  the  misappre- 
hension of  the  law  which  had  been  per- 
petuated month  after  month  by  the  most 
fair-seeming  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
that  ever  sat  on  the  Treasury  Bench. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
would,  no  doubt,  speak  in  the  course  of 
the  debate,  would,  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
would  venture  to  predict,  no  doubt  ex- 
hibit all  those  quiverings  of  indignation 
with  which  the  House  was  so  familiar, 
and  would  endeavour  to  g^t  behind  hit 
subornation  of  evidence  Circular  by 
drawing  attention  to  the  monstrous  pro- 
ceedings of  a  starving  tenantry  who  were 
guilty  of  the  crime  of  asking  for  a  reduc- 
tion of  their  rack-rent  to  the  amount  of 
'50,  60,  or  70  per  cent.  The  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman,  no  doubt,  imagined  that  he 
would  be  licensed  by  the  House  to  imi- 
tate the  practices  of  Kussia,  because  of 
his  own  negligence  or  inability  to  per- 
ceive the  real  force  and  weight  of  the 
crisis  in  Ireland.    He  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
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was  not  the  man  to  deny  that  a  certain 
amount  of  suffering  had  fallen  on  the 
members  of  the  lanSord  class  in  Ireland ; 
but,  to  a  very  large  extent,  it  was  the 
action  of  the  landowning  class  in  Ireland 
that  had  accelerated  and  accentuated  the 
crisis  from  which  the  landlords  were  now 
suffering  in  that  country.  But  the  suffer- 
ings of  the  Irish  landowners  were  in  no 
way  peculiar.  The  landlords  of  England 
were  being  deprived  of  their  revenue — 
they  were  having  their  incomes  cut  down 
to  ^e  most  modest  proportions,  in  con- 
sequence of  what  had  been  admitted  as 
the  real  inability  of  their  tenants  to  pay 
their  rents ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford  would 
attribute  the  reduction  in  the  incomes  of 
the  Irish  landlords  to  the  feigned  in- 
ability of  the  poor  Irish  tenants  to  pay 
their  rents.  ['*  Hear,  hear !  "]  But  if 
English  tenants  were  unable  to  pay, 
surely,  d  fortiori,  Irish  tenants  were  un- 
able to  pay;  and  it  was  admitted  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  that  owing  to  circum- 
stances in  Ireland  the  inability  of  the 
tenant  to  pay  was  greater  than  was  the 
case  in  England.  Were  they  to  have 
nothing  but  this  Coercion  Bill,  for  which 
an  English  landlord  never  wotdd  have 
asked  to  enable  him  to  deal  with  his 
tenants,  for  the  wretched  Irish  tenants, 
and  was  it  to  be  rendered  still  more  ob- 
jectionable by  the  manner  in  which  it 
was  applied  ?  Would  no  one  point  out 
to  the  government  that  the  true  solution 
of  the  difficulty  was  by  way  of  concilia- 
tion ?  Would  a  soldiery  evicting  the 
people  by  the  sabre,  and  at  the  point  of 
the  bayonet,  and  terrorizing  them  by 
their  guns,  prove  a  remedy?  Could 
such  a  ^licy  sow  anything  but  the  seeds 
of  abiding  discontent  and  disturbance  ? 
Notwithstanding  the  prejudice  which 
had  prevented  the  English  agricultural 
Party  from  looking  at  the  Irish  agricul- 
tural situation  as  they  would  look  upon 
their  own,  that  Party  had  suggested  as 
a  help  to  reform  in  Ireland  that  large 
and  bounteous  measures  should  be  given 
to  Irish  industries,  and  that  something 
should  be  done  to  relieve  the  existing 
misery  pending  a  reform  of  the  agricul- 
tural system.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was 
not  going  to  say  how  far  that  would  go 
to  remedy  the  existing  state  of  things ; 
but  it  would,  at  all  events,  bridge  the 
present  distress.  If  the  Government  did 
not  wish  to  treat  the  question  as  a  Party 
one,  let  them  get  rid  of  that  jealousy  of 
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the  Land  League,  which  had  done  lo 
much  without  them.  It  would  then  be 
easy  for  the  Government  to  tide  over  the 
present  crisis,  and  instead  of  having  the 
interval  between  the  old  bad  system  and 
the  promised  good  system  filled  up  with 
an  increase  of  misery  and  wretchednes^ 
the  crisis  would  be  passed  over  in  a 
manner  that  would  commend  itself  to 
the  universal  approbation  of  the  people 
of  the  Three  Kingdoms.  But  the  Go- 
vernment had  done  nothing,  nor  tried 
to  do  anything.  Though  apparently  im- 
potent for  the  purposes  of  good,  they 
had  the  power  of  aoing  immense  evil ; 
but  what,  he  would  ask,  would  be  the 
policy  of  a  wise  Gt>vemment  in  dealing 
with  the  Irish  tenant,  who,  it  might  be 
assumed,  had  been  reduced  to  a  state  of 
unavoidable  and  innocent  bankruptcy? 
A  wise  Government  would  propose  a 
composition.  Why  should  there  not  be 
some  offer  of  a  loan  ^on  the  security  of 
the  tenant  right — something  that  would 
give  breathing  time  to  the  harassed 
tenant  and  the  straitened  owner,  and 
put  a  stop  to  the  state  of  war  now  exist- 
ing ?  It  was,  he  freely  owned,  both  the 
object  of  such  men  as  Mr.  Dillon  and 
Father  Sheehy  and  others,  both  lay  and 
clerical  in  Ireland,  to  obtain  for  the 
tenant  such  a  reduction  of  rent  as  would 
enable  him  to  live.  If  the  Irish  land- 
owners had  treated  their  tenants  with 
the  same  generosity  as  English  land- 
lords, and  given  their  tenants  reductions 
of  30  or  40  per  cent,  the  Land  League 
would  not  have  been  under  the  necessity 
of  making  the  demands  it  had  made.  If, 
because  the  senior  Member  for  Tipperary 
(Mr.  Dillon)  was  driven  to  organize  the 
people  in  the  absence  of  any  measure  to 
bridge  over  the  interval  against  bad 
landlords  and  to  organize  them  to  resist 
excessive  rents,  and  to  stand  by  one 
another  in  a  demand  for  large  reductiona 
proportionate  to  the  necessity  of  the 
crisis,  and  to  fix  upon  those  who  were 
endeavouring  to  perpetuate  misery  and 
disunion  in  the  popular  ranks  the  stigma 
of  moral  excommunication,  was  such  a 
man  to  be  torn  from  his  Constitutional 
duties  in  that  House,  or,  as  in  the  case 
of  Father  Sheehy,  from  exercising  his 
sacred  functions  as  protector  and  guide 
of  his  flock  ?  The  Prime  Minister  could 
forget  his  habitual  courtesy  when  Irish 
Members  told  him  that,  at  the  moment 
of  his  arrest,  Mr.  Dillon  was  on  his  way 
to  that  House  to  lay  before  it  the  enor« 
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moos  mass  of  evidence  he  had  collected 
as  to  the  condition  of  the  Irish  peasantry 
and  the  insufficiency  of  the  Government 
Land  Bill.    It  was  well  known  in  Ire- 
land that  such  was  Mr.  Dillon's  inten- 
tion, and  nothing  could  clear  the  Go- 
vernment from  the   '*  most  reasonable 
suspicion/'  that  they  arrested  Mr.  Dillon 
because  he  was  a  powerful  adversary  of 
their  policy  within  the  walls  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  not  because  he  was  a  bitter 
denunciator  of  their  shortcomings  on  the 
hillsides  of  Tipperary.    There  was  no- 
thing which  Mr.  Dillon  had  said  or  done 
for  days  immediately  previous  to  his 
arrest  which  he  had  not  said  or  done 
weeks  and  weeks  before.     At  the  very 
commencement  of  the  operation  of  the 
Coercion  Act,  he  challenged  the  Govern- 
ment to  bring  him  to  every  kind  of  trial 
for  recommending  "  Boycotting  "  to  the 
Irish  peasantry ;  but  day  was  added  to 
day  and  week  was  added  to  week,  and 
Mr.  Dillon  was  allowed  to  continue  his 
way  throughout  Ireland  so  long  as  he 
was  creating  what  the  Government  called 
an  incendiary  spirit  in  Ireland — so  long 
as  he  indirectly  contributed  to  that  panic 
which  the  Government  hoped  would  in- 
duce the  House  of  Commons  to  swallow 
any  kind  of  Land  Bill  whatever;  so  long 
as  he  played  the  tactical  |;ame  of  the 
Oovemment,  he  was  not  molested ;  there 
was  free  course  for  all  the  incendiary 
doctrines  he  could  disseminate.    But  no 
sooner  was  it  discovered  that  he  was  on 
his  way  to  that  House,  with  all  the  pres- 
tige of  his  position  as  a  darling  leader 
of  the  Irish  peasantry,  to  denounce  the 
shortcomings  of  the  Land  Bill,  than  all 
of  a  sudden  it  occurred  to  the  ingenuous 
mind  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
that  the  hon.  Member  was  an  incendiary 
agent  whom  it  was  dangerous  to  leave 
at  lar^e,  and  that  it  was  necessary  to 
keep  him   from   further  contaminating 
the  minds  of  the  Irish  peasantry,  and 
he,  therefore,  had  him  confined  in  Kil- 
mainham  Gaol.   It  might  serve  the  pur- 
pose of  the  Government  to  put  the  right 
w)n.  Gentleman  in  the  forefront  of  the 
battle,  and  count  upon  his  appearance 
of  respectability,  and  the  appearance  of 
respectability  went  a  long  way  with  the 
British  mind — his  venerable  aspect  as 
the  Parliamentary  Aristides — to  induce 
toe  House  to  believe  that  there  was  no 
■iniiter  motive  behind  the  arrest  of  Mr. 
IKUon,  and  thus  suddenly  terminating 
bis  career.    But  the  Irish  Members,  at 


least,  knew  at  what  to  estimate  the  in- 
genuousness of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Not  for  whole  the  world  would  he  do 
anything  of  which  he  could  be  ashamed; 
not  for  all  the  world  would  he  whisper 
a  counsel  that  he  would  blush  to  ac- 
knowledge in  the  face  of  day ;  not  for 
all  the  world  would  he  beg  his  subordi- 
nates to  do  a  thing  and  keep  it  dark. 
No  ;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  they 
knew  was  incapable  of  subterfuge ;  and 
doubtless  the  House  would  believe  him 
withundoubting,  childlike  faith — he  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  would  not  say  credulity — 
when  he  declared  that  nothing  but  con- 
sideration for  the  safety  of  Irmand,  and 
not  of  the  fate  of  the  Government  over 
the  Land  Bill,  inspired  his  summary  and 
extraordinary  arrest  of  the  most  dan- 
gerous opponent  of  the  land  legislation 
of  the  Government.  As  for  Father 
Sheehy,  he  had  denounced  the  wrong- 
doing of  the  Irish  landlords  in  about  the 
same  terms  as  Archbishop  Croke.  But 
Father  Sheehy  was  a  Eoman  Catholio 
curate ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
his  ignorance  of  Irish  sentiment,  ima- 

fined,  doubtless,  that  it  was  safer  to  lay 
ands  on  a  ciirate  than  on  an  Archbishop. 
The  cowardly  act,  as  it  turned  out,  how- 
ever, was  not  safe,  for  the  arrest  of 
Father  Sheehy  had  produced  a  more 
widespread  feeling  against  the  Govern- 
ment than  would  have  been  caused  had 
they  had  the  courage  to  lay  hands  on  the 
venerated  Archbishop  of  Oashel.  Father 
Sheehy,  no  doubt,  used  strong  language. 
But  was  he  not  an  eye-witness  of  the 
black  work  of  eviction  going  on  in  his 
district,  were  not  the  estates  of  Ooote 
and  Townsend  in  his  neighbourhood, 
and  did  not  all  the  best  feelings  of  his 
nature  prompt  him  to  utter  burning 
words  against  the  tyrants  who  were 
making  Ireland  an  opprobrium  to  Eng- 
land— aye,  and  a  danger  to  the  British 
Empire  ?  The  Government  imagined 
they  were  safe  in  casting  these  men 
into  Kilmainham ;  but  they  were,  as 
it  were,  only  ripples  on  the  shore  of 
the  ocean  of  revolution  which  the 
Government  had  to  face  in  Ireland, 
but  it  would  burst  in  thunderous 
surges  thousands  of  miles  from  their 
shores.  And  not  only  did  they  impeach 
the  Government  for  the  arrest  of  Mr. 
Dillon  and  Father  Sheehy,  but  they 
maintained  that  the  general  character  of 
the  arrests  was  a  breach  of  the  covenant 
which  the  Government  made  with  the 
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House  when  thej  asked  for  powers  to 
imprison  "dissolute  ruffians"  and  "mid- 
night marauders,"  the    men    arrested 
being,  for  the  most  part,  leaders  of  a 
Constitutional  agitation.     A  respectable 
shopkeeper  in  a  district  in  Donegal, who 
was  president  of  the  local  Land  League, 
for  exerting  his  influence  to  procure  a 
satisfactory  arrangement  for  80  tenants 
whom  their  landlord  had  threatened  to 
evict,  was  denounced  by  a  sub-inspector 
and  thrown  into  gaol.     It  appeared  firom 
the  statement  of   the  Mansion  House 
Committee  that,  in  the  district  in  ques- 
tion, on  the  1st  of  March  last  year,  there 
were  2,560  persons  in  distress,  and  yet 
the  landlord   referred  to  proposed   to 
throw  80  additional  families  on  the  world. 
In  another  part  of   Donegal,    on  the 
1st  of  March  last  year,  there  were  900 
individuals  in  the  receipt  of  relief.  They 
actually  subsisted  upon  7  lb.  of  Indian 
meal  for  a  week.     Yet  these  were  the 
districts  in  which  landlords  had  carried 
out  their  heartless  policy  of  eviction.   If 
a  district  in  England   came  within   a 
measurable  distance  of  such  misery,  was 
there  an  English  landlord  who  would 
carry  out  eviction  in  such  a  region  ?  Tet 
the  English  Liberal  Party  lectured  far- 
mers on  their  indifl^erence  to  the  tenantry. 
The  Liberal    Government   carried  *  out 
coercion  in  Ireland  in  order  to  aid  the 
eviction  of  tenants  a  thousand   times 
more  wretched  than  tenants  to  be  found 
in  any  district  in  England.     He  now 
came  to  the  consideration  of  the  remark- 
able Circular  issued  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  the  Irish  Constabulary. 
Since  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
gone   the    length    of   opening   private 
letters,  might  they  not  go  the  length  of 
stopping  the  transmission  of  publica- 
tions in  which  the  Circular  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford   appeared  ?      If   they    were    not 
ashamed  to  do  that  act  at  home,  let  them, 
at  least,  be  ashamed  to  allow  Europe  to 
know  the  intense  hypocrisy  of  liberating 
Liberalism.    The  Inspector  General  of 
the  Irish  Constabulary  issued  the  Cir- 
cular to  all  his  subordinates  on  the  7th 
of  the  present  month.    The  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  began  by  recommenoing  that 
that  document 

**  Was  not  to  leave  the  hands  of  the  county 
inspector  to  ^hom  it  was  addressed,  and  must 
be  kept  under  lock  and  key/' 

adding  that — 
Jfr.  (yj)onn$U 


"  Any  oxders  given  to  insure  the  instnictiaa 
in  it  beinf^  carried  out  must  be  commumcated 
verbally." 

He  (Mr.  O'DonneU)  presumed  that  that 
was  Latin  for  a  whisper ;  when  practic- 
able, the  sub-inspectors,  head  and  otheT 
constables,  would  be  trusted  to  do  that 
class  of  work,  and  it  was  to  be  com- 
municated as  emanating  from  the  oountj 
inspectors  themselves.     The  pure  hand 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
must  not  be  seen  in  that  dirty  proceed- 
ing ;  therefore,  he  seemed  to  have  intro- 
duced into  Irish  administration  the  cha- 
racter recently  prominent  in  connection 
with  bribery  at  elections — "  the  Man  in 
the  Moon,"  and,  perhaps,  in  addition  to 
all  his  other  titles  he  would  condescend 
to  accept  that  new  one.     What,  it  might 
fairly  be  asked,  would  have  been  the 
action  of  the  Government  if  that  Cir- 
cular had  not  almost  miraculously  come 
to  the  knowledge  of  the  House  throagh 
hon.   Members  from  Ireland  ?     Some 
Irish  Member,  seeing  something  inex- 
plicable in  these  arrests,  might  have  got 
up  and  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury what  was    the    reason    for   that 
sudden  increase  of  arrests — that  sudden 
conflagration  of  reasonable  suspicion  in 
Ireland?    Would  the  Prime  Minister 
have  answered  that  it  was  because  the 
local  authorities,   acting  on   their  own 
judgment,   had  seen  the    necessity  of 
those    arrests,    and    would     he    hare 
repudiated    the    insinuation    that  Her 
Majesty's  Government   had    instigated 
and  stimulated  the  action  of  the  police 
and  their  spies  in  Ireland  ?     Would  he 
not  have  reminded  the  House  that  the 
Government  had  pledged  themselves  that, 
so  far  from  stimulating  those  arre9ts» 
they  would  carefully  supervise  thereporti 
of  the  local  informers  and  spies,  and 
exercise  a  restraining  and  purifying  con- 
trol ?    It  was  on  the  faith  of  declarations 
that  in  case  of  necessity  they  wonld 
stand  between  the  Irish  people  and  their 
local  denouncers  that  the  Gt>vemment 
got  the  Coercion  Act  passed.     Wonld 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  have  sat 
still  and  allowed    his    Leader   uncon- 
sciously to  palm  off  such  a  deception  as 
that  iipon  the  House?    Or  would  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  have  nudged 
the  Prime  Minister  and  whispered  to 
him — **  Say  it  was  all  the  work  of  the 
local  agents.     I  told  them  to  do  it ;  but 
that  must  not  be  let  out?"    He  could 
not  think  that  those  two  Ministers  woolci 
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have  been  guilty  of  playing  an  ignoble 
comedy  of  that  lund.  And  yet  what  was 
to  be  the  interpretation  put  upon  a  vile 
Circular  of  that  description  ?  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  proceeded  to  au- 
thorize his  Inspector  General  to  say  that 
he  deemed  it 

"  Absolutely  ncceesary  to  convey  to  the  county 
inspectors  his  disappointment  that  the  police 
had  be«n  unable/ in  the  majority  of  instances, 
«ither  to  give  ground  of  reasonable  suspicion  as 
to  who  were  the  perpetrators  of  outrages,  or  as 
to  thoM  who  instigated  them  and  used  inflam- 
matory language. 

NoWy  the  Irish  Constabulary  had  stood 
the  crisis  of  the  temptations  of  the 
Fenian  insurrection ;  they  bore  on  their 
caps,  by  special  grace,  the  letters  which 
indicated  that  they  were  a  Boyal  Irish 
Constabulary ;  they  had  been  the  cham- 
pions of  everything  fair  and  open  accord- 
ing to  the  idea  of  the  Government  of 
Ireland;  they  had  shown,  as  the  most 
thorough-going  Irish  patriots  must  ad- 
mit,  the  most  wonderful  fidelity  to  their 
salt.  Yet  that  Constabulary  were  now 
censured  and  sneered  at  as  hidden 
traitors,  and  as  being  false  to  their  salt, 
their  wages,  and  their  oaths,  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  desire  to 
parade  a  number  of  arrests  by  which  to 
meet  some  of  his  critics  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
went  on  to  say  that— 

**It  was  most  difficult  to  conceive  that  the 
police,  with  the  local  knowledge  they  possessed 
of  the  character  and  habits  of  Uie  people  among 
whom  they  lived,  were  not  oftener  in  a  position  to 
know  at  least  some  of  those  who  were  the  per- 
petrators of  those  outrages ;  but  that  it  was  still 
Bore  difficult  to  understand  that  they  failed  in 
•o  many  instances  to  give  ground  of  reasonable 
picion  against  them.** 


Granted,  said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  they  did  not  know  who  were  the 
perpetrators  of  outrages,  but  it  was 
quite  inexcusable  that  they  did  not  trump 
up  some  **  reasonable  grounds  of  sus- 
picion." The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went 
on  to  say  that  "the  most  active  leaders  and 
instigators  of  the  popular  movement  wore 
well Imown  to  the  police."  How  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  know  what  was 
well  known  in  Ireland  ?  Let  them  mark 
the  chaste  beauty  of  the  expression  of  a 
Liberal  in  Otfioe,  "  the  instigators  of  the 
popular  movement."  What  a  marvellous 
oinerence  there  was  between  the  style 
of  a  Liberal  Leader  on  the  stump  and  in 
Ofvpoaition,  and  his  style  when  in  the 
enjoyment  of  the  sweets  of  Office  with 


£4,000  a-year.  There  were  no  longer 
any  burning  denunciations  of  the  evil^ 
inflicted  by  a  Tory  majority  and  an 
abominable  aristocracy.  Such  was  the 
marvellous  change  that  had  come  over 
the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
since  he  took  his  seat  on  these  Benches. 
Surely,  out  of  sympathy  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  his  present  decadency, 
they  must  allow  him  a  temporary  repose 
in  a  scene  blessed  with  a  more  bracing 
atmosphere  than  seemed  to  pervade 
ofEcial  positions.  Perhaps,  when  once 
more  in  the  cool  shade  of  Opposition,  the 
moral  sense  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  again  ascend  the  height  from 
which  he  thundered  against  the  iniqui- 
ties of  Lord  Beaconsfield*s  policy.  The 
Circular  was  an  insult  of  the  most  offen- 
sive character  to  the  Irish  Constabulary. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  informed 
the  Force  that  he  was  unable  to  under- 
stand how  it  was  it  so  often  happened 
that  the  constables  could  not  attach  any 
reasonable  suspicion  against  individuals 
as  instigators,  he  was  simply  accusing 
the  Irish  Constabulary  as  a  body  of 
being  accomplices  and  shelterers  of  the 
"dissolute  rufEans"  whom  he  had  so 
often  trotted  out  on  the  floor  of  that 
House.  The  Inspector  General — that 
was,  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford—who was  only  the  speaking  trumpet 
of  certain  other  persons,  said  he  could 
only  express 

*'  An  earnest  hope  that  the  energies  of  both 
the  officers  and  men  would  be  used  to  wipe  out 
what  must  appear  a  reproach  on  their  efficiency 
as  preservers  of  the  peace  and  detectors  of 
crime." 

If  that  Circular  had  been  issued  by  a 
Prefect  of  Police  under  the  Third  Em- 
pire, or  by  a  chief  of  the  Third  Section 
in  St.  Petersburg,  it  would  be  denounced 
as  a  deliberate  instruction  to  forge  evi- 
dence. In  fact,  the  direct  instructions  to 
the  Constabulary  were  to  forge  evidence. 
That  was  the  only  explanation  which 
could  be  placed  on  the  Circular  in  face 
of  the  previously  declared  fact  that  the 
Constabulary  had  no  reasonable  sus- 
picion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ad- 
mitted, within  the  four  quarters  of  the 
Circular,  that  the  Constabulary  had  no 
reasonable  suspicion,  and  yet  he  said  to 
them  by  it — •*!  do  not  believe  you.  You 
must  have  suspicion.  You  are  shamming; 
you  are  lying.  And  having  said  that  in 
secret,  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  did  all 
in  his  power  to  escape  responsibility.  If 


1227 


IrUh 


(COMMONS) 


Exemtwe. 


1228 


they  had  asked  the  right  hon.  Qentle' 
man  about  this  Circular,  for  a  copy  of 
it,  did  the  House  suppose  he  would  have 
admitted  that  it  had  been  issued  ?  No, 
he  would  have  declined  to  give  any  in- 
formation whatever;  he  would  have  taken 
refuge  behind  his  official  immunity  and 
personal  respectability.  Under  these 
instructions,  the  police  would  be  entitled 
to  conclude  that  a  little  extra  zeal  on  the 
part  of  those  in  search  of  promotion 
would  be  looked  upon  with  a  kindly  eye 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The 
county  inspectors  were  to  instruct  the 
sub-inspectorSy  the  sub-inspectors  the 
constables,  and  the  constables  their  sub- 
ordinates, that  it  was  their  duty  to 
discover  reasonable  suspicion  against 
the  perpetrators  of  outrage,  and  if  not 
against  them  against  men  like  Father 
Sheehy,  and  they  were  further  to  under- 
stand that  the  parental  eye  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  was  upon  them.  It  was  abso- 
lutely impossible  to  extenuate  the  cha- 
racter of  that  Circular,  except  on  one 
ground,  upon  which  the  Irish  Party 
were  prepared  to  extenuate  the  policy  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  respect 
to  Ireland — namely,  a  combination  of 
ignorance,  and  an  overweening  self- 
confidence  such  as  was  rarely  seen  in 
the  Liberal  Party.  It  was  intended 
that  this  Circular  should  be  concealed 
firom  Parliament  and  the  country ;  and 
he  hoped  that  English  public  opinion, 
as  well  as  Irish  public  opinion,  would 
declare  that  a  more  mischievous  and 
discreditable  document  was  never  un- 
earthed from  the  State  archives  of  Bri- 
tish relations  with  Ireland.  The  Go- 
vernment complained  that  there  was 
lawlessness  and  outrage  in  Ireland,  and 
said  that  this  was  the  result  of  the  insti- 
gation of  certain  persons.  This  only 
showed  the  ignorance  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  the  affairs  of  Ireland. 
The  peasants  of  Ireland,  whose  lot  had 
been  rendered  intolerable  by  famine  and 
eviction,  needed  no  instigation.  In  99 
cases  out  of  100  the  outrages  in  Ireland 
were  committed  from  a  sense  of  unen- 
durable misery — from  a  sense  of  impend- 
ing ruin  and  death,  to  which  the  Go- 
vernment showed  themselves  utterly  in- 
sensible. What  instigation  was  required 
to  induce  the  gathering  of  an  angry, 
Airious  crowd  to  hoot  a  process-server, 
guarded  by  100  soldiers,  engaged  in 
spreading  writs  qf  eviction?  He  con- 
sidered the   Government    had  broken 
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their  pledges  to  Parliament  Instead 
of  acting  as  a  restraining  and  controlling 
power,  instead  of  protecting  the  miscf- 
able  peasantry  of  Ireland  from  tkerr 
legal  oppressors,  the  Government  had 
actually  descended  to  the  mean  and 
miserable  position  of  inciters  and  insti- 
gators of  informers  and  information- 
layers  of  all  descriptions.  If  they  had 
similar  conditions  in  England  they  would 
not  look  for  instigation.  They  would 
look  for  the  remedy  and  apply  it.  Bat 
Government  had  not  a  single  project 
before  the  House  to  meet  the  present 
urgent  wants  of  the  Irish  tenantry  dur- 
ing the  interval  that  must  elapse  before 
they  could  legislate  on  the  Land  Qaee- 
tion ;  and  they  fell  back  upon  an  instru- 
ment of  coercion  that  English  landlords 
would  be  ashamed  to  apply  to  EngUsh 
tenants,  and,  he  hoped,  English  land- 
lords would  be  ashamed  to  apply  to 
Irish  tenants.  If  there  was  a  guarantee 
that  justice  wotdd  be  done  to  Irish  ten- 
ants, and  fair  play  given  to  the  land- 
lords— even  the  fair  play  that  the  Land 
League  gave  them — there  would  be  an 
end  of  outrages ;  but  the  circulation  of 
a  Circular  of  this  kind,  hounding  en 
12,000  constables  to  forge  evidence 
against  inoffensive  persons,  would  not 
bring  peace  to  Ireland  or  credit  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government. 

Mk.  LITTON  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  had  ad- 
dressed the  House  for  about  two  hours, 
and  if  all  the  hon.  Member's  12  or 
14  Colleagues  proposed  to  follow  hii 
example,  the  debate  would  rival  the 
debates  on  the  Coercion  Act,  which 
wasted  the  time  of  the  House  for  two 
months.  [''No,  no!"]  If  their  object 
was  not  to  keep  back  the  Land  Bill,  tnej 
would  endeavour  to  close  the  debate,  and 
look  forward  to  a  division  that  evening ; 
but  if,  on  the  other  hand,  they  wanted 
to  delay  the  progress  of  that  measure, 
they  would  waste  the  whole  time  al- 
lowed for  the  discussion  of  this  sub- 
ject, in  order  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  was  so  persistently  attacked, 
might  have  no  opportunity  of  repljin? 
to  the  accusations  made  against  him.  I^ 
was  his  (Mr.  Litton's)  duty,  and  the 
duty  of  those  Irish  Members  who 
differed  from  the  32  or  33  followers  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell),  to  state  boldly,  and  at  the 
earliest  possible  period  in  the  debate, 
that  they  differed    entirely   from  tbd 
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charges  that  had  been  brought  forward 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
Ju»tin  M*Carthy)  both  with  respect  to 
details  and  principle.  Eeference  was 
made  to  the  English  landlords,  and  a 
comparison  with  Irish  landlords  sought 
to  be  instituted,  but  that  comparison 
did  not  apply  ;  for  if  the  relations  were 
the  same  the  ground  would  be  cut  from 
under  the  Land  Bill.  The  Government 
had  been  charged  with  the  responsi- 
bility of  having  brought  about  dis- 
order in  Ireland.  He  ventured  to  say, 
although  he  sat  on  the  Government 
side  of  the  House,  that  the  country  and 
the  House  were  fully  acquainted  with 
the  position  of  affairs  in  Ireland,  and 
they  would  recognize  that  the  whole  re- 
aponsibility  of  putting  class  agaiubt 
class  rested  upon  the  Land  League  it- 
self, and  not  upon  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment— [**No,  no!"] — and  no  Go- 
vernment could  have  acted  differently, 
having  due  regard  to  the  maintenance  of 
law  and  order.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Xfongford,  in  his  speech,  had  stated  that 
the  action  of  the  Government  had  been  to 
set  class  against  class.  But  it  was  simply 
an  abuse  of  terms  to  speak  in  that  way. 
He  (Mr.  Litton)  woula  ask  whence  had 
that  opposition  between  class  and  class, 
and  all  the  horrible  disorder  and  misery 
now  happening  in  Ireland,  arisen?  It  had 
arisen  from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
from  the  teaching  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork,  and  those  who 
followed  him.  They  spoke  of  a  national 
strike  against  rent,  and  advised  the 
people  to  obey  their  leaders  in  every- 
thing, and  some  members  of  the  Land 
League  had  said — "  Give  us  rifles,  and 
we  will  soon  free  the  country  of  land- 
lords." He  had  read  in  The  Times  that 
morning  the  last  teachings  of  the  Land 
League.  At  a  meeting  held  in  County 
Hoscommon,  Mr.  Kettle,  in  addressing 
a  meeting  of  the  Land  League,  had 
asked  the  people  whether  they  were  pre- 
pared to  obey  a  national  edict  against 
the  payment  of  any  rents;  and  the 
answer  was  that  they  were  ready  to  obey 
anything.  After  that,  could  the  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  stand  up  in  his 
place  in  the  House,  and,  putting  his  hand 
on  his  heart,  justify  his  statement  that 
the  Government  were  setting  class 
ag^nst  class  ?  Had  the  hon.  Member 
read  history  so  badly  as  to  be  unable  to 
Bee  that  the  setting  of  class  against  class 
was  due  to  the  t^hing  of  hon.  Mem- 


bers opposite?  Ever  since  he  (Mr. 
Litton)  had  taken  part  in  public  life, 
he  had  protested  against  the  agitation 
going  on  in  Ireland,  and  had  warned  the 
people  that  while  they  had  a  just  cause 
in  demanding  a  reform  of  the  Irish  Land 
Laws  they  were  ruining  it  by  following 
the  guidance  of  such  men  as  the  leaders 
of  the  Land  League.  He  was  amused  at 
the  air  of  injured  innocence  assumed  by 
hon.  Members  opposite.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve  they  were  in  earnest,  or  believed  in 
their  own  language  or  action,  though  he 
would  except  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Healy),  who  was  in 
earnest  in  all  that  he  diid.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  complained  of  the  Coercion 
Act;  but  he  (Mr.  Litton)  maintained 
that  it  was  the  action  of  the  Land 
League  which  had  rendered  that  Act 
necessary,  and  the  Government  would 
be  abandoning  their  duty  if  they  did 
not  put  it  down.  He  could  not  imagine 
how  hon.  Members  opposite,  with  sober 
faces,  could  get  up  and  attack  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  as  they  had  done. 
What  were  the  charges  formulated  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Longford?  They 
were,  he  believed,  four  in  number.  First, 
the  action  of  the  Government  in  arresting 
Mr.  Dillon;  secondly,  in  arresting  Mr. 
Sheehy ;  thirdly,  in  employing  the  police 
force  in  support  of  the  law ;  and,  fourthly, 
in  their  use  of  the  Constabulary  in  order 
to  carry  out  wholesale  evictions.  No 
doubt,  the  arrests  of  Mr.  Dillon  and  Mr. 
Sheehy  were  the  real  questions,  without 
which  the  debate  could  not  have  arisen  ; 
and  he  supposed  hon.  Members  opposite 
would  adopt  a  similar  course  on  each 
fresh  arrest,  of  having  a  debate  which 
would  last  three  or  four  days,  and  so 
occupy  the  entire  time  of  the  House,  to 
the  exclusion  of  all  remedial  legislation. 
If  a  man  broke  the  law,  no  matter  what 
his  religious  or  political  position,  he 
should  be  made  amenable ;  and  his  con- 
clusion was,  that  the  Government  should 
arrest  all  suspected  persons  at  once,  and 
so  have  only  one  debate  on  the  subject. 
Could  it  be  said  that  a  man  was  placed 
above  the  law  by  being  a  Member  of  that 
House,  or  being  ordained  a  priest  ?  The 
mission  of  the  priest  ought  to  be  one  of 
peace.  He  believed  it  was  so  in  the 
'  Koman  Catholic  Church,  and  the  Arch- 
:  bishop  of  Dublin  had  given  wise  counsel. 
.  to  the  priesthood.  He  believed  priests 
were  forbidden  to  interfere  in  temporal 
matters.     [*'No,  no  !  "]     Well,  if  not, 

iSeixmd  Night.l 


1231 


Irish 


ICX)MM0N8} 


EzseuHv$. 


m2 


in  what  direction  ought  thej  to  lead  the 
people  ?  To  refuse  to  pay  their  rents  ? 
To  resist  legal  process  ?  He  thought  not. 
Whoever  advised  others  to  resist  the  law 
must  take  the  consequences  of  their  acts, 
and  the  Government  would  have  shown 
themselves  unworthy  of  their  position 
if  they  had  hesitated  to  arrest  either 
priest  or  laymen,  or  made  any  distinc- 
tion as  to  political  or  religious  posi- 
tion or  convictions  when  people  were 
encouraging  others  to  a  breach  of  the 
law.  He  could  not  lend  himself  to  be- 
lieve that  the  Motion  was  brought  be- 
fore the  House  seriously.  If  it  was, 
every  honest  man  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  was  bound  to  support  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  maintenance  of  law ; 
and  if  they  were  bound  to  do  so,  the 
Government  would  be  unworthy  of  the 
confidence  of  the  Liberal  Party,  or  of 
any  other  Party  in  that  House,  if  they 
failed  to  maintain  the  law.  He  found 
that  the  Hepresentatives  of  the  present 
agitation  in  Ireland  were  willing  to  sup- 
port its  views  in  that  House  ;  but  outside 
that  House  they  had  failed  to  place 
themselves  in  the  position  of  their  fol- 
lowers, and  so  accept  the  responsibility 
of  their  conduct.  He  must,  therefore, 
give  his  support  to  the  Government. 

Mk.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  :  Sir,  I  am  glad 
I  did  not  stand  between  the  House  and 
the  able  and  manly  speech  of  myhon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Tyrone 
(Mr.  Litton).  But  the  reason  why  I  did 
not  rise  immediately  after  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  was,  that  I  hoped  he  would 
have  been  followed  by  some  Gentleman 
acting  with  him,  and  that  then  I  should 
have  heard  some  argument,  and  not 
have  had  merely  to  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member's  personalities.  I  rise  now, 
without  waiting  further,  because  I  am 
very  anxious  that  the  sense  of  the 
HouBe  should  be  taken  to-day,  and  I 
know  very  well  that  if  I  were  to  put 
off  what  I  have  to  say,  it  would  be 
said  that  no  time  was  given  to  reply, 
and  consequently  there  would  be  an 
effort  to  postpone  the  division,  and  to 
prevent  the  House  from  expressing  its 
opinion  upon  this  Motion.  I  do  not 
think  I  need  dwell  much  upon  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungar- 
van. There  was  no  attempt  on  his  part 
to  prove  the  allegations  oontainea  in 
the  Resolution.  But  there  were  remarks 
upon  another  matter  which  I  wish  fully 
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to  dwell  upon  before  I  sit  down.  At 
far  as  the  actual  Resolution  itself  is  con- 
cerned, in  the  hon.  Member's  speech 
there  are  only  one  or  two  bold  state- 
ments, without  any  attempt  at  proof, 
and  a  great  part  of  his  address  consisted 
of  a  description  of  the  ag^cultural  de- 
pression in  England.  Now,  I  will  turn 
to  the  Resolution  itself.  I  will  occupy 
the  House  as  short  a  time  as  I  can ;  but 
as  I  fear  I  must  occupy  some  time  in 
what  I  have  to  say  I  will  deal  with  the 
charges  in  the  Resolution  seriatim.  The 
first  of  these  charges  condemns  the  Irish 
Executive  for  arbitrarily  arresting  a 
Member  of  this  House  without  reasonable 
grounds.  Now,  I  will  give  the  grounds 
upon  which  the  Member  for  Tipperary 
(Mr.  Dillon)  was  arrested.  But  in  doing 
so  I  must  say  that  I  do  not  give  that  in- 
formation— I  could  not  give  it,  and  the 
majority  of  the  House  will  not  expect 
me  to  give  that  information — with  re- 
gard to  a  person  arrested,  simply  because 
he  happens  to  be  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment. There  ought  to  be  no  respect  of 
persons  before  the  law,  because  they 
happen' to  be  Members  of  this  House. 
I  will  stat.e  the  grounds  upon  which,  in 
compliance  with  the  opinions  expressed 
by  large  and  decided  majorities  of  this 
House,  I  have  refused  hitherto  to  give 
the  reasons  for  arrests,  beyond  repeat- 
ing what  was  stated  in  the  actual  terms 
of  the  Warrant  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
There  were  three  reasons  why  we  thought 
it  necessary  to  take  that  course,  and  why 
the  House  of  Commons  agreed  with  us 
that  it  should  be  taken.  First,  there  was 
this  reason — and  it  was  the  chief  reason 
— we  felt  that  if  we  did  state  the  g^und 
of  arrest  we  should  be  endangering  in- 
dividuals. It  would  be  impossible  to 
give  such  information  without  enabling 
the  persons  to  be  traced  out  who  have 
given  us  the  information  upon  which  the 
arrests  have  been  based,  and  without 
endangering  their  persons,  and  probably 
their  lives.  The  next  reason,  as  was 
very  well  stated  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Prime  Minister,  was  that  we  did  not 
wish  to  release  ourselves  from,  and  to 
cast  upon  the  House,  the  responsibility 
of  our  action  in  the  exercise  of  the  larg^ 
and  exceptional  powers  which  have  been 
given  tous.l  There  wasathird  reason,  also, 
which  is  not  without  some  importance — 
namely,  that  if  we  had  determined  to 
p^ve  an  answer  and  make  a  statement 
in  every  case,  in  all  probability   the 
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time  of  the  House  of  Commons  would 
have  been  occupied  with  nothing  else 
than  these  arrests.  Well,  I  consider 
that  the  last  two  reasons  are  removed  by 
this  Motion.  We  are  not  now  trying  to 
shake  off  our  responsibility,  and  release 
ourselves  from  it.  We  are  not  doing 
that ;  but  are  doing  what  we  are  bound 
to  do — namely,  meeting  a  Vote  of  Cen- 
sure, and  taldng  the  opinion  of  the 
House  as  to  whether  we  deserve  that 
•ensure  or  not.  It  is  very  important,  at 
the  present  moment,  that  the  time  of 
the  House  should  not  be  wasted;  but 
I  confess  that  I  myself  am  glad  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  consented  to  ask 
the  House  for  the  opportunity  this 
morning  of  meeting  this  accumulation 
of  charges,  and  I  wish  to  express  my 
thanks  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  for  so  kindly  assenting  to  the 
proposal,  and  to  the  private  Members 
who,  in  consideration  of  the  nature  of 
this  charge,  and  of  the  very  urgent 
Public  Business  which  the  Government 
have  to  conduct,  have  kindly  given  up 
a  part  of  that  very  small  quantity  of 
time  which  is  allowed  to  them  by  the 
exigencies  of  the  present  Session  for 
bringing  forward  their  Motions.  What 
enables  me  to  make  known  the  grounds 
of  the  arrest  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tipperary  is  that  we  arrested  him  for 
the  speeches  that  he  had  made,  and  that, 
consequently,  I  endanger  no  one  by  the 
statement  which  I  propose  to  maKe  in 
regard  to  those  grounds.  I  am  well 
aware  that  when  we  passed  the  Act  we 
did  not  contemplate  that  our  main 
action  would  be  with  regard  to  speeches ; 
and  our  main  action  in  connection  with 
it  has  not  been  with  regard  to  speeches. 
But  it  would  be  an  entire  mistake  to 
•appose,  and  no  one  can  refer  back  to 
the  debatee,  and  for  a  moment  say  that 
^^eeches  inciting  to  violence  were  in- 
tended to  be  excluded  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act.  What  was  stated  at 
the  time  was  this — that  we  mainly 
wanted  the  Act  because  we  wished  to 
•west  those  who  committed,  and  those 
who  incited  to  the  commission  of,  special 
and  individual  outrages,  and  because 
we  could  get  no  evidence,  people  not 
^Aiing  to  give  it,  as  to  the  perpetrators 
of  crimes,  or  as  to  those  who  abetted 
them,  and  because,  even  if  evidence 
were  procurable,  it  was  very  doubtful 
vhether  juries  would  oonviot.    But  in 


the  debates  that  took  place,  the  possibi- 
lity of  a  speech  which  would  incite,  not 
to  an  individual  act,  but  which  would 
create  such  a  state  of  mind  among  those 
who  might  hear  it  or  read  it  as  would 
make  it  likely  that  they  would  commit  out- 
rages, was  also  contemplated.  [Mr.  Pab- 
NELL :  You  never  said  so.]  [* 'Order !  "] 
Now,  then,  Icometothe  speech  itself.  The 
inmiediate  ground  of  the  arrest  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  was  a  speech 
he  delivered  at  the  weekly  meeting  of 
the  National  L^nd  League,  Dublin,  on 
Tuesday,  April  26.  [Mr.  Sexton  :  What 
is  the  report  that  you  have?]  These 
meetings  were  so  far  curious,  that  for  the 
purposes  of  Government  reports  they 
were  private,  while  for  purposes  of  pub- 
licity throughout  Ireland  everything  was 
made  known,  especiallv  to  those  persons 
who  might  be  led  to  break  the  law  by 
the  instigation  of  the  speeches.  The 
speech,  then,  was  made  at  a  Committee 
meeting  of  the  Land  League,  at  which 
the  Government  reporters  were  not 
allowed  to  be  present.  It  was,  how- 
ever, carefully  reported,  and  the  reports 
agree.  I  am  sure  I  am  not  straining 
the  doctrine  of  reasonable  suspicion 
when  I  say  that  the  report  in  The  Fre$- 
man*$  Journal  never  having  been  dis- 
avowed, and  being  confirmed  by  the 
report  in  Ths  Irish  Times  and  other 
papers,  may  well  be  considered  to  be  a 
fair  report  of  the  speeches.  After  stat- 
ing that  an  appeal  would  be  made  to 
the  Government  to  stop  evictions  and  the 
sale  of  farms,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tipperary  said — 

'*  If  this  appeal  were  refused,  he  considered 
he  should  be  borne  out  by  the  entire  feeling  of 
Ireland  in  declaring  that  the  blood  which  might 
be  shed  would  be  on  the  heads  of  Gladstone  and 
Forster.  He  had  been  accused  in  the  House  of 
Oommona  of  saying  an  unjust  thing  when  he 
said  the  blood  which  was  recently  shed  in  at- 
tempts of  this  kind  was  on  their  head ;  but  ha 
left  it  to  reasonable  men — what  could  they  expect 
if  they  sought  to  drive  5,000  or  10,000  desperate 
men  out  of  their  homes  ?  Who  was  to  blame  if 
these  men  would  not  consent  to  be  driven  out  like 
rats  without  fighting  Y  He  had  heard  it  openly 
stated  by  the  people  that  they  would  not  do  it 
this  time ;  that  they  would  show  fight ;  and  if 
they  were  to  go  out  they  would  knock  some  people 
over  before  they  went.  He  would  mention  a  case 
which  did  not  get  into  the  papers.  The  other  day 
an  eviction  was  going  to  be  carried  out  in 
his  county  ;  40  policemen  came  to  carry  it  out. 
They  found  the  d<H)r  barricaded  ;  the  priest 
stood  by,  and  said  he  would  not  interfere,  but 
he  thought  it  right  to  infonn  the  polioe  that 
the  first  blow  they  struck  five  or  six  would  b« 
■hot,  IS  the  men  were  inaide  with  loaded  riilat, 
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The  police  held  a  consultation^  and  went  back 
to  Nenagh.  If  evictions  were  carried  out  on 
a  larg^  scale  in  Tipperary,  the  police  must  be 
prepared  for  fight  and  resistance ;  the  people 
would  resist,  and  the  next  time  a  man  was  shot 
in  Ireland  for  refusing  to  leave  his  home  peace- 
ably, the  verdict  would  be,  if  he  were  not  very 
much  deceived  in  the  temper  of  the  people, 
wilful  murder,  not  against  the  policeman  who 
shot  him,  but  against  Gladstone  and  Forster.'* 

Now,  Sir,  I  must  tell  the  Hoase  what, 
in  my  belief,  is  the  real  meaning  of  that 
speech.  What  the  hon.  Member  said 
was  really  this — that  an  appeal,  which 
the  hon.  Member  knew  could  not  be 
granted,  would  be  made  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  suspend  evictions  and  executions 
for  rent.  There  is  not  a  Member  in  this 
House  who  believes  that  it  would  be 
possible  to  prevent  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land from  obtaining  the  payment  of 
their  just  rents  by  legal  process.  [Mr. 
Heat.y  :  They  are  not  just  rents.]  But 
the  hon.  Member  goes  on  to  say  that  if 
the  appeal  is  not  granted  the  people  will 
not  let  themselves  be  driven  out  like 
rats  without  fighting,  and  that  if  they 
should  come  out  they  will  knock  some 
people  over  before  doing  so.  The  mode 
in  which  they  will  do  this  wiU  be  that 
so  successfully  practised  in  Tipperary. 
Bemember  the  illustration.  At  the  first 
blow  struck  by  the  police,  five  or  six 
wotdd  be  shot,  as  the  men  would  be 
inside  with  loaded  rifles.  Blood,  he  says, 
wiU  be  spilt,  which  will  be  on  the  heads 
of  Forster  and  Gladstone.  A  verdict  of 
wilful  murder  will  be  found  against  them 
— in  other  words,  the  Government  will 
be  murderers.  The  whole  resistance 
would  be  blameless,  and  therefore  justi- 
fiable. Well,  if  that  is  not  an  incitement 
to  murder  on  a  most  extensive  scale,  I 
do  not  know  what  would  be  held  to  be 
an  incitement.  Let  me  illustrate  and 
explain  the  speech  by  the  cases  which 
were  brought  forward.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tipperary  alluded  to  the  sorrowful 
business  which  had  happened  at  Sligo  ; 
and  it  was  in  order  to  prevent  the 
recurrence  of  such  a  sorrowful  business, 
and  to  do  what  we  could  to  prevent  men 
being  incited  to  make  a  resistance  which 
might  result  in  the  loss  of  their  lives, 
that  we  felt  we  were  bound  to  take 
the  steps  which  we  did  take.  In  allud- 
ing to  that  sad  business,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tipperary  gives  the  impression 
that  such  a  case  as  that  was  one  in 
which  the  people  had  a  right  to  resist. 
But  it  was  not  a  case  of  eviction  at  all. 

Mr.  W.  E.  ForsUr 


The  case  in  Sligo,  in  which  Sergeant 
Armstrong  was  battered  to  death  and 
two  men  shot,  was  not  a  case  in  which 
the  sheriff  was  proceeding  to  evict,  but 
one  in  which  he  was  merely  proceed- 
ing with  writs  to  take  possession  of  the 
chattels  on  a  farm,  under  process  of  law, 
for  non-payment  of  rent.  Was  resistanod 
to  such  a  process  as  that  to  be  en- 
couraged ;  and  were  we,  in  our  fearfol 
position  of  having  to  carry  out  the  law, 
and  of  having  to  secure  that  there  is  a 
law  in  Ireland,  to  allow  a  man,  because 
he  was  a  Member  of  Parliament  and 
enthusiastic  in  his  views,  to  make 
speeches  which  would  almost  certainly 
encourage  other  persons  to  do  the  same 
thing,  and  probably  occasion  a  simi- 
lar loss  of  life  ?  I  will  take  the  other 
case  of  what  happened  in  Tipperaiy. 
This  is  really  a  very  instructive  case, 
and  hon.  Members  will  remember  the 
impression  which  was  tried  to  be  pro- 
duced— that  there  was  an  eviction ;  that 
the  police  came  to  drive  a  man  out  of 
his  home ;  that  there  were  loaded  riflef 
in  the  house,  and  the  police  were  driven 
back.  Now,  this  is  the  true  account.  The 
man  was  named  Madden.  He  was  a  lease- 
holder. [Mr.  Healy  :  Upon  whose  au- 
thority do  you- give  it  ?]  I  pledge  my- 
self to  the  correctness  of  the  account  I 
am  about  to  give.  The  hon.  Member 
may  disprove  it  if  he  can.  [Mr.  Healy  : 
What  about  the  Police  Circular  ?]  Mad- 
den  was  a  leaseholder,  with  a  farm  for 
his  own  life  and  31  years.  He  had  be- 
come embarrassed,  and  had  raised  £600 
from  a  money-lender  to  pay  his  brothers 
and  sisters.  He  had  mortgaged  his  lease 
to  the  National  Bank,  and  had  borrowed 
from  a  man  named  Crowe  £42  on  pro- 
missory notes.  A  debtor's  summons  was 
issued  in  August,  1 879,  and  he  was  ad- 
judicated a  bankrupt  in  October,  1879. 
All  his  property,  therefore,  vested  in 
assignees.  The  National  Bank,  as 
mortgagees,  claimed  £331  on  their 
mortgage ;  and,  with  the  consent  of  the 
landlord  and  permission  of  the  Court,  he 
sold  the  lease  to  Crowe  for  £400.  The 
Court,  on  March  22,  1881,  ordered  the 
sheriff  to  put  Crowe  in  possession.  About 
April  10  the  sheriff's  bailiff  went  to 
get  possession,  and  found  the  house 
barricaded  and  filled  with  armed  men, 
and  an  immense  crowd  outside.  The 
bailiff  and  the  constable  withdraw.  Since 
that  time  peaceable  possession  has  been 
given  to  Crowe.    Madden  was  made  a 
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bankrupt  either  at  the  instance  of  Crowe 
or  the  mortgagees.  The  action  of  the 
landlord  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
matter,  and  jet  here  was  a  case  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  held  np 
as  illustrating  what  would  happen  if  the 
law  were  carried  out.  And  what  was 
the  example*to  be  followed  ?  Why,  that 
if  they  resisted,  public  opinion  would  go 
in  favour  of  the  people,  and  a  verdict  of 
murder  would  be  found  against  the  Ee- 
presentatives  of  the  Government,  and 
not  against  the  persons  who  committed 
the  murder.  It  is  no  pleasant  thing  to 
have  to  arrest  a  Member  of  Parliament ; 
but  were  we,  I  would  ask,  to  decline 
arresting  Mr.  Dillon  because  he  hap- 

rued  to  be  a  Member  of  Parliament  ? 
know  it  will  be  said — Why  did  you 
not  arrest  him  before?  Indeed,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  0*Don- 
nell),  of  all  persons,  has  already  put 
the  question.  Many  hon.  Members,  I 
dare  say,  wonder  why  we  did  not  arrest 
him  before,  and  all  I  can  say  on  that 
point  is  that  his  previous  speeches  were 
most  carefully  examined  by  myself,  and 
submitted  to  the  legal  gentlemen  whom 
it  was  my  duty  to  consult;  and  that 
though  we  thought  they  were  most  mis- 
chievous speeches  and  likely  to  do  a  great 
deal  of  harm,  yet  we  were  informed  that 
we  shotdd  be  straining  the  powers  given 
us  by  the  Act  if  we  arrested  nim  because 
of  those  speeches.  [^Ironical  cheers  from  the 
Irish  Members,']  Perhaps  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  think  that  we  ought  to  have 
strained  those  powers.  [Mr.  Healy  : 
You  have ;  remember  the  Circular.]  I 
can  assure  hon.  Members  that  their 
intenections  will  not  have  the  effect  of 
shaking  me,  or  of  diverting  me  j&om  the 
order  in  which  I  intend  to  make  my  re- 
marks. When  the  Protection  Bill  was 
passing  through  the  House  I  said  we 
felt  we  were  bound  by  limitations  which 
were  embodied  in  it.  Lord  Cowper  and 
myself  were  aware  that  one  limitation 
was  that  we  must ''  reasonably  suspect " 
anyone  whom  we  might  arrest  of  having 
committed,  or  incited  to  the  commission 
of  a  crime  punishable  by  law  being  an 
act  of  violence  or  intimidation.  The 
speeches  to  which  I  am  referring  did 
not  appear  to  us  as  though  they  came 
within  that  limitation,  though  some  of 
them  came  very  near  it.  But  now  I 
wish  to  make  a  remark  which  I  hope 
will  not  be  misunderstood.  Although 
it  was  my  fate  to  arrest  Mr.  Dillon  I 


felt  that  in  arresting  him  we  were 
arresting  a  man  who  was  in  one  re- 
spect the  most  dangerous,  because  the 
most  enthusiastic  and,  perhaps,  the  most 
sincere  member  of  the  Land  League. 

Mr.  J.  COWEN:  I  rise  to  Order. 
iCries  of  ''  Order !  "  and  "  Chair!  "] 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  If  these  interrup- 
tions  are  continued,  I  shall  have  to  take 
a  course  which  I  should  be  very  sorry  to 
take.  

Mr.  J.  COWEN:  I  only  rose  to  a 
question  of  Order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  is  in  possession 
of  the  House,  and  is  entitled  to  continue 
his  speech. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  I  cannot  con- 
ceive how  I  can  be  supposed  to  have 
transgressed  the  Eules  of  Order.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  if  I  do  so  transgress  those 
Eules  you,  Sir,  will  call  me  to  Order.  I 
was  saying  I  reg^^etted  that  it  fell  to  my 
fate  to  have  anything  to  do  with  the  arrest 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary,  and  I 
say  so  because  I  am  anxious  that  there 
should  be  no  misconception  of  what  I 
am  now  about  to  add.  Mr.  Dillon  took 
very  g^eat  care,  in  those  speeches,  not 
to  bring  himself  within  the  provisions 
of  the  Act ;  but  I  do  not  wish  to  be  sup- 

Sosed  to  insinuate  by  that  statement  that 
e  wished  to  guard  himself  against  the 
consequences  of  what  he  said.  I  believe 
his  feeling  was  that  he  was  useful  to  the 
cause  of  the  agitation  in  Ireland,  which 
I  think  he  had  most  mistakenly  deter- 
mined to  advocate.  Therefore,  he  was 
anxious  to  keep  himself  at  liberty,  as 
long  as  it  was  possible,  for  the  purpose 
of  aiding  it.  But  the  way  in  which  he 
conducted  the  speeches  to  which  I  am 
referring  was  very  well  described  in  the 
last  speech  which  he  made  in  Tipperary 
on  the  Sunday  after  the  Warrant  for  his 
arrest  was  issued,  but  before  he  was  ar- 
rested.   He  then  said — 

**  There  are  a  few  practical  poiats  which  I 
wish  to  impress  upon  you  in  reference  to  the 
coming  struggle  between  tenants  and  hind* 
lords.  The  first  of  these  is  that  you  must  use 
your  organization  as  far  as  the  law  will  permit 
you — and  I  advise  you  to  keep  within  the  law, 
not  because  I  believe  you  respect  the  law,  but 
simply  and  solely  because  it  does  not  pay  to 
allow  the  landlords  to  catch  you  outside  the 
law." 

He  did  not,  I  believe,  think  it  would 
pay  to  allow  the  Government  to  get  rid 
of  him ;  and  all  I  can  say  to  those  hon. 
Members  who  suppose  that  we  neglected 
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our  duty  in  not  arresting  Mr.  Dillon  be- 
fore is,  that  they  would  probably  be  of 
a  diflterent  opinion  if  they  had  to  do 
what  I  have  been  obliged  to  do — care- 
fully read  his  speeches,  and  judge  them 
in  connection  with  the  powers  which 
have  been  given  us  by  the  Act.  I  hardly 
know  whether  I  need  defend  myself 
against  the  charge  that  we  picked  out 
this  particular  time  for  arresting  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tipperary,  because  we 
were  afraid  of  his  action  with  regard  to 
the  Land  Bill.  On  that  point  I  can 
honestly  say  that  I  miss  his  absence, 
and  for  this  reason,  like  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar), 
who  do  us  the  greatest  possible  service, 
though  no  doubt  unintentionally  by  the 
course  of  action  which  they  take,  I  think 
that  we  might  have  derived  somewhat 
similar  assistance  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tipperary.  I  am  told,  however, 
that  we  arrested  him  because  he  was 
coming  over  to  this  House  to  state  the 
case  of  the  tenants  who  were  in  arrear. 
Well,  the   supposition  that  we  might 

?revent  that  was  the  only  ground  which 
felt  had  to  be  weighed  against  his 
arrest.  But  we  had  no  reason  to  be 
confident  that  he  was  coming.  I  wish 
to  be  perfectly  fair  in  the  matter,  and, 
therefore,  I  will  give  the  exact  expres- 
sion in  his  speech.    It  was  this — 

"  Next  week  a  last  appeal  will  be  made  to 
the  Government  to  suspend  the  process  of  e\nc- 
tion  in  Ireland  during  next  year.** 

There  is  no  statement,  however,  to  the 
effect  that  he  was  going  to  make  that 
appeal,  and  we  had  no  reason  to  believe 
that  he  was  coming  over.  On  the  con- 
trary, we  knew  that  on  the  Tuesday  he  was 
fully  expected,  and  there  was  every  proba- 
bility that  he  would  attend  a  meeting,  at 
Monaghan,  and  we  were  aware  that  he 
was  advertised  to  attend  what  seemed 
to  us  to  be,  from  his  point  of  view,  a 
very  important  meeting  in  Dublin  on 
the  Friday,  and  another  at  Middleton, 
in  County  Cork,  on  the  Sunday.  The 
real  fact  is,  that  we  could  not  run  the 
risk  of  a  repetition  of  these  speeches ; 
and,  therefore,  as  a  Government,  we 
felt  ourselves  obliged  to  act.  Indeed, 
I  do  not  myself  think  that  Mr.  Dillon 
had  made  up  his  mind  to  come  to  Lon- 
don that  week.  If  he  had  done  so,  I 
think  he  would  have  stated  that  it  was 
his  intention  to  do  so  at  the  last  meet- 
ing he   attended.     But,    be  that  as  it 

•  Mr.  jr.  E.  ForeUr 


may,  the  point  is  one  which,  in  my  opi- 
nion, does  not  matter  much.    The  next 
charge  refers  to  our  conduct  in  proclaim- 
ing a  state  of  siege  in  Dublin.    Now,  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  has 
ever  when  abroad  seen  a  town  in  a  state 
of  siege.    If  he  has,  he  will,  if  he  goes 
goes  to  Dublin,  find  there  at  the  present 
moment  a  very  different  state  of  things. 
I  suppose  that  it  was  simply  an  oratori- 
cal mode  of  expressing  the  fact  that  we 
had  prescribed  the  city  and  county  of 
Dublin  under  the  Act.    I  have  no  ob- 
jection to  state,  and  I  suppose  everybody 
knows,  that  our  chief  reason  for  doing 
that  was  to  arrest  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tipperary.     In  Dublin  the  meetings  of 
the  Land  League  Committee  were  held 
by  which  that    powerful   organization 
sent  aid  and  advice  to  the  omer  Land 
League  Committees  throughout  Ireland. 
At  the  meetings  held  in  Dublin  speechea 
were  made  which  were  calculated,  in  oar 
opinion,  to  incite  to  disorder,  and  pro- 
bably to  such  disorder  as  might  occaaion 
loss  of  life.  Therefore,  we  proclaimed  the 
city  and  county  of  Dublin.  As  the  Land 
League  chose  to  victimize  the  City  of 
Dublin,  we  deemed  it  necessary  to  hare 
the  power  of   arresting    persons  who 
made  speeches  there  inciting  to  disorder 
and  which  might  cause  bloodshed,  and 
which  could  not  be  made  in  any  place 
more  dangerously  or  more  effectually. 
I  have  now   dealt  with  the  first  two 
counts  of  the  indictment.     I  come  next 
to  the  arrest  and  imprisonment  of  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Sheehy.     1  do  not  wish  the 
House  to  suppose  that  we  thought  it 
was  a  light  matter  to  arrest  a  clei^- 
man — or  a  clergyman  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  Church.    If  Mr.  Sheehy  had 
been  a  layman,  he  would  undoubtedly 
have  been  arrested  before  he  was.    We 
know  very  well  that  there  are  reasons 
why  we  should  be  very  careful — why 
any  Government  should  be  careful — be- 
fore arresting  a  clergrman.    There  is  a 
difficulty  as  regards  their  flocks  in  deal- 
ing with  clergymen ;  but  there  is  also  a 
habit  of  using  strong  language  which  is 
not,  perhaps,  confined  solely  to  clergy- 
men of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  and 
which  requires  some  forbearance  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.    But  I  may 
state  at  once  that  the  immediate  cause 
of  the  arrest  of  Father  Sheehy  is  stated 
in  the  Warrant.  He  was  reasonably  sus- 
pected of  having  been  guilty  as  partial* 
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pator  in  a  orime  pnxuBliable  by  law — that 
18,  assembling  with  others  and  unlaw- 
fcdly  attempting,  by  threats  and  menaces^ 
to  compel  divers  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects to  quit  their  lawful  employment.  I 
cannot  give  the  detailed  grounds  on  whioh 
the  arrest  was  made.  [^  laugh,']  Hon. 
Members  laugh,  but  they  know  perfectly 
well  what  would  be  the  effect  of  giving 
those  details.  The  persons  concerned 
would  either  have  to  leave  the  country » 
or  their  lives  would  not  be  worth  24 
hoiirs'  purchase.  But  I  will  state  what 
I  can  state  in  reference  to  the  speeches 
of  Father  Sheehy,  and  which  might 
themselves  have  warranted  his  arrest. 
My  only  reluctance  in  referring  to  these 
speeches  is  due  to  the  fact  that  we  may 
fairly  lay  ourselves  open  to  the  charge 
that  we  ought  to  have  arrested  him 
Booner  than  we  did.  I  must  occupy  the 
House  as  shortly  as  I  can ;  but  here  is 
a  speech  made  at  Feenagh,  in  County 
Liimerick  on  April  3.  On  that  occasion 
Father  Sheehy  produced  a  writ  which 
he  held  up  to  the  gaze  of  the  people, 
who  groaned  heartily.     He  then  said — 

**This  writ  has  been  issued  against  a  man 
named  Connor,  in  a  place  called  Bargaran,  within 
the  lurisdiction  of  the  Castle  Mahon  branch  of 
the  Land  League;  and  being  asked  for  advice  as 
to  what  course  should  be  pursued  by  Connor 
now  that  this  has  been  served,  I  say  to  Connor 
and  Connor's  neighbours — *  Fight  this  battle  to 
the  bitter  end.  Force  Lord  Guillamore  to  bring 
the  sheriff,  and  ask  the  neighbours  not  to  be 
absent  on  the  occasion,  and  by  their  moral  sup- 
port,  and  in  every  way  bv  their  influence  on  the 
occasion,  to  save  Connor  from  any  injurious  con- 
sequences resulting  from  his  manly  attitude.*  " 

IMt.Healt:  Is  that  all?]  Is  that  all! 
it  is  enough.  Now,  I  will  state  what 
was  the  consequence  of  Father  Sheehy's 
advice.  The  speech  I  have  quoted  is 
one  of  a  g^eat  number  of  speeches  of  the 
same  kind,  and  we  must  bear  in  mind 
not  merely  the  violence  of  the  language 
used,  but  whether  the  lan^age  results 
in  violence.  On  the  next  day,  Mr.  Col- 
lett.  Lord  Quillamore's  agent,  was  serving 
writs  with  the  bailiff  and  two  constables 
when  he  was  set  upon  by  a  mob,  who 
stripped  him  of  nearly  all  his  clothes, 
and  his  bailiff  of  absolutely  all,  and  beat 
the  latter.  Next  day,  while  Mr.  Collett 
was  leaving  by  train,  under  the  protec- 
tion of  the  constabulary,  at  Newcastle 
Bail  way  Station,  another  mob  attacked 
him  and  smashed  the  railway  carriage 
with  stones,  Mr.  Collett  being  nearly 
killed.    That  was  the  way  in  which,  : 


following  Father  Sheehy's  advice,  these 
people  assembled  together  and  used  their 
moral  influence  agamst  the  execution  of 
the  law ;  and  I  do  not  think  that 
there  is  anyone  who  examines  the  lan- 
guage of  Father  Sheehy  in  regard  to 
the  assembling  of  the  neighbours  who 
will  wonder  when  I  say  that  I  reason- 
ably suspect  Father  Sheehy  of  expecting 
that  that  would  be  done.  There  is  an- 
other speech  I  will  read,  delivered  by 
the  Eev.  Father  Sheehy  at  Athea,  County 
Limerick,  on  May  1,  1881  — 

*'  The  Land  League  pledges  those  who  are 
loyal  to  its  principles,  under  every  instance  where 
a  solid  reduction  is  not  made  by  the  landlord,  to 
force  him  to  collect  his  rent  at  the  point  of  the 
bayonet,  to  force  the  emergency  men  to  come  up 
from  Dublin,  and  the  sub-sheriff  to  come  out 
from  his  comfortable  quarters,  and  the  Boyal 
Irish  to  trudge  from  their  barracks,  the  hotel- 
keepers  and  car-owners  taking  care  to  *  Boycott ' 
them,  and  so  forcing  them,  at  last,  to  reach 
the  homestead  where  the  rack-rent  is  to  be 
collected.  Now,  if  this  be  done,  as  I  hope  it 
will  be  done,  it  will  take  these  misguiders  of 
landlordism  a  much  longer  time  than  that  which 
is  to  be  numbered  by  the  number  of  days  within 
six  to  collect  the  current  gale ;  and  when  the 
gale  is  collected,  they  will  have  to  repeat  the 
same  operations  next  September  and  next  March.' ' 

What  does  that  mean  ?  What  does  it 
mean  addressed  to  an  excitable  and  high- 
spirited  audience  but  that  they  are  to 
risk  the  shedding  of  blood,  and  even  the 
loss  of  life,  in  resisting  the  landlord  until 
the  rent  is  reduced.  Could  anyone  that 
has  the  experience  of  Father  oheehy — 
knowing  his  duty  to  preach  forbearance 
— have  any  doubt  what  would  be  the 
result  of  the  words  he  used?  I  will 
give  another  illustration.  A  meeting 
was  held  at  Kilmallock  about  that  time 
on  a  Sunday — these  meetings  are  gene- 
rally held  on  a  Sunday — it  was  about 
three  or  four  weeks  ago.  Another  Eo- 
man  Catholic  clergyman.  Father  Clery, 
spoke.     He  said — 

*  *  I  am  speaking  deliberately.  I  am  not  speak- 
ing hastily,  but  calmly  and  dispassionately,  and 
I  ask  you  for  a  cheer  for  Fenianism.  I  give 
you  my  reason  for  that,  as  I  wish  to  explain 
ever3dhing.  I  say  when  people  are  oppressed, 
and  when  suffering  is  entailed  upon  them,  with- 
out hope  of  redress,  they  have  a  right  to  rebel. 
My  Fenianism  was  the  I*  enianism  that  would  be 
successful.  If  I  had  a  resolution  to  propose,  I 
would  like  it  to  be  one  for  breaking  open  tiie 
gaols  and  emancipating  the  prisoners." 

tMr.  Healy  :  Hear,  hear ! J  The  hon. 
lember  for  Wexford  cheers  even  that 
If  these  are  his  sentiments,  perhaps  he 
wiU  go  to  Ireland  himself  and  express 
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them.  On  reading  Father  Olery'sepeecb, 
I  thought  it  my  duty  to  state  to  the  Irish 
Executive  that  I  thought  the  reverend 
gentleman  ought  to  be  arrested.  After 
he  had  called  for  cheers  for  Feniamsm, 
and  stated  what  he  did,  the  House  will, 
perhaps,  wonder  why  he  was  not  ar- 
rested. And  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  the  events  of  that  Sunday  evening 
were  not  inconsistent  with  the  tenour  of 
the  speeches  delivered  in  the  afternoon. 
In  the  evening,  a  Land  League  meeting 
was  held  at  Kilmallock.  Two  patrols 
of  police,  of  four  men  each,  were  attacked 
by  a  mob  with  stones.  The  men  at  the 
barracks  turned  out  to  protect  the  pa- 
trols, and  a  very  large  mob  collected  and 
pelted  the  police  with  all  sorts  of  missiles. 
The  only  way  in  which  the  riot  could  be 
stopped  would  have  been  to  fire  on  the 
mob  ;  but  as  there  were  many  persons 
trying  to  stop  the  rioting,  several  inno- 
cent people  would  have  been  shot.  It 
was  thought  better  to  withdraw  the  men 
to  the  barracks.  Many  of  them  were 
hurt.  After  the  police  retired,  the  crowd 
paraded  the  streets  with  bands,  hooting 
and  shouting  at  the  police.  Later  in  the 
night,  when  darkness  came  on,  the  win- 
dows of  the  barracks  were  broken  by  a 
large  mob.  Thus  the  police  consented 
— to  their  very  g^eat  discouragement  as 
upholders  of  the  law — to  be  beaten  back 
rather  than,  in  that  case,  to  have  fired, 
and,  perhaps,  killed  innocent  people.  I 
do  not  for  a  moment  doubt  that  that  riot 
would  not  have  happened  that  evening 
had  it  not  been  for  those  speeches  on  that 
day.  Well,  now,  why,  I  say,  was  Father 
Olery  not  arrested?  I  got  back,  in  reply  to 
my  communication,  a  statement  that  he 
was  a  very  old  man.  But  I  found  after- 
wards that  that  was  not  exactly  true. 
He  is  not  a  very  old  man.  But  he  was 
not  a  man  who  had  taken  a  very  violent 
part  before  in  the  agitation,  and  if  the 
Government  had  arrested  him  without 
arresting  Father  Sheehy  it  would  have 
been  thought  a  very  invidious  proceed- 
ing. Father  Sheehy  spoke  at  the  same 
meeting,  but,  on  that  occasion,  was  more 
careful  as  to  the  expressions  he  used. 
But  he  was  the  real  instigator  of  the 
disorder  that  prevailed.  A  night  or 
two  ago,  on  a  Motion  for  adjournment, 
a  letter  was  read  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  from  Father  Sheehy, 
written  before  his  arrest.  I  must  de- 
tain the  House  while  I  read  that  letter. 
It  was    not  reported  in  the    London 

Mr.  JF.  £.  F9r$Ur 


papers,  but  was  in  The  F^ennaWi  Jommtl, 
In  it  he  says — 

**  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  R.M.,  is  here  in  bii 
magisterial  capacity  since  Friday.  On  tlM 
evening  of  his  arrival  he  went  through  the  town, 
and,  though  an  atter  stranger  here,  beinfr  tn 
importation  from  Belfast  on  the  day  previoos, 
he  insisted  on  the  people  dispersing  to  their 
homes,  who  were  quietly  chatting  in  the  street 
in  groups  of  three  and  four,  as  u  the  wont  of 
people  at  that  time  in  the  town.  On  their  re> 
lusing,  he  proceeded  furiously  to  strike  them 
with  his  cane,  and  struck  several  violently  over 
the  shoulders.  He  subsequently  brought  oat 
the  police  with  their  shotted  guns  and  cleued 
the  streeta.    The  police  clubbed  the  people  fredy 

with  the   stocks    of  their  rifles This 

furious  conduct  was  climaxed  last  evening.  Oar 
local  band  played  some  airs  through  the  streets, 
and  on  its  passing  the  police  barracks  some  fev 
persons  in  the  crowd  cheered.  Forthwith,  over 
a  dozen  policemen,  whom  the  magistrate  had 
formed  into  line  in  anticipation  of  the  arrival  of 
the  band,  rushed  into  the  midst  of  the  crovd 
and  used  their  batons  like  so  many  maniaos." 

Now,  before  I  state  what  is  officially 
reported  in  this  matter  I  would  say  a 
word  about  Mr.  Lloyd.  Mr.  Uoyd  is  a 
magistrate  who  was  sent  down  to  assist 
another  magistrate  in  that  district,  the 
district  itself  being  in  a  most  dangerons 
condition.  He  had  been  to  BeUast, 
where,  I  belieye,  he  has  obtained  the 
good  esteem  of  the  respectable  men  of 
both  sides.  It  has  been  stated,  or  in- 
sinuated,  that  he  had  a  special  feeling 
against  the  Land  League.  My  expe- 
rience of  Mr.  Lloyd  is  this — that  nis 
action  brought  him  into  considerable 
disfavour  with  some  hon.  Oentlemen 
from  the  North  of  Ireland — not  Members 
below  the  Gangway.  He  preyented  a 
meeting  of  the  Land  League  oeing  inter- 
fered with  by  armed  Orangemen.  That 
was  my  first  experience  of  him,  and  I 
much  approved  of  his  conduct.  We 
found  that  he  acted  with  great  energy, 
and  I  may  say,  also,  with  g^at  forbear- 
ance in  many  difficult  positions  he  has 
occupied,  and  we  sent  him  down  because 
we  believed  that  he  was  courageous,  ener- 
getic, and  discreet,  and  likely  to  quell 
the  disturbance  that  certainly  existed 
in  that  district.  I  am  perfectly  sure  of 
this — that  any  man  sent  there  likely  to 
quell  the  disturbance  would  have  had  the 
attacks  made  upon  him  that  have  been 
made  on  Mr.  lloyd,  and  hon.  Members 
like  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  and  those  that  sit  with  him 
would  vindicate  those  attacks.  Having 
said  so  much  about  Mr.  Lloyd,  I  may 
state  that  I  bad  a  letter  from  him  to-day 
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in  which  he  says  that  these  statements 
about  his  own  actions — the  use  of  the 
cane  and  so  forth — are  absolutely  with- 
out the  smallest  foundation,  with  the 
exception  of  the  statement  that  the  Key. 
Father  Sheehy's  servant  may  have  been 
struck  when  a  small  body  of  police  were 
rudely  and  deliberately  attacked  by 
some  300  rioters.  This  is  what  he  writes 
after  seeing  the  charge  against  him. 
But  what  was  the  information  he  gave 
to  the  Government  in  the  simple  execu- 
tion of  his  duty  before  he  knew  that  any 
charge  was  made  against  him  ?  Here 
is  the  report  of  what  happened.  He 
says — 

**  Mr.  Lloyd  wiahes  particularly  the  Govem- 
ment  to  understasd  what  is  meant  by  the  term 
'  Boycott/  as  understood  in  Kilmallock  and 
the  country  round,  and  he  speaks  now  for  his 
own  personal  observation.  On  the  day  of  his 
arrival  in  Kilmallock,  he  saw  two  men  being 
hunted  through  the  streets  by  a  large  mob  shout- 
ing '  Boycott  them,  Bovcott  them  I '  The  men 
rtuhed  into  a  publican  s  house  in  a  state  of 
abject  terror,  the  mob  striking  at  them  with 
their  sticlES.  The  door  was  uammed  in  the 
^ce  of  the  mob,  who  then  commenced  to  kick 
in  the  door,  when  Mr.  Lloyd  himself  interfered 
with  a  few  policemen,  sent  for  more,  and 
cleared  the  street  with  some  difficulty,  amid 
the  groans  and  hoots  of  the  people.  After 
■ofne  time,  he  had  the  two  persons  escorted  out 
of  the  town  into  the  oountiy  by  an  officer  and 
some  men  of  the  police,  and,  from  inquiries 
made,  he  found  that  their  alleged  offence 
was  the  statement  that  they  had  paid  their 
rente — a  high  misdemeanour — which,  however, 
tbej  denied  having  been  guilty  of." 

Now,  that  is  the  account  of  the  occur- 
rence, not  sent  in  order  to  meet  Father 
Bheehy's  account,  but  given  by  Mr.  Lloyd 
in  the  course  of  his  duty  stating  what 
happened  after  he  got  there.  Mr.  Lloyd 
states  that  he  knows  that  a  man  ''  Boy- 
eotted  "  is  in  the  position  that  neither  his 
property,  person,  or  life  is  safe,  but  all 
are  in  immediate  danger.  He  cannot 
appear  in  public,  for  he  would  receive 
exactly  the  same  treatment  as  that  al- 
ready recorded,  and  that  is  what  mem- 
bers of  the  Land  League  are  loudly 
boasting  of — that,  holding  and  making 
use  of  such  weapons,  they  are  '*  masters 
of  the  situation.''  The  reason  why  I 
state  this  is  to  explain  the  action  of  the 
Ooremment.  It  is  sometimes  imagined 
that  we  can  arrest  men  under  this  Act 
simply  for  "  Boycotting,"  or  advising 
"Boycotting."  Where**  Boycotting^ 
simply  means  exclusive  dealing,  we  can- 
not do  that,  and  we  have  not  done  it ;  but 
where  "  Boycotting"  means  putting  any 


Serson  in  danger,  we  can  do  it,  and  have 
one  it  in  many  cases,  and  shall  do  it 
again. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  the  names  of  the 
persons  **  Boycotted?  " 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  think  it 
would  not  be  right  to  give  the  names. 
The  hon.  Member  knows  that  if  it  is  not 
already  known  who  they  are,  the  fact  of 
my  stating  in  the  House  the  names 
would  lead  from  **  Boycotting  "  to  some- 
thing worse. 

Mr.  O'SULLLIVAN  :  It  is  in  my 
neighbourhood,  and  if  it  had  occurred  I 
should  have  known  it. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  give  the 
hon.  Member  credit  for  not  knowing 
these  circumstances.  Well,  now  as  to 
the  attack  on  the  police  barrack.  Mr. 
Lloyd  reported  as  follows  : — 

**  His  Excellency  will,  therefore,  not  be  sur- 
prised to  hear  that  last  night  an  attack  waa 
made  on  the  police  barrack  here,  which  ia 
situated  at  one  extremity  of  the  town.  At 
about  9.45  p.m.  a  band  began  to  parade  the 
town  collecting  the  rioters.  I  at  once  went 
across  to  the  barrack,  which  is  opposite  where 
I  am  lodging,  and  ordered  the  men  to  divest 
themselves  of  their  side-arms  and  get  their 
bdtons." 

Here  I  may  say  that  one  reason  why  I 
was  glad  to  send  Mr.  Lloyd  down  was 
because  I  knew  that  he  had  a  belief  that 
much  could  be  done  by  the  police  with 
their  batons,  and  without  arms.  The 
Report  continues — 

"  A  very  small  force  was  available — only  20 
men  in  all.  The  horses  had  to  be  protected  in 
the  rear,  and  the  barrack  kept  occupied.  For 
these  duties  I  left  six  men  with  nfles.  Our 
arrangements  were  just  completed  when  the 
band  began  outside  the  barrack,  and  the  mob 
commenced  yelling  and  shouting.  With  Mr. 
Sub-In8i)ector  Jennings,  T  led  out  13  men,  and 
was  received  with  a  volley  of  stones ;  but  giving 
the  order  at  once  to  clear  the  street,  the  small 
body  of  police,  led  by  Mr.  Jennings,  very 
bravely  charged  in  the  very  centre  of  the  mob, 
which  numU^red  from  300  to  400  people,  thus 
dividing  it  into  two  portions.  The  police  first 
charged  one  way  and  then  the  other,  using  their 
batons  freely  and  with  determination.  The 
mob  was  completely  taken  aback,  and  waa 
utterly  routed.  The  people  showed  signs  of 
renewing  the  attack  ;  but  I  sent  up  a  prominent 
I^nd  Leaguer  to  inform  them  that  if  they  did 
w)  I  should  use  our  fire-arms.  We  remained 
during  the  night  prepared  for  any  emergency. 
I  need  not  comment  ufHrn  such  a  condition  of 
affairs.  At  daybreak  1  had  several  rioters  ar* 
rested." 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  I  want  to  ask  the 
Chief  Socrotary— [Cwf  of  "Order!" 
and  interrupt  ion, '\ 
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Mb.  W.  E.  F0E8TER:  I  say  that 
this  showed  great  courage,  great  for- 
bearance; and  if  you  compare  it  with 
the  letter  of  Father  Sheehy,  you  will  see 
the  difference  of  the  account.  This 
stoning  of  the  police  and  stoning  of  the 
soldiers  is  a  very  serious  matter.  The 
police  did  their  duty,  and  they  are  ful- 
filling their  duty  in  a  most  courageous 
and  forbearing  manner.  But  policemen 
are  men  of  flesh  and  blood,  and  so  are 
the  soldiers,  and  the  soldiers  are  young 
soldiers;  and  if  we  are  to  have  clergy- 
men of  the  Eoman  Catholic  Churcli — 
men  of  position — making  speeches  to 
bring  the  people  into  such  a  state  of  ex- 
citement that  stones  are  hurled  at  them, 
the  consequences  may  be  grave.  Now, 
I  have  told  the  House  why  we  could 
not  give  the  grounds  upon  which  we 
thought  it  necessary  to  act  on  that 
special  Warrant  in  the  case  of  Father 
Sheehy.  I  can  only  say  that,  at  some 
future  time,  if  the  general  policy  of  our 
arrests  should  be  contested,  I  would 
gladly  let  it  be  tested  on  the  strength 
of  these  grounds.  I  have  shown  what 
we  had  to  deal  with  in  Father  Sheehy ; 
but  I  will  acknowledge  that,  for  rea- 
sons I  have  already  stated,  and  also 
for  other  reasons,  we  thought  that  g^eat 
forbearance  was  necessary.  We  hoped 
that  some  sense  of  his  Christian  duties, 
some  sense  of  what  would  be  the  suffer- 
ings of  the  persons — men  of  his  own 
flock  —  that  he  was  exciting,  would 
prevent  a  continuance  of  that  conduct ; 
and  we  also  thought  that  that  might 
happen  with  him  which  has  happened 
with  other  priests,  that  he  might  be  ad- 
vised by  other  persons  to  be  more  mo- 
derate and  careful.  But  we  waited  till 
we  could  wait  no  longer.  We  waited 
till  it  was  clear  that  others  were  follow- 
ing his  example,  thinking  that  because 
thejr  were  clergymen  and  because  it  was 
their  business  to  prepare  people  for  the 
next  world,  that  they  might  break  the 
law  and  incite  men  to  what  would  lead 
them  to  punishment  in  this  world.  And 
Father  Sheehy  had  boldly  stated  that  he 
would  take  that  line.  I  want  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  listen  to  this.  There  was  a 
meeting  at  the  National  Land  League, 
in  Sackville  Street,  on  March  3.  Father 
Sheehy  then  said — 

"  There  might  be  arrests.  The  priests  of  the 
country  were  determined  to  take  such  decisive 
action  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  the 
Govemment  to  pass  them    over    and    arrest 


others ;  so  that  thd  (Government,  if  thej  seted 
fairly,  if  they  were  not  cowards,  as  he  behered 
they  were,  would  have  the  responibQity  of 
arresting  tJie  priests  first;  and  then,  having 
arrested  the  pnests  and  put  them  into  prison, 
their  work  be  on  their  own  heads,  beoMue 
they  would  then  touch  a  chord  in  the  Iriah 
heart  which  has  not  yet,  perhaps,  Tibrttad. 
He,  therefore,  dared  them  to  the  wont" 

\_Cheer%  from    the   Iruh    Memhert.]     I 
thought  that  I  should  find  some  hon. 
Members    cheer   this    statement  of  a 
clergymcm,  that  he  would  take  advan- 
tage of  the  religious  feelings  of  the  Iribh 
people,  and  that  he  would  defy  the  law, 
relying  that  he  would  not  be  arrested  on 
account  of  his  position  when  he  endea- 
voured to  strike  a  chord  that  would  be 
dangerous  to  the  Qovemment.   The  Go- 
vernment have  to  consider  the  effect  of 
striking  such  a  chord ;  but,  unon  the 
whole,  we  believe  that  we  should  not  be 
acting  justly  if  we  respected  persons  and 
allowed  priests,  because  they  are  priests, 
to  incite  people  to  actions  of  that  kind. 
Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  some  remarks  on 
our  general  policy.    I  can  only  state  to 
the  House  that  when  I  first  went  over 
to  Ireland  to  assist  my  noble  Friend 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  the  prosecutions, 
the  ground  we  took  was  not  to  arrest 
everyone  whose  case  was  brought  before 
us.     Some  hon.  Members  seem  to  sop- 
pose  that  we  try  to  create  and  manu- 
facture outrages.  [Interrupt$<m/rom  Iruh 
Members y  and  eries  of  "  Hear,  bear  ! "] 
Well,  the  outrages  exist,  at  any  rate; 
and  I  may  inform  hon.  Members,  tl- 
though  I  do  not  expect  some  of  them 
who  say  **  Hear,  hear !  "  to  believe  me, 
but  I  know  that  the  House  generally 
will  believe  me,  when  I  state  that  we 
only  arrested  a  small  proportion  of  the 
cases  that  were  brought  before  us.    Wo 
only  picked  out  for  arrest  those  whoee 
apprehension   we  thought  would  have 
most  effect  in  discoiiraging  and  deter- 
ring others,  and  those  against  whom 
the  cases  were    most   apparent  ;    and 
there    were    a    large    number    whom 
other  persons — not  local  magistrates- 
thought  we  should  arrest — no  doubt,  a» 
they  thought,  on   good  grounds— but 
whom    we    did    not   arrest.      Then  I 
hoped  that  that  would  be  sufficient  as 
regarded  retrospective  arrests.    I  thiiik 
we  have  hardlv  made  a  retrospective 
arrest  since— that  is  to  say,  we  have 
hardly  made  one  arrest  of   any  per- 
son charged    with   committing  or   in- 
citing to  an  outrage  before  the  paaeiog 
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of  the  Act.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dan- 
garvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell),  with  that  accu- 
racy which  characterizes  him,  says  that 
we  have  arrested  no  perpetrators  of  out- 
rages. Welly  I  have  just  sent  for  the 
hst  that  was  last  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House,  and  I  find  that  in  that  list 
there  are  54  persons  named,  two  of  them 
for  treasonable  practices 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Remember, 
too,  that  two  of  them  were  arrested  on 
suspicion. 

Ma.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Yes,  they 
were  all  arrested  on  suspicion;  they  could 
not  have  been  arrested  on  anything  else. 
Nineteen  of  the  cases  were  for  inciting 
to  outrage,  and  33  for  perpetratiug  out- 
rage. For  a  time  the  Act  had  an  efifect ; 
then  we  found  out  that  the  outrages  were 
increasing,  and  we  also  found  out  that 
the  organization  that  had  been  checked 
in  the  first  place  by  the  Act,  had  again 
.become  yery  active.  I  stated  then, 
and  most  distinctly,  that  I  hoped,  as 
regarded  every  bad  outrage,  every 
decided  outrage,  the  police  would  be 
able  to  let  us  know  who  should  be 
arrested  in  connection  with  it.  One  of 
the  great  difficulties  the  police  had 
to  contend  with  was  the  completeness  of 
the  organization — people,  for  example, 
being  actually  sent  from  a  distance  to 
commit  these  outrages.  I  do  not  think 
that  any  hon.  Member  who  has  read 
or  heard  anything,  or  knows  anything 
of  the  worst  of  these  outrages,  par- 
ticularly the  murders,  can  have  the 
•lightest  doubt  about  the  matter.  And 
now  comes  this  question  of  the  Circular. 
It  was  certainly  not  directly  issued  by 
me.  [Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connob  :  Yes ;  but 
you  are  responsible  for  it.]  Yes,  I 
am  responsible  for  it ;  but  I  merely 
state  the  fact  of  its  issue  by  the  Chief 
Inspector,  because  of  the  remarks  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan. 
The  orders  were,  I  may  say,  those  of 
the  Chief  Inspector,  made  with  my 
sanction  and  that  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant. Taking  the  Circular,  I  dosiro 
to  correct  a  mistake  I  made  yesterday. 
The  last  thing  I  would  do  would  be 
to  avoid  any  responsibility ;  and  I  may 
hare  conveyed  to  the  House  that,  al- 
though I  was  fully  responsible  for  the 
substance  of  the  Circular,  I  was  not 
responsible  for  the  opening  paragraph. 
It  was  submitted  to  me  in  proof ;  but  I 
was  so  attentive  to  the  p^euoral  sub- 
•tanoe  of  the  Circular,  that  I  lost  sight  of 

TOL.  CCLXI.    [third  sbbixs.] 


that  paragraph.  I  have  no  objection  to 
state  that  had  I  foreseen  the  critical 
examination  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan,  it  would  have  been  worded 
otherwise.  It  is  suggested  that  it  was 
necessary  for  us  to  guard  against 
misconstruction ;  but  that  was  not  so, 
because  it  was  a  confidential  Circular, 
sent  only  to  18  men,  who  were  cer- 
tainly not  likely  to  subject  us  to 
misconstruction.  I  may  tell  you,  too, 
why  those  words  were  used.  They  were 
used  because  the  Inspector  General  did 
not  wish  the  police  generally  to  suppose 
that  there  was  a  censure  upon  them  by 
the  authorities.  We  did  think  it  de- 
sirable to  remind  them  in  some  degree 
of  their  duties ;  but  we  did  not  wish  to  re- 
mind them  in  a  manner  that  they  mis^ht 
think  they  were  censured  by  the  autho- 
rities in  Dublin.  The  words  **  lock  and 
key  "  are  generally  used  in  confidential 
Circulars,  and  I  think  we  did  perfectly 
right  in  telling  the  police  that  it  was 
their  duty  to  stop  these  outrages  if  they 
could. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Stick  to  the 
Circular. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  Tion.  Member 
for  GalwAy  having  interrupted  several 
times  in  a  manner  quite  unusual,  if  he 
does  so  again  I  must  warn  him  that  he 
has  disregarded  the  authority  of  the 
Chair.  

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  must  next 
refer  to  the  second  paragraph  of  the  Cir- 
cular, which  states — 

"  It  is  to  the  fact  of  the  impunity  with  which 
secret  and  violent  ontragcs  are  committed  that 
the  Inspector  Creneral  desires  to  call  attention 
in  a  very  special  manner.*' 

I  admit  that  I  was  disappointed  at  the 
extent  of  that  impunity.  The  Circular 
goes  further,  and  states — 

**It  is  most  difficult  to  conceive  that  the 
police,  with  the  knowledge  they  possess  of  the 
character  and  habits  of  the  people  among  whom 
they  live,  are  not  oftener  in  a  position  to  know 
at  least  some  of  those  present  at  the  perpe- 
tration of  nightly  outrages ;  but  if  it  is  diffi* 
cult  to  believe  this,  it  is  still  more  difficult  to 
understand  that  they  fail  in  so  many  instances 
to  give  grounds  of  reasonable  suspicion  against 
anyone." 

These  officers,  no  doubt,  occupy  a  difficult 
position ;  but  it  is  my  business  and  the 
business  of  the  Inspector  General  to  stir 
and  stimulate  them.  If  it  had  been  a 
question  of  manufacturing  outraffea,  then 
I  what  hon.  Members  have  said  would, 
i  no  doubt,  have  been  perfectly  true.  Bui 
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ihey  are  not  manufactured ;  they  are  too 
certain  and  too  evident.  Our  business 
is  to  stop  them.  We  have,  not  unfre- 
quently,  had  men  sent  up  to  us  as  beinff 
suspected  without  what  we  considered 
reasonable  g^unds  of  suspicion.  We 
have,  therefore,  naturally  asked  the  police 
if  you  really  do  believe  these  people 
did  commit  or  incite  to  these  outrages, 
you  ought  to  have  looked  out  more  care- 
fully and  obtained  more  information  that 
would  give  us  some  g^unda  on  which  to 
act.     The  Circular  fw:iher  states — 

"  The  most  active  leaden  and  instigators  of 
popular  movements  of  every  description  and 
their  respective  characters  are  well  known  to 
the  police.'' 

Had  I  had  to  write  that,  I  should  pro- 
bably have  qualified  that  term.  Jrro- 
bably,  however,  everyone  knows  what 
it  meant.  It  does  not  mean  popular 
movements  as  we  understand  the  term 
in  England,  or  a  movement  for  Consti- 
tutional purposes,  but  one  leading  to 
such  acts  as  '*  Boycotting,"  for  example. 
The  Circular  says — 

<'  The  persons  who  are  likely  to  be  led  by 
their  influence  and  advice  are  also  well  known ; 
and  the  Inspector  (General  is,  therefore,  unable 
to  understand  how  it  so  often  happens  that  on 
the  occasion  of  an  outraffo  adnuttedly  com- 
mitted at  the  instigation  of  the  leaders  referred 
to,  the  police  officers  and  their  constables  state 
that  they  cannot  attach  an^  ffrounds  of  reason- 
able suspicion  against  any  mdividual  even  as  an 
inciter  to  outrage." 

Now,  statements  with  regard  to  outrages 
come  to  us.  We  have  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  the  outrages  have  been  com- 
mitted. Had  we  acted  as  hon.  Members 
have  supposed,  we  should  have  taken 
these  statements  without  inquiry,  and 
not  have  stimulated  the  pobce  to  give 
the  reasonable  eroimds  of  suspicion.  I 
know  very  well  what  must  be  the  fate 
of  any  Minister  who  attempts  to  restore 
order  in  Ireland.  {InUrryptiom  from  the 
Iruh  Member i.)  But  I  expect  to  be  be- 
lieved by  the  majority  of  this  House 
when  I  say  that  this  would  have  been  a 
bad  Circular  to  have  issued  had  it  not 
been  issued  in  order  to  obtain  infor- 
mation for  persons  who  were  sifting  for 
themselves  with  the  greatest  possible 
care  the  groimds  upon  whi<m  cases 
were  sent  up,  and  who,  in  the  majority 
of  instances,  did  not  accept  those 
grounds.  Now,  I  think  I  have  said  all, 
or  nearly  all,  I  intended  to  say  with  re- 
gard to  tne  actual  charges  made  underthis 

Jfr.  W.  E.  J^eter 


Besolution ;  and  I  must  add  a  few  words 
on  other  charges  which  have  not  been 
made  to-day,  but  which  I  re&;ret  were 
made  in  the  heat  of  debate  by  one  of 
the  Members  for  the  University  of  Dub- 
lin some  time  ago — that  we  had  not  car- 
ried out  these  measures,  as  we  ought  to 
have  carried  them  out,  with  energr  and 
determination.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  says  we  have  carried  them 
out  with  caprice. 

LoKD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Yes ;  it  is  quite  apparent. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  No  doubt,  it 
is  apparent  to  the  noble  Lord ;  but  the 
noble  Lord  recently  gave  us,  as  an  illus- 
tration, that  Archbishop  Croke — 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
No ;  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  referred  to 
Father  Sheehy  in  my  Question. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  am  glad 
the  noble  Lord  does  not  fora;et  that  even 
he  has  some  degree  of  influence  as  a 
Member  of  Parliament.  He  forgets, 
however,  that  he  may  convey  an  insinu- 
ation by  asking  a  Question,  without  the 
remotest  foundation  for  it,  and  an  insinu- 
ation which  may  equal  in  effect  and 
intention  any  statement.  I  am  now  about 
to  speak  to  Members  from  Ireland  on  the 
Benches  op|>osite  me  behind  the  Front 
Bench.  This  Act,  though  the  widest 
ever  passed,  has  its  limits,  and  we 
cannot  go  beyond  its  limits.  It  is  our 
belief  that  anyone  in  our  position  would 
have  acted  as  we  have  done.  You  who 
stand  by  and  look  on  cannot  tell  what  we 
were  obliged  to  consider  when  putting 
into  operation  an  Act  with  regard  to 
which  we  were  pleged  not  to  arrest  per- 
sons except  we  believed  they  came  within 
its  terms.  Speeches  which  were  com- 
paratively innocent  at  first  have  now  be- 
come very  dangerous,  and  the  effects 
which  have  followed  and  follow  from  them 
are  so  frequent,  and  they  must  be,  or 
oueht  to  be  so  well  known,  that  I  admit, 
ana  we  accept,  the  responsibility  that  we 
have  to  deal  with  speeches  in  a  different 
manner  from  that  in  which  we  had  to 
deal  with  them  at  first.  Again,  if  we  had 
strained  the  law,  if  we  had  not  shown 
some  forbearance  in  exercising  it,  we 
might  very  probably  have  set  public 
opinion  against  the  law.  But  we  re- 
solved to  err  on  the  safe  side.  I  may 
say,  here,  that  nothing  I  have  heard  frt>m 
any  Member  of  the  House  gave  me  so 
much  pain  as  the  words  used  by  the  right 
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1  to  p^o  to  America; 
tiio  particular  case  on 
had   boen  laid — the 
.  ..i  III  inotl  Murphy.     And 
riroumstances    of    his 
nut   certainly  had   not 
*injr  tenant  for  the   last 
'  I'is  farm  had  never  been 
•T-y  condition.     He  paid  a 
'  n-year;  so  he  was  not  one 
t  f-Miall  and  helpless  tenants. 
-  MiiiiK  :  What  is  the  valua- 
*    was   impossible   to  proceed 
<  t  thoso  interruptions. 
"I'KAKER:    I  have  distinctly 
■  ').it  these  interruptions  are  dis- 
.  .'Hid  I  must  take  serious  notice 
.ii  if  th*»y  continue. 
'..  TLUNKET,  resuming,  said,  that 
•  ♦-  l^Jo  there  had  been  no  alteration 
rliO  r«nt  of  this  man's  holding,  and 
....a  it  was  reduced  by  £8.    What  were 
:>.•    urcumstances  of  this   eviction,  on 
.   <  Munt    of   which    the  whole  County 
1  ":aerick  was  to  be  raised,  and  in  refer- 
* '  f  <•  to  which  such  strong  language  had 
\  L**n  used  by  the  rev.  gentleman?  In  May, 
IHSO,  an  ejectment  process  for  non-pay- 
nif  nt  of  rent  was  obtained,  the  tenant 
bt'ing  £160  in  arrears.     It  should  be 
6aid  also  that  the  landlord  would  incur 
a  loss  of  £250  by  the  ejectment,  because 
in  addition  to  the  amount  of  arrears  the 
landlord  recently  expended  £90  upon  an 
addition  to  the  dwelling-house  and  the 
offices,   the  latter  of  which   had  been 
allowed  to  fall  into  disrepair;   and  in 
October,  1880,  he  offered  £100  to  the 
tenant  to  assist  him  to  emigrate.     This 
was  the  man  whose  case  was  brought 
forward  as  the  test  case  from  the  county 
of  Limerick.    What  happened  ?    At  last 
one  of  these  two  ejectments  took  place, 
the  tenant  owing  £  160.  The  sheriff  took 
possession  under  the  decree,  and  a  care- 
taker was  put  in,  pending  redemption. 
There  was  some  arrangement,  by  which 
a  certain  amount  of  the  redemption  was 
secured  by  the  letting  of  the  grass,  and 
shortly  after  the  tenant  came  and  offered 
the  balance.     By  this  time  an  addition 
to  the  rent  had  accrued,  and  the  landlord 
•aid — '*  I  will  willingly   accept  you,  if 
}ou  will  get  security  for  the  balance  of 
the  amount."     The  tenant  went  away 
apparently  with  the  intention  of  obtaining 
the  security  ;  but  then  there  came  about 
one  of  those  occurrences  with  which  they 
were  now  too  familiar.  The  Land  League 
came  into  operatioo,  and  the  tenant  was 


persuaded  to  take  forcible  possession  of 
the  holding,  defying  the  law,  the  land- 
lord, the  agent,  and  everybody  else. 
That  happened  on  an  estate  upon  which 
landlord  and  tenants  had  always  been 
on  the  best  possible  terms.  Then  came 
this  unfortunate  influence,  and  they  saw 
the  consequence.  The  remainder  of  the 
story  was  brief.  The  man  was  prosecuted 
for  his  illegal  re-entry  into  the  premises  ; 
but  the  jury  disagreed,  notwithstanding 
the  man's  own  admission.  Judge  Barry 
on  the  occasion  remarked  that  this  was 
another  of  those  discreditable  scenes 
that  had  taken  place  during  the  Spring 
Assizes,  and  went  to  justify  the  remark 
that  all  over  Ireland  trial  by  jury  had 
become  a  farce.  It  was  so  in  the  county 
of  Limerick.  He  would  not  occupy  time 
further ;  but  he  would  leave  it  to  the 
justice  and  honour  of  the  House  to  say 
whether  the  charges  against  this  gen- 
tleman and  his  agent,  so  recklessly 
made,  had  been  fairly  or  justly  main- 
tained. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  that  as  his 
county  had  obtained  so  much  notoriety 
during  this  debate,  it  would  not  be 
out  of  place  if  he  said  a  few  words  on 
the  subject.  He  knew  every  inch  of 
the  property  and  every  tenant  upon  it 
for  the  last  25  or  30  years,  and  he  was 
prepared  to  say,  without  fear  of  con- 
tradiction, that  thoiigh  there  were  many 
rack-rented  estates  in  Limerick,  not  one 
was  half  so  rack-rented  as  the  estate  of 
Mr.  Coote.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Plunket)  had  said 
that  the  rents  had  not  been  raised  for 
25  years.  But  what  were  those  rents  ? 
He  would  give  some  instances,  and 
would  mention  names.  Did  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  never  hear 
of  a  tenant  named  Walsh,  who  had  his 
rent  raised  from  £4  an  acre  to  £-1  8«., 
or  of  Widow  Duggan,  evicted  from  her 
holding  ?  There  was  no  more  rack- 
rented  or  persecuted  tenantry  in  the 
County  Limerick.  Did  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  never  hoar  of  Widow 
U'Donnell,  of  the  Abbey  Farm,  Kil- 
mallock,  who,  for  a  farm  of  22  acres,  paid 
£96  a-ycar,  the  valuation  being  about 
£50?  Was  that  a  rack-rented  farm? 
True  it  was  that  the  rent  on  the  farm  had 
not  been  increased  much  during  the  last 
25  years ;  but  he  (Mr.  O'SuUivan)  had 
known  the  family  for  33  years  as  hard 
working,  industrious  and  honest  as  any 
in  the  parish,  and  during  all  that  time 
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they  had  toiled  from  daylight  to  dark  to 
pay  the  exorbitant  rent  and  keep  them- 
selves alive.  When  their  cattle  died, 
neither  Mr.  Ooote  nor  Mr.  Townsend  gave 
them  any  sort  of  help.  They  were  left  to 
the  kindness  of  their  neighbours,  and 
still  had  to  pay  the  rack  rent ;  in  fact, 
if  he  were  to  trace  the  mode  in  which 
the  tenants  were  treated  on  the  estate 
of  Mr.  Coote,  he  could  show  that  they 
had  been  rack-rented  for  the  last  40 
years,  in  place  of  25  years.  As  to  the 
case  of  Murphy,  he  was  very  unfortu- 
nate, it  was  true.  He  lost  13  cows  from 
distemper,  and  he  paid  £3  3^.  an  acre 
for  land,  out  of  which  he  (Mr.  0' Sullivan) 
would  defy  the  best  Scotch  farmer  to 
make  more  than  £4  4s.  Out  of  that  he 
had  to  pay  his  rent,  county  cess,  and  the 
poor  rate,  besides  over  two  acres  of 
waste,  for  which  he  paid  full  rent,  and 
the  remainder  left  for  the  family  to  live 
upon  was  about  lOs.  an  acre.  Then, 
after  the  bad  year  of  1 879,  this  miserable 
tenant  was  evicted  for  a  balance  of  some 
£12  and  one  year's  rent.  Murphy  had 
to  pay  £140  for  a  farm  the  valuation  of 
which  was  £71  6s.  Ad.  Mr.  Townsend 
took  possession  of  his  crops,  and  these  he 
put  up  to  auction  and  realized  all  but  a 
balance  of  £12  ;  but,  in  addition  to  that, 
he  asked  for  £30  for  costs,  and  would 
not  allow  Murphy  to  enter  until  those 
costs  were  paid.  Now,  this  was  the  model 
agent  and  the  model  landlord  held  up 
for  their  admiration  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  !  Why,  of  aU 
the  many  mistakes  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  made  in  his  life,  he 
never  made  a  greater  mistake  than  when 
he  held  up  Mr.  Ck)ote  as  a  model  land- 
lord and  Mr.  Townsend  as  a  model 
agent.  It .  was  notorious  that  Mr. 
Townsend,  as  agent  for  many  properties, 
raised  the  rent  on  every  property  over 
which  he  was  agent  over  and  over  again. 
Whenever  a  father  died,  Townsend  put 
an  increase  on  the  holding  for  the  son. 
When  the  son  got  married,  a  further 
increase  was  added.  It  was  true  that  the 
rents  on  Mr.  Coote's  property  had  not 
been  increased  very  much,  because  they 
had  been  advanced  before  to  such  an  ex- 
tent that  the  tenants  to  pay  had  to  deny 
themselves  the  common  decent  neces- 
saries of  life.  The  raising  of  the  rent  any 
more  must  have  resulted  in  the  landlord 
getting  nothing  at  all  on  the  Ashdown 
property,  the  Massey  property,  and  the 
Oliver  property.     He  could  tell  a  story 
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of  Mr.  Townsend  that  would  astonish 
the  House.  When  a  father  died,  he 
put  on  some  4s.  or  5s.  an  acre  rent,  and 
he  admitted  as  much  in  his  evidence 
before  the  Land  Commission.  And  he 
could  show  a  model  lease  of  Mr. 
Townsend's,  granted  for  one  year,  which 
would  show  the  restrictions  placed  upon 
the  unfortunate  tenant — how  the  tenant 
was  forbidden  to  break  ground  without 
the  consent  of  Mr.  Townsend,  and  waa 
compelled  to  lay  down  a  certain  amount 
in  grass  year  by  year.  He  could  give 
names,  and  did  not  rely  on  generalities. 
He  could  give  the  particulars  of  the 
letting  to  a  tenant  named  Cahill  for  18«. 
or  Ids.  an  acre  of  a  holding  that  half 
the  year  was  flooded  with  water.  With 
energy  and  capital  he  drained  and  im- 
proved the  land,  and  this  model  agent 
raised  the  rent  6s.  or  Is.  an  acre,  until 
finally,  from  19^.,  it  was  advanced  to 
£2  1«.  9d.  an  acre.  Such  had  been  the 
tyranny  practised  by  Mr.  Townsend  to- 
wards the  tenants  on  those  properties, 
that  at  last  they  would  have  nothing 
more  to  do  with  him,  and  declared 
they  would  rather  pay  the  rack  rent 
into  the  bank  for  the  landlord  than 
pay  Griffith's  valuation  to  the  agent; 
and  so  writs  were  going  about  the  estate 
like  snowflakes.  Arrests  were  being 
made  in  a  most  arbitrary  and  reckless 
fashion.  Instead  of '*  village  ruffians  " 
being  the  persons  arrested,  they  were 
often  respectable  farmers  and  shop- 
keepers, and,  in  one  recent  case,  a  bank 
official.  He  had  just  received  a  tele- 
gram fi-om  the  parish  priest  of  Kilfinane, 
stating  that  three  men  in  Kilfinane  bad 
been  arrested  that  day.  He  believed 
that  for  denouncing  the  proceedings  of 
this  agent.  Father  Sheehy  and  these 
three  men  had  been  arrested.  He  might 
just  mention  that  since  the  passing  of 
the  Act,  while  Mr.  Kennedy,  the  magis- 
trate, resided  in  the  district,  no  man  was 
arrested  ;  but  since  Mr.  Lloyd  had  come 
to  reside  there,  and  had  control  over 
the  place,  seven  persons  had  been 
arrested  in  seven  days.  If  the  Govern- 
ment went  on  like  that,  he  was  a^id 
he  would  have  no  constituency  at  all 
when  he  returned.  He  thought  the 
matter  was  far  too  important  to  bring 
within  the  compass  of  one  day's  debatOi 
and  he  should,  therefore,  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Mr.    CALLAN    seconded    the    Mo- 
tion. 


1261 


Cfrown  Lands 


(May  25.  1881) 


( Wnhi), 


126S 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr.  O'SuUivan.) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  shaU  not 
proceed  at  any  length,  as  I  see  the  clock 
warns  me  that  onlj  a  few  minutes  are 
at  our  disposal ;  but  I  cannot  allow  the 
Question  to  be  put  without  emphaticallj 
protesting  against  it.  This  Motion  pur- 
ports to  be  a  Motion  for  discussing  the 
conduct  of  the  Executive  Government. 
The  charges  against  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment have  been  stated  over  and 
over  again.  The  charges  with  respect 
to  Mr.  Dillon  have  been  discussea  on 
former  occasions  at  g^eat  length,  and 
the  whole  of  last  Friday  night  was  spent 
in  discussing  the  charge  with  respect  to 
the  arrest  of  Mr.  Sheehy.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  made  the  Motion  has 
had  an  opportunity  of  making  bis  state- 
ment. Those  who  have  supported  the 
Motion  have,  for  the  most  part,  entirely 
abandoned  the  case  against  the  Execu- 
tive Government,  and  have  made  this  a 
general  debate  on  the  conduct  of  the 
indlords  of  Ireland.  I  submit  that  in 
the  commonest  justice  the  House  should 
be  allowed  to  go  to  a  division;  and  I 
shall  not  hesitate  to  place  it  on  record 
that  if  hon.  Members,  by  pressing  this 
Motion,  prevent  the  House  from  going 
to  a  division,  they  will  do  so  because 
they  dare  not  take  that  opinion  of  the 
House  which  they  profess  themselves 
anxious  to  have. 

Mb.  PAHNELL  :  Sir,  I  wish  to  point 
out  to  the  Prime  Minister,  in  the  very 
few  minutes  at  our  disposal,  the  fact 
that  only  one  Member — with  the  excep- 
tion of  a  very  few  words  which  were 
hurriedly  addf^ssed  to  the  House  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  0*Sulli- 
van)— only  one  man  belonging  to  the 
Party  who  have  brought  forward  this 
Motion  has  had  an  opportunity  of 
Btatinff  our  case  against  the  Govom- 
ment  m  the  light  of  publicity.  Now, 
I  ask  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
•hall  give  us  an  opportunity  of  re- 
plying to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land. The  Coercion  Act  was  obtained 
from  this  House  under  false  pretences. 
The  Prime  Minister,  by  the  strategy 
which  he  adopted  on  that  occasion, 
closed  the  mouths  of  Irish  Gentlemen. 
You  have  not  got  **  urgency  "  now,  and 
jon  are  not  likely  to  get  it ;  and  I  say 


that  we  dare  to  claim  of  this  House  the 
right  of  putting  our  case  fully  before  the 
country,  and  we  shall  insist  upon  that 
right. 

Mb.  CALLAN  thought  the  speech  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  furnished 
an  ample  vindication  of  the  course  which 
he  (Mr.  Callan)  had  felt  it  be  his  du^ 
to  take  on  the  previous  evening.  He 
wished  to  add  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  made  no  allusion  to  one 
portion  of  his  Circular  of  which  com- 
plaint was  most  strongly  made. 

And  it  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven 
of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned 
till  this  day. 

House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  Seven 
minutes  to  Seven  of  the  clock. 


House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of 
the  clock. 

MOTION. 

— >o^^ 

CROWN  LANDS  (WALES). 
MOTION   FOB  A   SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Mb.  PUGH  rose  to  move  for  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Crown  Lands  and  Heredita- 
ments in  Wales,  when 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  not  being  present. 

House  adjourned  at  fire  minutes 
after  Nine  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  2bth  May,  1881. 


MINUTES.]  — Public  Bills— Orrfwerf—Krf* 
Reading — Farliamontary  Elections  and  Cor- 
rupt Practices  (Consolidation)  ♦  [1 76]  ;  Fresh- 
water    Fisheries    Act   (1878)    Amendment* 

[177]. 

Firtt  Heading — Elementary  Education  Prori- 
sional  Order  Ck)nfirmation  (Clay  Lane)  •. 

Second  Rtading  —  Removal  Terms  (Scotland) 
[8];  Lunacy  Law  Amendment  [661;  Lon- 
don City  (Parochial  Charitiee)  [13],  deM$ 
at(/oumed. 

Select  Committee  —  Blaintenance  Law  Amend* 
ment*  [110],  nominated;  Bills  of  Sale  Act 
(1878)  Amendment*  [104],  nomimttsd. 
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Obmmi'«^^—i?<por<— Newspapers*  [154]. 
Report — Water  Provisional  Orders*  [146]. 
Considered  as  amended — Gas  Provisional  Orders  ♦ 

[147]. 
Withdrawn  —  Tithe    (Extraordinary   Charge) 

[29]  ;  Solway  Fisheries  (Scotland)  [141]. 

MO  TI  ON, 


COMMITTEES  (ASCENSION  DAY)— THE 
"COUNT-OUT"  ON  TUESDAY. 

Me.  CHILDERS  said,  that  on  behalf 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  who  was  not  able 
to  be  present,  he  begged  to  ask  the  leave 
of  the  House  to  move,  without  Notice, 
a  Motion,  Notice  of  which  would  have 
been  given  last  night  but  for  the  **  count- 
out  "  at  9  o'clock.   The  Motion  was — 

"  That  Committees  shall  not  sit  To-morrow, 
being  Ascension  Day,  until  Two  o'clock,  and 
have  leave  to  sit  until  Six  of  the  clock,  notwith- 
standing the  sitting  of  the  House.' 


»» 


Some  time  ago,  exception  was  taken  to 
the  Committees  only  sitting  two  hours 
on  Ascension  Day ;  but  when  the  altera- 
tion was  made,  and  they  were  allowed 
to  sit  four  hours,  opposition  ceased,  and 
the  Motion  had  been  passed  without 
remark.  He  trusted,  in  the  circum- 
stances, the  House  would  allow  him  to 
make  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  Committees  shall  not  sit  To-morrow, 
being  Ascension  Day,  until  Two  of  the  clock, 
and  have  leave  to  sit  until  Six  of  the  clock,  not- 
withstanding the  sitting  of  the  House." — {Mr, 
Secretary  Childers.) 

&m  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  had  no  objection  to  the  Motion. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  before 
this  Motion  was  agreed  to,  he  wished  to 
call  attention  to  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  House  was  counted  out  on  the 
previous  evening.  At  1  minute  past 
9  o'clock  there  were  36  Members  present 
— with  one  exception,  independent  Li- 
beral Members — to  take  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  a  very  important  Motion  rela- 
tive to  the  Crown  Lands  to  be  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cardi- 
ganshire TMr.  Pugh).  He  thought  the 
Members  m  that  part  of  the  House  were 
entitled  to  the  respect  of  the  whole  House, 
because  they  represented  a  larger  num- 
ber of  the  electors  in  the  United  Eling- 
dom  than  Members  sitting  in  any  other 
part  of  the  Assembly.  He  was  one  of 
those  who  spent  a  large  part  of  his 
time  in  the  House  in  supporting  the  Go- 


vernment ;  and  while  he  was  happy  to 
do  so,  having  unbounded  confidence  in 
them,   yet  he  felt  that  the  confidence 
which  had  been  displayed  in  that  part  of 
the  House  demanded  some  return  from 
the  Government.     He  did  not  ask  the 
Government,  as  was  sometimes  done,  to 
keep  a  House  for  the  Motions  of  hon. 
Members  on  the  rare  occasions  on  which 
they  could  bring  them  forward;  but, 
seeing  that  they  were  prepared  on  the 
previous  night  to    keep    a  House  for 
themselves,  and  that  if  reasonable  grace 
of  5  or  10  minutes  had  been  allowed  be- 
fore the  Motion  for  a  **  count "  was  made 
there  would  have  been  60  Members  pre- 
sent, they  were  entitled  to  some  support 
from  the  Government.     There  were  32 
Members  of  the  House  who  were  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government ;  and  wbiUt  he 
felt  strongly  that  the  illustrious  S totes- 
man   at  the  head   of  the   Goremment 
devoted  only  too  large  a  share  of  hii 
time  to  attendance  in  the  House,  and 
whilst  he  regretted  to  see  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  so  constant  in  his  attendance, 
yet  he  was  surrounded  by  younger  and 
stronger  men,  whose  attendance  itwasnot 
too  much  to  expect  on  an  occasion  when 
36   of  their  independent  and  devoted 
supporters  were  present  in  reference  to 
a  subject  which,  he  could  say,  having 
given  some  attention  to  it  for  20  je^j 
involved  a  saving  to  the  country  of,  m 
least,   £50,000   a-year.     So   far  as  he 
observed,  only  one  of  the  32  Members 
of  the  Government  was  present  on  the 
previous  evening  when  the  House  was 
counted  out;   and  it  would  have  been 
becoming  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
if,  at  least,  four  Members  had  been  m 
their  places  on  such  an  occasion,  so  that 
his  hon.  Friend  might  have  been  enabled 
to  proceed  with  his  Motion. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  reminded  the 
House,  that  on  Tuesday,  April  5,  the 
House  was  counted  out  at  7.30 ;  on  Tues- 
day, May  10,  at  8.45  ;  on  Tuesday,  '^^J 
17,  at  8.45  ;  and  on  the  previous  night 
at  5  minutes  past  9.  He  was  on  bw 
way  to  the  House,  and  was  going  upstairs 
when  he  met  hon.  Members  coming 
down,  announcing,  with  g^eat  deligbw 
that  there  had  been  a  **  count-out."  S® 
wished  to  call  attention  to  the  deplorabw 
waste  of  public  time  in  consequence  ot 
these  proceedings.  If  the  subjects 
brought  forward  on  private  Membert 
nights  were  so  unimportant  that  it  ^^ 
not  necessary  or  desirable  to  keep  ^ 
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Honse,  the  Government  .should  appro- 
priate those  nights  for  some  useful  Busi- 
ness. It  was  quite  evident  that  at  pre- 
sent the  nights  devoted  to  private  Mem- 
bers were  practically  wasted. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET   said, 
he  was  afraid  he  did  not  come  within 
the  description — '*  young    and    strong 
Members    of   Her   Majesty's    Govern- 
ment."     He  wished,   however,  to  ac- 
knowledge the  considerate  way  in  which 
the   hon.    Member    for    Salford    (Mr. 
Arthur   Arnold)    had   spoken    on   this 
subject,    especially  in  his  references  to 
the  Prime  Minister.     The  whole  House 
would   sympathize  with  the  desire  to 
spare  the  Prime  Minister  attendance  on 
the  House  as  much  as  possible.     He 
asked  the   hon.  Member  to  remember 
that  Tuesday  night  was  rather  excep- 
tional, as  the  House  had  been  occupied 
till  4  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  also 
with  a  protracted  and  somewhat  anxious 
discussion  during  the  earlier  part  of  the 
day.  Then,  what  took  place  in  the  even- 
ing was  a  little  bit  of  sharp  practice  in 
the  way  in  which  the  House  was  counted 
out,   as    the   earliest   opportunity   was 
taken  after  the  Evening  Sitting.    If  an 
allowance    of    five    minutes  had  been 
given,  no  doubt,  more  Members  would 
nave  been  on  the  Government  Benches. 
The  Motion  to  *  *  count "  did  not  come  from 
that  side  of  the  House,  nor  from  the 
Benches  opposite,  but  from  a  Gentleman 
who  frequently  counted  the  House.    He 
was  quite  sure  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford  did  not  wish  to  impute  to 
the  Government  any  desire  to  prevent 
discussion  on  the  important  matter  that 
was  to  have  been  brought  forward ;  and 
he  wished  to  put  forward  a  plea  on  be- 
half of  the  Government.  His  hon.  Friend 
said  there  were  30  odd  Members  of  the 
Administration  who  had  seats  in  the 
House.     That  left  610  Members  who 
were  not  Members  of  the  Administra- 
tion ;  and  he  did  think  it  a  little  hard 
that  those  610  Members  did  not  under- 
take the  function  of  making  and  keep- 
ing a  House  on  a  private   Members' 
flight.    No  doubt,  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Minister  who  was  in  charge  of  the 
particular  subject  to  be  discussed  to  be 
to  attendance.   The  labours  of  Members 
of  the  Administration  were  becoming 
from  day  to  day  greater;  and  he,  for 
pne,  felt  that  they  were  becoming  almost 
totolerable.   A  Minister  began  his  day's 
^ork  at  9y  and  ended  about  2  o'dook 


in  the  morning.  That  was  17  out 
of  the  24  hours.  He  ventured  to  say, 
from  what  he  knew  of  the  humanity  of 
the  House,  that  hon.  Members  would 
not  wish  to  impose  such  hours  of  labour 
on  any  other  class  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects; and  he  was  afraid  they  would  re- 
quire to  have  a  Bill  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  somewhat  like  the  Work- 
shop and  Factory  Bill.  He  was  not  at  all 
in  favour  of  **  counts-out,"  and  this  was 
the  first  occasion  on  which  he  was  not 
present  when  the  House  had  been 
counted  out  this  Session ;  and,  consider- 
ing the  exceptional  circumstances  con- 
nected with  the  "count-out,"  he  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Salford 
would  not  think  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  culpably  neglected  their  duty. 

Db.  CAMERON  said,  that,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  policeman  in  a  popular  opera, 
**  taking  one  consideration  with  another, 
a  Front  Bench  life  is  not  a  happy  one." 
He  did  not  blame  the  Government  for 
not  being  present  last  night;  but  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  unless  some 
assistance  was  given  by  the  Government 
in  making  a  House  on  Tuesdays  and 
Fridays,  when  there  had  been  Morning 
Sittings  for  the  transaction  of  their  own 
Business,  private  Members  would  not  so 
willingly  allow  the  Morning  Sittings  to 
take  place.  He  hoped  this  considera- 
tion would  weigh  with  the  Gt)vemment 
in  the  future. 

Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  had  risen  previously  to  support  the 
proposal  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  with  regard  to  the  usual  arrange- 
ment made  as  to  Committees  on  Ascen- 
sion Day ;  but,  with  respect  to  the  con- 
versation that  had  taken  place  upon  the 
"  count-out "  on  the  previous  night,  he 
wished  to  say  that  nobody,  of  conrse, 
could  expect  that  those  Members  of  the 
Government  who  were  so  very  hard 
worked  as  the  Prime  Minister,  the 
Home  Secretary,  and  other  Members  of 
the  Cabinet,  should  be  always  in  attend- 
ance upon  short  notice,  and  at  an  incon- 
venient time.  They  did  their  work  with 
very  great  conscientiousness  and  with 
very  great  labour.  Tiie  House  was  per- 
fectly sensible  of  the  force  of  the  appeal 
made  by  the  Home  Secretary  upon  the 
present  occasion.  But  there  were  other 
Members  of  the  Government  who  were 
really  not  in  that  position,  and  who 
might  be  bound,  if  desirable,  to  make  a 
House  and  keep  a  House.    It  was  a 
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hardsliip  upon  private  Members,  who 
had  obtained  by  ballot  a  day  some  three 
or  four  weeks  in  advance  for  bringing 
forward  Motions,  that,  for  want  of  a 
proper  attendance,  they  could  not  bring 
forward  their  Motions.  He  thought 
there  ought  to  be  a  clear  understanding 
that  when  arrangements  were  made  to 
enable  Members  of  the  Government  to 
take  a  Morning  Sitting  for  Government 
Business,  the  Government  should  make 
arrangements  somehow  or  other  to  keep 
a  House  in  the  evening,  at  any  rate  for 
a  reasonable  time,  in  order  that  private 
Members  might  bring  their  Motions 
forward. 

Mr.  PUGH  said,  that  as  he  was  the 
Member  whose  Notice  of  Motion  was 
first  on  the  Paper  last  evening,  and  as 
the  '*  count-out"  prevented  him  from 
bringing  it  on,  he  might  state  that 
the  circumstances  were  exceptional.  It 
was  not  merely  private  Members'  Mo- 
tions, but  Gx)vemment  Business  which 
was  stopped  last  night.  He  thought 
that  no  part  of  the  Kingdom  had 
greater  claims  on  the  attention  of  the 
Government  than  the  Principality  of 
Wales;  and  as  the  subject  of  his  Mo- 
tion— Crown  lands  in  Wales — was  one 
of  great  interest  in  the  Principality,  he 
would  ask  the  Government  to  take  some 
steps  with  reference  to  an  inquiry  into 
the  question. 

Me.  CHILDEES  said,  he  was  afraid 
that  **  counts-out"  were  not  altogether 
due  to  Morning  Sittings.  In  a  recent 
*  *  count-out "  which  had  not  occurred  after 
a  Morning  Sitting,  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment, including  himself,  were  in 
their  places.  On  that  occasion,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  brought  forward  the  inter- 
esting subject  of  the  National  Expendi- 
ture ;  but  as  soon  as  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  made  his  speech,  his  Friends 
all  went  away  and  the  House  was 
counted  out.  That  was  an  instcince  in 
which  the  Government  had  come  down 
to  keep  a  House.  It  would,  he  thought, 
be  rash  for  the  Government  to  under- 
take to  keep  a  House  on  Tuesdays 
and  Fridays.  If  the  **  count  "  had  been 
postponed  two  minutes  last  night,  he 
believed  there  would  have  been  a  con- 
siderable attendance  of  hon.  Members. 

Mr.  WOOD  all  thought  the  Motion 
for  chang^g  the  hours  of  Select  Com- 
mittees on  Ascension  Day  was  objeotion- 
ftble.     The  mere  fact  that  it  was  in  ao- 
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cordance  with  the  usage  of  the  House 
was  not  a  sufficient  justification  for  it ; 
and  if  it  were  a  new  proposal,  the  House 
would  hardly  allow  it  to  be  adopted. 
He  did  not  see  why  Ash  Wednesday, 
Ascension  Day,  or  the  Derby  Day  should 
be  allowed  to  interfere  with  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House.  If  Members  wanted 
to  go  to  church  or  to  the  Derby,  let 
them  go ;  but  let  the  Business  of  the 
House  go  on.  He  would  not  allow  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
be  made  without  protesting  against  it 
as  being  quite  unnecessary  and  causinff 
a  waste  of  time  to  the  parties  conoemed 
before  the  Committees. 

Mr.  £.  COLLINS  contended  that  it 
was  no  part  of  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment either  to  make  or  to  keep  a  House 
on  private  Members'  nights.  Besides, 
when  the  House  sat  till  4  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  some  consideration  was  due  to 
the  Speaker  and  the  officials  of  the 
House.  There  was  nothing  unreason- 
able imder  the  circumstances  of  the 
**  count-out,"  because  if  the  subject  for 
discussion  was  not  of  sufficient  interest 
to  attract  40  Members,  the  best  thing  to 
be  done  was  for  the  House  to  adjoom. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  House,  as  an  Assembly  of  Christian 
Gentlemen,  would  accede  to  the  Motion 
made  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  thought  that 
the  proposal  made  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  was  one  on  which  the  sense 
of  the  House  should  be  taken.  It  meant 
that  all  Business  in  the  Committees  ot 
the  House  should  be  suspended  for  two 
hours,  and  they  were  asked  to  observe  a 
relation  which  outside  was  not  con- 
sidered at  all.  There  was  no  other  part 
of  the  business  of  the  country  which  was 
suspended  for  two  hours  on  account  of 
Ascension  Day,  and  he  did  not  see  why 
the  House  should  be  asked  to  assent  to 
its  observance.  How  many  Members  of 
the  Committees  were  likely  to  be  found 
at  church  to-morrow  mominfi^?  He 
thought  no  countenance  should  oe  given 
to  the  waste  of  public  time  in  such  a 
manner.  This  Assembly  was  not  alto- 
gether composed  of  members  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  members  of 
that  Church  did  a  g^eat  injustice  to  re- 
gard harshlv  the  opinions  of  those  who 
did  not  belong  to  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  had  spoken  of  the  waste 
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of  time  in  Ireland  by  the  observance  of 
80  many  Saints'  days  ;  but  they  had 
better  beg^n  a  reform  in  this  House. 
If  there  was  a  minority  of  Members 
who  regarded  this  observance  in  a  con- 
scientious light,  the  House  would,  no 
doubt,  willingly  dispense  with  their  ser- 
vices; but,  because  a  minority  was  of 
that  feeling,  it  did  not  follow  that  the 
majority  should  also  be  bound  by  it. 

Mb.  WARTON  begged  to  remind  the 
House  of  the  strange  admixture  of  two 
subjects  they  were  discussing — namely, 
the  Motion  respecting  Committee  sit- 
tings on  Ascension  Day,  and  the  ''count- 
out  "  of  Tuesday  night.  To  the  latter  he 
did  not  BO  much  object,  having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  the  House  sat  until  4 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  and,  in  his  opi- 
nion, the  Government  were  entitled  to 
an  acquittal  in  regard  to  it ;  but  they 
ought  to  have  given  an  opportunity  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  South 
Ajrrshire  (Colonel  Alexander)  to  bring 
on  his  Motion  with  respect  to  the 
Metropolitan  Police.  With  reference  to 
Ascension  Day,  he  maintained  that  the 
wish  of  the  500  Churchmen  and  Eoman 
Catholics  in  that  House  ought  to  be 
respected  by  the  Nonconformist  Mem- 
bers. 

Mb.  DrLLWTN  said,  he  was  elad 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
lUingworth)  intended  to  test  the  sense 
of  the  House  on  that  Motion.  The 
practice  of  delaying  Public  Business  on 
account  of  Ascension  Day  was  compara- 
tirely  of  recent  origin.  The  time  of  the 
Select  Committees  was  valuable,  and  it 
ought  not  to  be  wasted.  Moreover,  the 
witnesses  who  appeared  before  them 
ought  not  to  be  kept  in  London  at  g^eat 
expense  any  longer  than  was  necessary. 
The  Courts  of  Law  did  not  adjourn  on 
Ascension  Day,  and  hd  did  not  see 
why  the  Committees  should  take  any 
notice  of  the  day  by  adjourning  till  2 
o'clock. 

Sib  JOHN  R.  MOWBRAY  said,  that 
it  had  long  been  the  practice  for  the 
Committees  of  the  House  not  to  sit  tUl 
2  o'clock  on  Ascension  Day ;  and  there 
was  nothing  in  the  arrangement  which 
should  give  umbrage  to  Nonconformists. 
It  occasioned  no  loss  of  time  whatever, 
because  the  Committees  met  at  2  and 
•at  till  6  o'clock,  instead  of  rising,  as  on 
other  days,  at  4  o'clock.  Thus  no  extra 
expense  or  inconvenience  was  caused  to 
vitneatet. 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  58;  Noea 
41 :  Majority  17.-(Div.  List,  No.  2*13.) 

REMOVAL  TERMS  (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

{Mr.  Jamet  Stewart^  Br,  Cameron,  Mr,  Patrick^ 

Mr,  Fraar  Mackintosh,) 

[bill  8.]      SECOND    BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  JAMES  STEWART,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said :  I  do  not  think  it  will  be  necessary 
for  me  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House 
at  any  great  length.  The  main  object 
of  the  Bill  is  to  Remove  the  inconve- 
nience which  the  people  of  Scotland,  and 
especially  the  working  classes,  have  ex- 
perienced in  consequence  of  the  diversity 
which  exists  throughout  the  country  in  the 
date  of  entry  and  removal  from  dwellins;- 
houses.  I  may  explain  to  the  House  that  in 
Scotland  the  vast  majority  of  leases  date 
from  Whitsunday  to  Whitsunday.  At 
the  time  of  the  Beformation,  and  for 
some  time  after,  Whitsunday  was  a 
movable  date,  as  it  still  is  in  England 
and  in  many  other  places ;  but,  in  the 
year  1690,  the  Scottish  Parliament,  by 
their  Act,  chap.  39,  and  also  by  a  sub- 
sequent Act  in  1693,  changed  the  date 
into  a  fixed  one,  and  constituted  the  15th 
of  May  as  the  legal  Whitsunday  term, 
both  for  payment  of  rents  and  for  re- 
moval from  land  and  heritages.  Towards 
the  end  of  the  1 6th  century  attention 
was  directed  to  the  fact  that  an  error 
existed  in  the  computation  of  time,  so 
that  about  that  period  the  calendar  was 
found  to  be  no  less  than  1 1  days  behind 
the  true  time.  The  Boman  Pontiff  of 
the  day  gave  an  order  in  1580  desiring 
that  the  calendar  should  be  changed,  so 
as  to  remedy  this  error.  That  change 
was  adopted  by  most  countries  in  Europe; 
but  it  was  not  till  1 750  that  the  British 
Parliament  adopted  the  change  by  an 
Act  of  Oeo,  II.  c.  24,  and,  consequently, 
what  was  called  the  new  style,  as  op- 
posed to  the  old  style,  became  a  legal 
and  established  practice.  When  this 
Act  became  law,  it  followed  that  the 
tenant  in  Scotland  who  had  entered 
upon  his  lease  upon  the  15th  of  May, 
according  to  the  old  style,  would  have 
been  required,  according  to  the  new 
style,  to  vacate  his  premises  11  days 
before  his  full  year's  occupancy  had 
expired.    But  the  equity  of  the  caa« 
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Beems  to  have  established  the  practice 
by  which,  although  the  legal  term  for 
the  payment  of  rent  continued  to   be 
universally  accepted    as    the    15th    of 
May,  the  term  for  removal  from  lands 
and  heritages,  in  the  greater  part  of 
Scotland,   was    accepted    as    the    26th 
of  May.     I  think,  perhaps,  there  are 
two    causes   which    may  have    tended 
to  perpetuate  this  custom.     The  one  is 
the  inconvenience  which  both  landlord 
and  tenant  must  have   experienced  in 
collecting  rents  on  the  same  date  as, 
and  amidst  the  confusion  and  bustle  of, 
the  removal.     The  other  cause,  I  think, 
may  be  this — that  the  interval  of  11 
days,  which  would  elapse  between  the 
1 5th  of  May  and  the  26th,  enabled  the 
landlord,  in  case  rent  was  not  paid,  to 
take  legal  proceedings  under  the  Law  of 
Hypothec.     Had  this  custom  been  uni- 
versal throughout  Scotland,  there  would 
have  been  no  call  for  legislation  now. 
But  the  custom  varies  in  numerous  in- 
stances throughout  the  country,  and  the 
cause  of  that  variance  I  am  unable  to 
explain.     While  the  term  for  the  pay- 
ment of  rent  is  accepted  universally  as 
the  15th  of  May,  in  Edinburgh,  for  in- 
stance, the  removal  term  is  the  25th  of 
May ;  in  Glasgow,  and  throughout  the 
coun^of  Lanark,  it  is  the  28th  of  May  ; 
in  the  county  of  Aberdeen  it  is  the  26th 
of  May ;  and  in  the  town  of  Aberdeen 
itself  it  is  the  4th  of  June.  It  is  manifest 
that  this  diversity  must  occasion   im- 
mense inconvenience  and  annoyance  to 
the  working  classes,  and  to  tradesmen, 
who,  from  the  vicissitudes  of  trade,   or 
from  other  cause,  find  it  their  interest  to 
remove   from  one   district   to  another. 
Take,  for  instance,  the  case  of  a  working 
man  and  his  family  living  in  Dimibar- 
ton,    who   find  it   desirable  to  remove 
either  to  Glasgow  or  to  Greenock,  neither 
of  which  is  more,  I  think,  than  eight 
miles  distant.     He  is  obliged  to  leave 
his  domicile  in  Dumbarton  on  the  15th 
of  May,  and  he  does  not  find  his  house 
in  Glasgow  ready  to  receive  him  till  the 
28th  of  May,  or,  in  the  case  of  Greenock, 
till  the  26th  of  May.    In  the  interval  he 
is  obliged  not  only  to  provide  lodging 
for  himself  and   his   family,   but   also 
storage  for  his  goods  and  chattels,  at 
great  trouble  and  expense,   and  in  a 
manner  which  must  subject  him,  I  think, 
to  grievous  annoyance.    The  object  of 
the  Bill  is  to  remedy  this  evil.    The 
main  portion  of  the  Bill  is  contained  in 
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the  drd  clause,  which  provides  that,  in 
the  absence  of  an  express  stipulation  to 
the  contrary,  entry  to  and  removal  from 
lands  and  heritages  throughout  Scot- 
land should  take  place  at  a  uniform 
date.  The  clause  does  not  apply  to  ex- 
isting leases ;  and  although  it  is  not  com- 
pulsory in  its  action,  still  the  advantage 
to  both  landlord  and  tenant  is  so  obvious 
that  I  have  great  hopes,  if  the  Hoase 
passes  this  Bill  into  law,  that  the  stipa- 
lations  of  the  clause  will  be  readily  and 
universally  accepted  by  both  landlords 
and  tenants.  By  the  clause  the  date  of 
removal  is  proposed  to  be  the  28th  of 
May,  and  I  have  taken  that  date  as 
being  the  one  which,  in  my  judgment, 
will  cause  least  disturbance  and  in- 
convenience to  those  portions  of  the 
country  which  have  a  different  date  for 
their  removal  term.  I  find  that  in  the 
county  of  Lanark,  which  has  the  28di 
of  May  as  its  removal  term  at  present, 
comprising,  as  it  does,  the  large  popula- 
tion of  Glasgow,  there  is  a  population 
of  not  less  than  the  quarter  of  the 
whole  of  Scotland ;  and  I  find  also  that 
the  few  counties  in  Scotland — I  think 
only  eight  out  of  the  32 — which  hare 
adopted  the  15th  of  May  as  the  removal 
term  comprises  a  g^eat  deal  less  than  a 
fourth  of  the  population  of  Scotland; 
and  therefore  the  remainder,  who  hare 
adopted  the  26th  of  May,  it  seems  to 
me  will  not  be  put  to  any  great  or  in- 
sufferable inconvenience  by  the  change 
from  the  26th  to  the  28th  of  May.  For 
that  reason,  I  have  put  into  the  dause 
the  28th  of  May  as  the  least  incon- 
venient for  the  class  of  people  interested. 
While  the  great  majority  of  leases,  t»  I 
have  said,  begin  and  terminate  at  the 
term  of  Whitsunday,  the  practice  of 
letting  for  quarterly  terms  is  becoming 
in  Scotland  day  by  day  more  common. 
Recognizing  this  fact,  the  clause  yrO' 
vides  that  entry  to  and  removal  ux>d^ 
houses  let  for  quarterly  terms  shall  alflO 
be  uniform,  and  I  propose  that  that 
should  be  on  the  same  day  of  each  ot 
the  months  in  which  the  Scottish 
quarterly  terms  occur.  The  4th  clause 
defines  the  exact  dates  at  which 
quarterly  payments  of  rent  should  i^ 
due ;  and  the  reason  why  I  have  thought 
it  advisable  to  have  a  statutory  defini- 
tion of  this  is,  that  disputes  seem  to 
have  arisen  in  various  parts  of  the 
country  as  to  the  exact  and  prop^ 
terms  of  quarterly  payments.    Ine  5th 
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daiite  deals  with  notice  of  removal  in 
ease  of  short  leases.  There  being  no 
express  law  in  regard  to  this,  the  con- 
sequence is  that  in  cases  of  dispute  the 
Court  has  decided  according  to  the  yiew 
which  the  particular  Judge  may  take — 
and  these  decisions  have  often  been  at 
variance  one  with  another  —  an  un- 
satisfactory state  of  things,  which  it  is 
proposed  to  correct  by  making  the  no- 
tice of  removal  a  statutory  enactment. 
The  6th  clause  alters  the  mode  in  which 
these  notices  may  be  given.  Hitherto 
the  law  has  required  that  they  should 
be  served  by  an  old-fashioned  and 
cumbrous  process — namely,  posting  the 
notice  upon  the  door  of  the  parish 
church.  It  is  proposed  that  this  trouble- 
some and  often  expensive  process  should 
be  dispensed  with,  and  that,  in  future, 
a  simple  notice  through  the  post  by  re- 
gistered letter,  addressed  to  the  party 
entitled  to  receive  the  notice,  should  be 
held  sufficient.  These  are  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill,  which  I  feel  convinced,  from 
what  I  know  of  the  feeling  of  the  people 
of  Scotland  in  the  working  districts, 
will,  if  passed  into  law,  prove  a  g^eat 
convenience  in  regard  to  their  arrange- 
ments for  accommodation  and  removal 
from  their  houses  and  dwellings.  I 
trust  that  the  House  will  agree  to  the 
lecond  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  I  beg  to 
move  accordingly. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {2ifr.  James  Stewart.) 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
V'Laben):  While,  Sir,  it  has  been 
brought  to  my  notice  that  some  of  the 
countrymen  of  my  hon.  Friend  and 
myself  have  complained  that  a  sufficient 
•hare  of  the  time  of  Parliament  has  not 
been  given  to  the  Business  of  Scotland, 
I  think  I  may  congratulate  the  Scotch 
Bepresentatives  on  their  good  fortune  in 
hsfing  obtained  the  first  place  in  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  on  two  succeeding 
Wednesdays  for  the  discussion  of  Bills 
witting  to  that  country.  The  fortune 
of  the  ballot-box  has  brought  up  as  the 
Krst  Order  of  to-day  a  Bill  of  not  very 
great  importance,  but  representing  a 
'weful  minor  improvement  in  the  law. 
I  am  sure  that  if  it  had  been  in  the 
power  of  my  hon.  Friend,  he  would 
glsdlj  have  allowed  the  precedence 
which  has  been  aocorded  to  him  by  lot 
to  hate  been  given  to  some  more  im- 


portant Bill ;  and  I  hope  it  will  be  under- 
stood out-of-doors  that  the  Rules  of  the 
House  do  not  admit  of  the  consideration 
of  the  relative  importance  of  the  ques- 
tions in  determining  the  priority  given 
to  a  particular  measure  of   legislation 
introduced  by  private  Members  of  Par- 
liament.    I  hope  I  may,  in  connection 
with   this    subject,   and  without  trans- 
gressing the  Rules  of  Debate,  deviate 
for  one  instant  from  the  subject  to  say, 
with  regard  to  those  Scotch  questions 
which  have  been  tabled  by  the  Govern- 
ment, although  tho  exigencies  of  more 
important  Business  have  prevented  much 
progress  from  having  been  made  with 
tbeni  up  to  this  time,  it  is  the  full  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  before  the 
end  of  the  Session,  to  make  progress  with 
these  measures,  and  do  the  utmost  in 
their  power  to  carry  them.     Now,  with 
regard  to  this  measure,  I  fully  concur 
with  what  has  been  said  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Greenock  as  to  the  incon- 
venience which  has  resulted  from  the 
circumstance  that,  while  the  terms  for 
payment  of  rent  are  uniform  throughout 
Scotland,  yet  the  term  of  removal  from 
lands  and  houses  varies    in    different 
localities.     With  regard  to  agricultural 
subjects,  this  variation  may  be  of  no 
great  consequence,  but  in  the  case  of 
houses  a  real  inconvenience  results  to 
the    poorer    classes    of   persons,    who 
migrate  in  search  of    work  from  one 
town  to  another,  and  who  find  that,  after 
being  dispossessed  from  their  residences 
in  one  town,  they  are  unable,  without 
waiting  for  a  considerable  interval,  to  get 
possession   of  the  house    they   are    to 
occupy  in  their  next  place   of  resort. 
The  Bill  of  my  hon.  Friend  proceeds  on 
the  principle  of  adopting  as  the  term 
of  removal  a  day  intermediate  between 
the  extreme  limits  which  prevail  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  country ;  and  the  only 
criticism  which  I  will  venture  to  mako 
upon  it  is,  that  I  think  it  would  have 
been  better  if  the  Bill,  instead  of  fixing 
the  28th  of  the  month  in  each  quarter, 
had  fixed  a  day  representing  an  equal 
interval  of  time  subsequent  to  the  legal 
term  for  payment  of  rent.   For  example, 
as  the  Bill  stands,  there  is  an  interval  of 
13  days  between  the  term  for  payment 
of  rent  at  Whitsunday  and  tho  term  of 
removal,  while  tliore  is  an  interval  of 
1 7  days  between  the  legal  term  of  Mar- 
tinmas  and   tho  term  of  removal.      It 
will   bo  for    the    consideration  of  the 
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House  in  Committee  whether  it  would 
not  be  better  to  provide  that  an  interval 
of  14  days  or  15  days  should  not  elapse 
between  the  terms  of  payment  and  re- 
moval at  each  quarterly  period  with 
reference  to  which  contra,cts  of  tenancy 
are  entered  into.  I  venture  to  think 
that  this  measure  may  be  recommended 
to  the  favourable  consideration  of  the 
House  as  an  improvement  in  legislation 
of  the  same  character  as  those  laws  by 
which  the  various  local  weights  and 
measures,  and  other  denominations  of 
quantity  have  been  abolished,  and  a 
uniform  system  introduced  for  the 
United  Kingdom.  It  is  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  country  generally  that 
matters  which  are  determined  by  prac- 
tice throughout  the  country  should  be 
determined  as  far  as  possible  by  uni- 
formity. It  is  of  very  little  consequence 
what  the  date  of  quarter  day  is,  pro- 
vided there  is  uniformity,  so  that  parties 
who  go  from  one  part  of  the  country  to 
another  shall  not  be  embarrassed  by 
finding  a  different  form  of  practice  pre- 
vailing from  what  they  have  been  accus- 
tomed to.  With  regard  to  the  6th 
clause,  I  am  aware  that  the  present 
mode  of  serving  notices  of  removal  is 
antiquated  and  ineffective;  and  as  the 
form  of  serving  notices  by  registered 
letter  has  been  extensively  introduced 
in  many  recent  Statutes  improviog  legal 
procedure,  I  have  no  doubt  it  should  be 
accepted  in  this  class  of  cases.  I  shall 
not  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  further 
upon  this  Bill.  Considering  that  the 
wnole  of  the  preceding  Wednesday's 
Sitting  was  devoted  to  a  discussion  re- 

§arding  a  very  interesting  subject  of 
cotch  legislation,  I  think  I  express  the 
feeling  of  my  Friends  from  the  North, 
as  well  as  my  own,  when  I  say  that  we 
do  not  desire  to  interpose  between  the 
House  and  the  discussion  of  several  im- 
portant questions  relating  to  the  laws 
and  legislation  of  England,  down  in  the 
Order  Book  in  immediate  succession  to 
this  Bill.  I  am  very  glad  to  be  able  to 
ffive  my  support  to  the  measure  of  my 
non.  Friend,  and  I  shall  not  further  de- 
tain the  House. 

Me.  OEB-EWING  said,  he  quite 
admitted  that  great  inconvenience  was 
felt  in  Scotland  by  the  difference  in  the 
dates  for  entry  into  and  removal  from 
houses;  but  he  objected  altogether  to 
the  way  in  which  the  change  was  pro- 
posed to  be  oarried  out  by  the  Bill  be- 

Ih$  Lord  Advmt0 


fore  the  House.  He  thought  that  Whit- 
sunday and  Martinmas  should  be  what 
they  really  were — the  15th  of  May  and 
the  11th  of  November.  Instead  of  the 
proposals  of  the  Bill,  it  would  be  better 
that  there  should  be  one  uniform  date  in 
Scotland  for  entry  and  removal,  and  that 
should  be  the  date  on  which  rents  and 
interest  on  money  were  uniformly  paid 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  country. 
He  could  not  see  why  there  should  be 
any  difference  in  the  date.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Greenock  (Mr.  James 
Stewart)  said  it  was  inconvenient  in  the 
bustle  of  removal  to  pay  rent ;  but  they 
had  the  experience  of  some  important 
counties  in  Scotland  where  Whitsunday 
was  the  date  of  removal  as  well  as  the 
date  of  payment  of  rent.  This  was  the 
case  in  Lanarkshire  and  Dumbarton- 
shire, where  the  custom  had  existed  for 
a  very  long  time,  and  no  inconvenience 
was  felt.  The  only  inconvenience  that 
was  felt  was  when  a  person  removed  to 
Glasgow  or  to  Greenock.  He  would  not 
oppose  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ; 
but  he  would,  in  Committee,  move  that 
the  dates  1 5th  May,  and  11  th  November, 
and  22nd  February,  and  2nd  Augost, 
should  remain  as  at  present. 

Mr.  M'LAGAN  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Dumbarton- 
shire (Mr.  Orr-Ewing)  had  put  his  finger 
OD  the  weak  point  of  the  Bill.  They 
had  four  legal  terms  in  Scotland,  the 
11th  of  November,  the  15th  of  May, 
the  2nd  of  February,  and  the  Ist  of 
August ;  and  here  they  were  goinf^  to 
have  a  legal  term  on  the  28th  May, 
28th  November,  and  28th  February,  and 
so  on.  Now,  the  whole  course  of  legis- 
lation in  Scotland  had  been  to  do  away 
with  those  customary  term  dates.  For 
instance,  if  a  bargain  was  made  on  a 

Particular  day,  say  Whitsunday,  it  wae 
eld  to  be  the  15th  May,  though  one  of 
the  parties  might  have  supposed  it  was 
the  26th  of  May,  or  what  was  called  the 
old  term ;  and  if  it  were  concluded  on 
Martinmas,  it  was  intended  to  mean  the 
11th  and  not  the  22nd  November.  But 
here  the  Bill  proposed  a  new  term, 
which  would  cause  great  confusion.  The 
reason  for  the  existence  of  two  dates  at 
term  time  was  the  Law  of  Hypothec. 
House  factors  and  landlords  made  their 
rents  payable  on  the  earlier  dates,  bo 
that  if  the  rents  were  not  forthcoming 
they  might  seize  the  furniture  before  the 
day  of  removal.    The  Law  of  Hypothec 
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had  been  abolished  as  regarded  agri- 
caltnral  subjects,  and  he  did  not  see 
how  it  should  exist  any  longer  as  re- 
garded house  property  in  Scouand.  The 
sooner  it  was  done  away  with  the  better, 
and  then  all  parties  would  be  left  to 
make  their  agreements  as  they  thought 
proper.  If  mey  wanted  to  make  sure 
of  their  rents,  let  them  arrange  to  col- 
lect them  a  fortnight  or  so  before  the 
term  of  removal.  He  was  not  going  to 
oppose  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ; 
but  he  would  prefer  that  there  should 
be  no  new  creation  of  a  new  legal  term 
in  Scotland.  Let  them  have  uniformity 
and  simplicity  in  their  legislation. 

Mr.  JAMES  STEWART,  in  reply, 
said,  it  seemed  to  him  as  if  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dumbartonshire 
(Mr.  Orr-Ewing)  sounded  very  much  as 
if  it  were  to  this  effect — **  Let  things 
remain  exactly  as  they  are  in  Dumbar- 
tonshire, no  matter  what  may  be  the 
inconvenience  with  regard  to  Scotland 
in  general."  What  the  hon.  Member 
suggested  would,  no  doubt,  exactly  suit 
what  at  present  existed  in  Dumbarton- 
shire ;  but  it  was  the  desirability  of 
making  the  chancy  with  as  little  incon- 
venience as  possible  to  the  population 
generally,  that  had  led  him  to  adopt  the 
28th  of  May  as  the  most  convenient 
term  for  removal.  As  to  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Linlithgowshire 
(Mr.  M*Lagan)  that  the  Bill  would  in- 
crease the  number  of  terms,  he  begged 
to  inform  him  that  that  was  quite  a  mis- 
take, because  by  this  Bill  the  terms  were 
absolutely  decreased  by  no  less  than  four 
in  the  course  of  the  year.  There  were 
no  fewer  than  five  removal  terms  in 
Scotland  existing,  and  they  proposed  to 
reduce  that  number  to  one  uniform 
term. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow, 

TITHE  (EXTRAORDINARY  CHARGE) 
BILL.— [Bill  29.] 
(Jfr.  Jnderwiek^  Mr.  Howard^  Sir  Edmund  FiU 
mrr,  Mr,  Dmckham^  Mr.  Arthur  Vivian^  Mr, 
Tkorold  Bog0ri,) 

8X0020)  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mb.  INDERWICK  said,  that  as  the 
BiU  which  was  now  before  the  Uouse 
d^alt  only  with  a  portion  of  the  question 


respecting  the  abolition  of  tithe  in  re- 
gard to  agriculture  in  England,  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  proceed  with  it.  A 
Committee  was  sitting  upstairs  discus- 
sing the  whole  question.  He  should 
not  ask  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  the 
Committee,  but  that  the  Order  should 
be  discharged ;  and  when  the  Com- 
mittee had  considered  the  matter  he 
should  ask  permission  to  introduce  a 
measure. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Order  for  the  Second  Reading 
be  discharged." — {Mr,  Inderwick,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  dUcharged ;  Bill  withdrawn. 

AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS  (WARN- 
INGS TO  REMOVE)    (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

{Sir  AUxander  Gordon^  Mr,  M^  Lagan,  Mr, 

Barclay.) 

[bill   51.]      SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Sib  ALEXANDER  QOEDON  said, 
that  last  Session,  it  would  be  in  the  re- 
collection of  the  House,  they  had  a  very 
satisfactory  discussion  on  this  Bill.  One 
of  the  Members  of  the  Government  then 
stated  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
would  be  taken  into  consideration  when 
the  Government  introduced  their  Bill 
for  Great  Britain  with  regard  to  land. 
This  Session,  however,  the  Government 
obviously  could  not  have  the  opportunity 
to  do  80.  He  was,  however,  quite  con- 
tent with  the  assurance  that  he  last  year 
received  from  the  Government,  and  he 
did  not,  therefore,  intend  going  on  with 
the  Bill  at  present.  What  he  proposed 
was  that  it  should  be  postponed  tiU  the 
20th  July. 

Second  Reading  r/<"/<?rftfi  till  Wednoidaf 
20th  July. 

LUNACY  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
{Mr.  Villiryyi^  Sir  Oeorge  Bai/oury  Mr,  Btty'amin 

T.  WilliamM.) 
[bill   56.]      SECOND   BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  DILLWYN,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  bo  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  there 
was  no  class  in  the  community  which 
demanded  more  urgently  the  attention 
of  tho  Lefi^islature  than  those  imfortunate 
porbons  ailiicted  with  insanity.    Yet  tho 
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law  seemed  to  him  to  treat  them  in  a 
very  cavalier  manner.  He  had  hoped 
that  the  Government  woald  take  this 
matter  up;  but,  failing  that,  he  had 
brought  in  a  small  Bill  to  meet  pressing 
abuses.  The  whole  law  in  this  matter, 
however,  required  amendment.  Our  pre- 
sent system  had  gone  upon  wroDg  lines, 
inasmuch  as  it  treated  lunatics  as  a  cri- 
minalclass  rather  than  as  an  imbecile 
class.  It  treated  them  with  reference  to 
their  care  rather  than  their  cure,  and  it 
was  to  the  cure  that  the  law  should  be 
directed.  The  number  of  lunatics  was 
rapidly  increasing.  By  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners,  the  number  in  1 859 
was  36,762,  in  1865  it  was  53,177,  and 
in  1880  it  was  71,191.  This  showed  the 
seriousness  of  the  question.  He  was 
strongly  impressed  with  the  propriety  of 
entirely  separating  curable  from  incur- 
able lunatics,  because  many  patients 
afflicted  with  curable  lunacy  were  often 
rendered  incurable  by  forced  association 
with  hopeless  idiots  and  raving  maniacs. 
But  this  involved  a  greater  change  than 
he  felt  able  to  attempt  to  deal  with  at 
present,  and  in  order  to  remedy  the  pre- 
sent defects  of  the  law  he  proposed  that  a 
better  system  of  supervision  should  be  in- 
stituted over  all  asylums  for  the  accom- 
modation of  lunatics,  that  better  security 
should  be  provided  for  the  liberty  of  the 
subject  than  the  law  at  present  afforded, 
and  that  better  accommodation  should 
be  provided  for  the  class  of  lunatics  who 
could  afford  to  pay  for  it,  instead  of 
being  required,  as  at  present,  to  go  into 
ordinary  asylums  with  pauper  lunatics, 
or  to  private  asylums,  where  the  inte- 
rest of  the  proprietors  to  cure  patients 
was  not  so  great  as  to  keep  them. 
With  respect  to  supervision  of  asylums, 
the  Bill  provided  for  the  appointment 
of  a  paid  Chairman  for  the  Board  of 
Commissioners.  This  he  did  on  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Earl  of  Shaftes- 
bury. It  was  desirable  that  a  person 
should  have  his  whole  time  and  energy 
devoted  to  the  subject,  and  he  should 
be  responsible  for  the  performance  of 
his  duties  by  receiving  a  proper  salary 
for  his  work.  He  believed  that  would 
give  a  great  additional  weight  to  the 
Commissioners,  and  would  secure  forth^ir 
proceedings  rather  more  responsibility 
than  now  existed  for  the  direct  control 
of  the  business,  which  was  now  practi- 
cally in  the  hands  of  the  Secretary. 
With  regard  to  personal  liberty,  he  ad- 
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mitted  there  were  better  secaritie«  in 
pauper  asylums  than  in  regard  to  other 
classes.  In  these  asylums  the  inmates 
must  be  sent  thereby  some  public  official, 
and  in  this  respect  they  were  in  a  better 
position  than  those  able  to  pay.  If  a 
person  wished  to  remove  a  relative,  all 
he  had  to  do  was  to  arrange  with  some 
unprincipled  keeper  of  an  asylum — give 
him  a  sum  of  money — to  ask  him  to 
secure  a  certificate  of  insanity  from  two 
medical  men,  and  then  the  liberty  of 
that  relative  was  gone.  Once  inmde 
the  asylum,  the  inmate  would  find  it  al- 
most impossible  to  get  out.  In  the  last 
Parliament  he  had  to  appeal  to  the 
Speaker  with  regard  to  the  case  of  a 
Member  of  that  House  who  was  con- 
fined, and  who,  according  to  Dr.  L. 
Robertson,  would  become  permanently 
insane  if  confined  and  subjected  to  the 
treatment  he  was  undergoing.  He  was 
talking  of  facts  within  the  knowledge 
of  tll^  Speaker  and  others.  AfUr 
some  trouble  and  appeals  to  the  then 
Home  Secretary,  this  Gentleman  waa 
released,  and  he  was  put  under  treat- 
ment entirely  different  from  that  to  which 
he  was  subjected  in  the  asylum.  He 
was  cured,  and  for  two  Sessions  after- 
wards he  sat  and  voted  in  the  House  as 
any  other  Member  would.  He  had  the 
curiosity  to  inquire,  and  he  found  that 
this  Qentleman,  who  lived  in  Scotland, 
properly  exercised  all  the  duties  of  hit 
position.  WeU,  if  these  things  were 
done  **in  the  green  tree,  what  would 
be  done  in  the  dry  ?  "  If  a  gentleman  of 
wealth  and  position  was  restored  to  his 
position  and  properly  treated  only  at 
the  instance  of  high  officials,  such  aa 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
what  happened  when  persons  who  had 
none  to  take  up  their  case  for  them  were 
improperly  incarcerated  in  these  private 
asylums  ?  Surely  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  at  once  to  intervene  to 
amend  the  law  with  respect  to  such  cases 
as  this.  He  had  no  doubt  such  cases 
were  of  frequent  occurrence — painfully 
and  sadly  frequent.  He  knew  he  should 
be  pooh-poohed ;  but  the  question  was 
one  of  the  hicrhest  importance.  He  pro- 
posed by  his  Bill  that,  without  exception, 
no  one  should  be  detained  as  a  lunatic 
except  upon  an  order  of  a  justice  of  the 
peace.  That  was  the  first  alteration  he 
would  make,  and  it  was  a  most  important 
one.  No  person  ought  to  be  detained 
except  by  order  of  some  publio  authority. 
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He  did  not  oare  very  much  what  that 
authority  was ;  if  it  were  only  a  police 
constable  it  would  be  better  than  the 
present  system.    Then  he  would   also 
provide  that  no  person  should  be  incar- 
cerated except  at  the  instance  of  a  near 
relation  or  of  some  solicitor  of  repute. 
The  case  of  wandering  lunatics  was  also 
proyided  for.    There  was  also  provision 
that  due  notice  should  be  given  before 
the  justice  made  the  order,  and  that  the 
order  must  be  authorized  by  two  medical 
officers,   one   of  whom  should  be  the 
medical  officer  of  the   district.     Then 
there  was  the  class  of  violent  lunatics, 
for  whom  he  would  legislate  in  the  same 
way  as  was  done  by  the  Scotch  law, 
which  had  a  system  of  emergency  certi- 
ficate which  enabled  persons  who  had 
paroxysms  of  lunacy  to  be  detained  for 
24  hours,  but  for  no  longer  period,  ex- 
cept on  the  order  of  some  competent 
authority.     The  discharge   of  lunatics 
was  also  by  his  Bill  placed  on  a  better 
footing.     He  proposed  they  should  be 
discharged  on  the  order  of  a  Judge  in 
Chambers,  a  stipendiary  magistrate,  or 
a  County  Court  Judge,  who  should  order 
two  medical  men  to  visit  the  lunatic  and 
report  on  the  case;  and  such  Judge,  after 
communicating  with  the  Lunacy  Com- 
missioners, might  order  the  lunatic  to  be 
hberated  within  ten  days.    The  third 
and  last  point  to  which  he  would  refer 
was  the  question  of  patients  who  were 
able  to  pay.     Many  persons  were  able 
to  pay  a  moderate  sum,  and  could  not 
afford  the  private  asylums.    He  knew  he 
should  be  met  by  the  argument  of  vested 
interests  on  the  part  of  the  keepers  of 
private  asylums ;  but  he  did  not  think 
such  interests  ought  to  be  exceptionally 
respected.     He  did  not  wish  to  introduce 
compulsion  in  the  matter ;  but  he  pro- 
posed that  the  justices  should  be  enabled 
to  raise  money  by  way  of  Terminable 
Annuities  for  the  reception   in  public 
asylums  of  those  who  could  pay.    There 
need  be  no  difficulty,  and  such  a  scheme 
would,  in  the  end,  prove  remunerative. 
Certainly  the  keepers  of  private  asylums 
made  handsome  profits.  Ue  had  nothing 
to    say  against    those    establishments, 
which,  on  the  whole,  were  very  well  con- 
ducted.   But,  unfortunately,  it  was  often 
no  one's  interest  to  procure  the  discharge 
of  patients,  and  certainly  it  was  the  in- 
terest of  the  proprietor  to  keep  them  as 
long  as  possible.     As  things  were  in  the 
puDiio  asylums,  there  was  no  distinction 
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between  paupers  and  those  who  paid, 
either  in  class,  food,  or  treatment.    He 
had  received  many  letters  on  the  sub- 
ject, to  one  of  which  he  would  refer. 
The  letter  was  written  by  a  gentleman 
whose  wife  had  become  a  lunatic,  and 
who  could  not  afford  to  pay  the  charges 
made  in  the  private  asylums.    The  lady 
had  first  to  go  to  a  workhouse,  and  was 
thence  transferred  to  the  asylum.    The 
husband  paid  9«.   8i.  a  week  for  her 
maintenance.     But  the  lady  was  treated 
in  all  respects  as  a  pauper,  and  the 
writer  expressed  his  opinion  that  the  fact 
of  wearing  a  pauper's  dress  was  alone 
sufficient  to  prevent  her  recovery.   With 
every  word  of  that  letter  he  agreed,  and 
he  had  made  provision  in  his  Bill  for 
cases  of  that  kind.    He  would  refer  also 
to  the  evidence  of  the  Earl  of  Shaftes- 
bury in  1859,  which  fully  sustained  the 
views  which  he  had  been  advocating, 
especially  as  regarded  the  discharge  of 
lunatics.      The  same  noble    Earl  was 
examined  before  the  Select  Committee 
which    sat  in   1877,   and   stated  that, 
though  he  should  not  now  in  all  respects 
give  the  evidence  he  did  then,  he  had 
seen  no  reason  to  change  any  of  the 
opinions  which  he    had  expressed    in 
1859  as  regards  the  objectionable  prin- 
ciple of  persons  having  an  interest  in 
the  retention  of  lunatics  being  intrusted 
with  the  care  of  them.     He  thought  the 
present  system  of  inspection  was  also 
very  unsatisfactory  and  inadequate,  and 
he    proposed    to    deal  with   that  part 
of   the  question.     He  would  give  an 
illustration   of  the  unsatisfactory  state 
of  things  with  respect  to  private  asy- 
lums.    He  had  been  told  by  a  gentle- 
man of  the  highest  position  ana  cha- 
racter, who  was  well  known  to   most 
Members  of  the  House,  that  his  wife 
having  become  partially  insane  he  had 
sent    her  to  a  private    establishment. 
This  gentleman,  having  heard  that  his 
wife  was  better,  and  that  she  would  pro- 
bably improve  still  more  if  she  retunied 
home,  determined  to  remove  her.     But 
he  found  that  all  sort  of  difficulties  were 
placed  in  his  way,  and  he  was  much 
startled  to  think  what  facilities  he  would 
have  had  for  the  wrongful  detention  of 
his  wife  if  it  had  been  his  interest  or  his 
wish  to  get  rid  of  her  in  that  manner. 
He  had  indicated  as  briefly  as  he  could 
the  evils  of  the  present  svstem,  which 
he  thouglit  were  effectually  dealt  with 
by  his   Bill.     The  hon.  Member  con* 
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oldded  by  moving  tlie  second  readme  of 
the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  reewi  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Lillwyn.) 

Mb.  FLOYEE  said,  he  approved  of 
some  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  which 
could  be  advantageously  amended  in 
Committee.  The  subject  of  providing 
asylums  for  all  classes  of  lunatics  was 
one  of  great  importance,  and  it  was 
quite  distinct  from  the  question  of  the 
management  of  pauper  patients.  To 
provide  accommodation  for  all  lunatics 
above  the  pauper  class  would  require 
a  large  extension  of  accommodation. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  said  that 
from  the  profit  now  made  in  these  pri- 
vate asylums,  those  who  provided  those 
establishments  would  be  recouped  for 
their  outlay ;  but  he  (Mr.  Floyer)  feared 
that,  in  the  first  instance,  resort  would  be 
bad  to  the  county  rates,  and  that  proposal 
would  hardly  find  favour  witii  the  rate- 
payers in  these  depressed  times.  In  the 
great  majority  of  cases  the  managers  of 
private  asylums  were  men  of  high  cha- 
racter and  position,  and  were  not  capable 
of  being  influenced  by  the  inducement 
of  high-paying  jwttients  to  keep  them 
loneer  than  was  necessary.  Such  oases 
mielit  occur  here  and  there.  It  was 
with  regard  to  the  admission  into  asy- 
lums of  the  class  just  above  the  pauper 
class  that  some  changes  might  produce 
p^ood  results.  In  Yns  own  county,  for 
instance,  a  step  had  been  taken  which 
had  proved  advantageous.  Between 
£2,000  and  £3,000  had  been  devoted  to 
the  erection  in  the  asylum  of  20  or  30 
additional  cells,  which  were  appropriated 
to  the  reception  of  members  of  the  dass 
referred  to,  who  were  admitted  at  a 
charge  of  10*.  a-week.  They  were  kept 
upon  much  the  same  footing,  with  re- 
gard to  clothes  and  food,  as  3ie  pauper 
lunatics,  it  being  undesirable  to  make 
distinctions  between  the  two  sets  of  in- 
mates. Another  point  which  he  thought 
should  not  be  lost  sight  of  was  the  im- 
portance of  treating  lunatics  at  as  early 
a  period  as  possible— that  was  to  say, 
as  soon  as  symptoms  of  insanity  mani- 
fested themselves.  He  should  be  sorry 
to  see  any  impediment  placed  in  the  way 
of  the  speedy  admission  of  patients  into 
county  asylums ;  but  the  provision  in  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  requiring  that 
the  certificate  for  the  admission  of  a 
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patient  should  come  from  tiie  district 
medical  officer  would  most  probably,  in 
many  counties,  cause  sudi  an  impedi- 
ment. The  medical  officer  might  hveat 
a  great  distance  frt>m  the  residence  of 
the  patient,  and  be  totally  ignorant  of 
the  circumstances  of  his  case — nay,  he 
was  not  required  even  to  see  the  man 
whom  his  certificate  would  relegate  to  a 
madhouse.  He  also  objected  to  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  wiUi  re- 
gard to  the  discharge  of  patients,  for  he 
held  that  it  would  be  dangerous  to  gi?e 
the  power  of  discharging  patients  to  two 
medical  men  from  London,  whose  deci- 
sion would  not  be  subject  to  appeal. 
The  proposal  was  defective  in  this,  that 
it  did  not  meet  the  difficulty  of  what  was 
known  as  lucid  intervals.  Owing  to  this 
imperfection,  there  might  be  a  great 
many  persons  let  loose  who  ought  to 
be  under  stringent  regimen.  For  hia 
part,  he  would  strongly  advocate  the 
construction  of  asylumsin  which  patienta, 
not  paupers,  but  coming  from  the  class 
immediately  above  the  pauper  daas, 
might  be  taken  care  of  at  a  small  weekly 
charge.  The  wealthy  had  the  privato 
asylums  to  which  to  send  their  insane 
relatives,  and  the  paupers  had  the  work- 
house infirmary,  where  they  were  cared 
for  out  of  the  rates ;  but  a  man  of  this 
class,  too  poor  to  pay  for  the  aooonuno- 
dation  afforded  to  the  rich,  and  too 
wealthy  to  come  upon  the  rates,  was 
without  any  such  accommodation  what- 
ever. He  thought  they  were  indebted 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  for 
bringing  forward  this  Bill,  and  if  it  went 
into  Committee  he  would  endeavour  to 
make  it  a  more  perfect  measure. 

Db.  CAMEEON  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  the  principles  which  had 
been  advocated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dmwyn)  were  the  prin- 
ciples which  had  worKed  thoroughly  well 
under  the  Scotch  law.  In  Scotland  there 
were  a  number  of  Boyal  Charter  asy- 
lums, carried  on  by  directors  for  philan- 
thropic purposes,  and  they  were  under 
the  control  of  medical  men  of  high 
standing,  who  were  paid  salary,  and  who 
had  no  interest  but  in  the  cure  of  the 
patients.  Patients  were  not  admitted 
without  an  order  from  a  sheriff.  He 
must  say  he  had  a  distinct  preference 
for  the  order  of  a  sheriff  over  that  of 
a  justice.  The  sheriff  was  a  trained 
lawyer,  whose  whole  training  was 
against  any  abuse  of  the  power  cono- 
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mitied  to  him,  and  in  fayour  of  a  I 
judicial  and  careful  exercise  of  that 
power.  The  machinerr  in  the  Bill  for 
the  committal  and  discnarge  of  patients 
was  very  much  that  which  existed  in 
Scotland  at  the  present  time.  It  was 
open  to  anyone  to  apply  to  the  sheriff 
iniere  they  thought  a  patient  was  wrong- 
fdlly  detained,  and  the  sheriff  issued  a 
warrant  to  make  an  inspection.  If  asy- 
lums could  be  got  up  in  the  same  way 
in  England  as  in  Scotland  that  would 
get  rid  of  the  financial  difficulty.  All 
me  suggestions  in  the  Bill  of  his  hon. 
Friend  had  been  found  perfectly  com- 
patible with  the  safe  custody  and  proper 
treatment  of  lunatics,  and  that  was  a 
fact  which  he  thought  would  recommend 
them  to  a  practical  Assembly  like  the 
House  of  Oommons. 

Sib  HENEY  HOLLAND  assured  the 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  that  many 
who  sat  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  wished  the  Bill  eyery  success. 
No  one  could  read  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  which  had  considered  the  sub- 
ject of  lunatic  asylums  without  seeing 
that  some  alteration  was  wanted  in  the 
law.    The  principles  of  this  Bill  were 
such  as  would  commend  themselyes  to 
those  who  had  studied  the    question, 
and  the  details  could  be  settled  in  Com- 
mittee.    There  were  three  points  of  spe- 
cial interest  and  importance  in  the  Bill. 
The  first  object  was  to  do  away,  as  far  as 
possible,  with  that  part  of  the  present 
system  which  gaye  a  proprietor  of  an 
asylum  an  interest  in  keeping  the  pa- 
tients under  his  care.     It  was  undoubt- 
edly the  interest  of  proprietors  of  asy- 
lams  to  keep  patients  longer  than  was 
necessary;    and,   although  he  did  not 
say  that  this  interest  had  been  greatly 
abused,  he  thought  the  temptation  ought 
to  be  remoyed.    No  doubt,   if  priyate 
asylums  were  bought  up  by  the  justices 
under   this   Bill,   liberal  compensation 
should  be  secured  to  the  proprietors  of 
such  asylums ;  and,  upon  the  whole,  the 
proyisions  of  the  2nd  section  would,  with 
some  alterations,  meet  the  cafle.     The 
second  object  aimed  at  by  the  Bill  was  to 
secure  a  proper  check  upon  the  admis- 
sion of  a  patient.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Dorsetshire  commented   upon   this 
point,  and  raised  a  question  as  to  the  in- 
oonyenience  that  would  be  likely  to  arise 
if  the  relieying  officer  of  the  union  or 
parish  had  to  petition.    Any  practical 
difficulty,  howeyer,  on  this  point  could 


be  considered  and  remoyed  in  Committee. 
The  third  object  was  to  secure  a  simple 
mode  of  liberation  from  an  asylum.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire,  when  criti- 
cizing this  part  of  the  Bill,  appeared  to 
think  that  the  liberation  order  would  be 
granted  upon  insufficient  grounds,  and 
without  sufficient  examination  of  the 
patient.  But  he  had  clearly  oyerlooked 
the  proyisions  of  the  Idth  section,  which 

Eroyided  for  two  separate  examinations 
y  two  medical  men  at  interyals  of  seyen 
days,  and  made  it  necessary  for  the 
Judge  or  magistrate  to  communicate 
with  the  Commissioners  in  Lunacy,  who 
must  be  acquainted  with  each  case,  and 
further  proyided  for  the  expiration  of  10 
days  from  the  production  of  the  order 
before  the  liberation.  As  he  belieyed 
the  Bill  was  calculated  to  benefit  not  only 
the  wealthy  classes  by  protecting  them 
against  improper  admission  to,  and  de- 
tention in,  asylums,  but  also  the  middle 
classes,  who  most  required  protection, 
he  should  heartily  support  it. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  that  no  one 
who  had  listened  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn) 
could  help  feeling  great  sympathy  with 
much  that  he  had  uttered ;  and  what- 
eyer  might  be  the  immediate  result  of 
the  proposals,  he  was  quite  sure  the 
labours  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  be  without  fruit.  At  the  same  time 
they  could  not  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that 
inyestigations  into  cases  of  lunacy  must 
always  be  subject  to  the  hazard  of  mis- 
chance. The  Select  Committee  on  this 
subject  had,  howeyer,  reported  that  no 
case  of  miscarriage  of  justice  in  the 
committal  of  alleged  lunatic  persons 
had  occurred  for  many  years  past.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  TDr.  Cameron) 
and  the  hon.  and  learnea  Member  for 
Midhurst  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  had  ex- 
pressed their  approyal  of  the  Bill ;  but 
they  could,  ho  thought,  haye  scarcely 
examined  the  proposals  which  it  con- 
tained with  sufficient  attention.  If  they 
had  done  bo  thoy  would  hardly  haye 
accepted  those  proposals  as  a  basis  of 
legislation  without  some  qualification. 
Many  of  them  appeared  to  him  to  be 
impracticable,  and  were  hardly  capable 
of  being  transformed  into  a  practical 
shape  in  Committee.  His  hon.  Fnend  who 
moyed  the  second  reading  laid  great  stress 
on  the  proposal  requiring  the  certificate 
of  a  magistrate  ;  but  under  the  scheme 
of  the  Bill  the  magistrate  would  haye 
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nothing  whatsoever  to  do  except  to  sien 
the  certificate,  and  the  Proviso  requir- 
ing the  signature  of  a  magistrate  made 
no  mention  of  the  apparently  necessary 
condition  that  the  magistrate  should  see 
the  patient.     [Mr.  Dillwyn  :  It  would 
be  a  record.]    Yes ;   but  it  would  be 
only  the  appearance  of  a  public  gua- 
rantee without  the  reality,  and  it  might 
lead  to  much  mischief.     At  present,  a 
person  fraudulently  confined  in  a  luna- 
tic asylum  had  a  right  of  action  against 
the   relatives  or  friends  who  put  him 
there.     Was  it  intended  to  remove  that 
liability  and    responsibility  from    the 
shoulders  of  the  relatives   or    friends 
and  to  transfer  it  to  the  magistrate? 
On  the    whole,   he  thought    the    ma- 
chinery  for  reg^ating  me  admission 
of  parents  would  rather  weaken  than 
strengthen  existing  guarantees,  whilst 
the  machinery  for  regulating  discharge 
was  uncertain  in.  its  action  and  difficult 
to  understand.      For  instance,  it  was 
doubtful  whether  the  author  of  the  Bill 
meant  to  give   the    Commissioners  in 
Lunacy  a  veto  or  not  over  the  discharge 
of  a  patient.    The  gradual  suppression 
of  private  asylums  and  the  enlargement 
of  the  public  asylums  for  the  admission 
of  paying  patients  was  a  subject  of  the 
highest  interest.  He  entirely  sympathized 
with  his  hon.  Friend  in  seeking  these 
two  objects;  but  the  propositions  con- 
tained in  the  Bill  were  quite  insufficient 
to  bring  them  about.    In  the  first  place, 
how  was  this  suppression  of  private 
asylums  to  be   effected?      Was  there 
to  be  compulsonr  expropriation  ?     [Mr. 
DnxwTN :    No. J     Then  the  liberty  of 
bargain  between  the  justices  and  the 
proprietors  of  private  asylums  given  by 
the  Ist  clause  was  affected  by  the  extra- 
ordinary regulation  as  to  price  contained 
in  the  2nd  clause  ;  and  he  was  per- 
suaded that  the  justices  would  never 
exercise  the  power  proposed  to  be  given 
to  them  under  those  circumstances.    He 
hoped  that  the  private  asylums  would, 
in  the  course  of  time,  die  out.     There 
was  no  vested  interest  in  them,  and  the 
reception  of  paying  patients  at  county 
asylums  was  even  now   established  in 
some  counties — Oomwall,  for  instance. 
As  to  the  private  lunatic  asylums,  which 
it  was  sought  to  suppress,  they  existed, 
for  the  most  part,  in  the  Metropolis  or 
its  vicinity;  and  if  the  Bill  were  to  pass 
— one  of  the  great  objects  of  his  hon. 
Friend  being  to  establish  public  lunatic 
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asylums    throughout    the    country  —  a 
burden  would  be  imposed  on  the  rates 
of  the  Metropolitan  counties,  in  order 
to  carry  out  the  great  reform  suggested 
in  non-Metropolitan  counties.  He  would 
also  point  out  that  there  was  nothing  in 
the  law  to  prevent  lunatic  asylums  from 
being  enlarged  by  the  addition  of  private 
wings  in  those  cases  in  which  tne  au- 
thorities in  a  county  were  not  unwiUing 
that  that  should  be  done.     In  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  he  hoped  his 
hon.  Friend  would  be  satisfied  with  the 
discussion  which  had  taken  place,  and 
that  he  would  consent  to  witndraw  his 
Bill,  leaving  the  matter  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government,  who  would  be  prepared, 
when  there  was  time  at  their  disposal 
for  the  purpose,  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  a  measure  not  merely  for 
the  amendment  of  the  law  but  for  its 
consolidation — a  Bill  which  would  pro- 
duce some  of  the  Amendments  aimed  at 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  but  which  he 
would  fail  to  realize  imder  the  provisions 
of  his  Bill.    No  doubt  the  hon.  Member 
thought  the  Gt>vemment  had  been  slack 
in  dealing  with  this  matter;   but  the 
House  knew  the  difficulty  the  Govern- 
ment had  in  dealing  with  any  subject  at 
present.   He  did  not  for  a  moment  deny 
that  the  law  was  capable  of  amendment, 
and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  only 
leave  it  in  the  hands  of  the  Gt>vemment, 
they  would  draw  up  a  Bill  and  submit 
it  to  an  early  Session  of  Parliament. 
He  could  not  recommend  the  House  to 
receive  the  Bill  as  it  stood,   and  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  with- 
draw it, 

Sm  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
was  glad  to  find  it  was  admitted  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  that  the  Lunacy 
Law  was  capable  of  considerable  amend- 
ment. For  his  own  part,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  in  connection  with  several  of 
the  points  which  had  been  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn), 
amendment  was  not  only  desirable,  bat 
absolutely  necessary.  Having  had  con- 
siderable experience  of  the  operation  of 
the  law  in  one  of  the  largest  lunatic 
asylums  in  the  country,  of  which  he  had 
been  visitor  for  many  years,  he  was  en- 
abled to  confirm  many  of  the  g^evances 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  pointed  out. 
In  the  first  place,  he  did  not  think  there 
were  sufficient  safeguards  with  regard 
to  the  admission  of  lunatics.  In  the 
asylum  with  which  he  was  connected,  he 
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was  perfectly  satisfied  that  many  cases 
had  been  admitted  which  ought  not  to 
have  been  admitted  at  all.     He  also 
thought  that  the  law  with  regard  to  the 
release  of  lunatics  was  not  satisfactory. 
He  had  himself,  on  many  occasions,  in- 
terfered, and  had  caused  many  patients 
to  be  discharged  who,  he  was  persuaded, 
ought  not  to  have  been  detained.    The 
question  was  a  most  difficult  one,  espe- 
cially as    regarded    the    admission    of 
lunatics,  because  if  a  case  of  lunacy  was 
only  treated  early  enough  there  was  al- 
most a  certainty  of  cure ;  and  it  was, 
therefore,  sometimes  a  charity  to  put  a 
person  in  an  asylum,  although,  to  an 
ordinary  individual,    it   might  appear 
.very  doubtful  whether  he  was  a  lunatic 
or  not.    He  concurred,  to  a  great  extent, 
in  the  views  of  the  hon.  Member  as  to 
the  desirableness  of  gradually  suppress- 
ing private  asylums.     He  did  not  think 
it  desirable  that  it  should  be  even  sup- 
posed that  persons  could  be  kept  in  con- 
finement for  purposes  of  private  gain. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  many  recoveries  were  accom- 
plished in  these  private  asylums  by  rea- 
son of  careful  personal  superintendence. 
As  regarded  the  enlargement  of  asylums, 
his  opinion  was  that  many  asylums  were 
far  too  large.     Medical  men  of  eminence 
in    connection    with    the  treatment  of 
lunacy  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  massing  together  of  people  suffering 
from  the  disease  was  a  positive  evil.    If 
they  had  1,000  or  1,200  patients  in  one 
asylum,  he  believed  that  adequate  per- 
sonal   supervision   became    impossible. 
He  held  that  the  number  of  patients  in 
one  asylum  should  not  exceed  500  or 
600.     The  subject  under  discussion  was 
one  with  which  he  and  the  late  Govern- 
ment  bad   been  most  anxious  to  deal. 
When  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  speaking  for  the 
Government,  said  he  approved  of  all  the 
principles    contained    m    the    Bill,   he 
thought  one  of  two  courses  would  have 
been  adopted— either  to  allow  the  Bill 
to  be  read  a  second  time,  and  then  to 
refer  it  to  a  Select  Committee ;  or  to 
bring  in  a  short  Bill  dealing  with  the 
points  upon   which  there   was  mutual 
agreement.     He  quite  agreed  with  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  that  to  consoli- 
date the  whole  law  on  the  subject  would 
be  an  admirable  thing  to  do.     In  fact, 
it  was  BO  admirable  he  was   afraid  it 
would  not  be  done,  because  such  an  un- 


dertaking, while  not  of  the  first  import- 
ance, would  be  one  of  magnitude,  as 
they  would  find  that  any  measure  with 
this  object  would  eventually  be  thrust 
out  and  indefinitely  postponed  in  the 
pressure  of  other  legislation.  He  there- 
fore ventured  to  suggest  to  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  should  adopt  one  of  the 
two  courses  he  had  indicated. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  he  could  not 
comprehend  how  any  fault  could  be 
found  with  the  draft  of  the  Bill,  seeing 
that  in  drafting  it  he  had  had  the  assist- 
ance of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Solicitor  General. 

Me.  SPEAKEE  pointed  out  that  the 
hon.  Member  was  not  entitled  to  make  a 
second  speech. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  he  only  wished 
to  state  that  he  could  not  accept  the 
suggestion  of  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  (Mr.  Courtney)  to  withdraw  the 
measure,  and  he  must  divide  the  House. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUKT  said, 
the  subject  was  one  with  regard  to  which, 
especially  after  the  observations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  E.  Assheton 
Cross),  who  had  just  sat  down,  the 
House  seemed  agreed  that  something 
should  be  done  ;  and  the  only  question 
was  how  it  was  to  be  done.  As  to  the 
proposal  that  the  Government  should 
introduce  a  short  Bill  on  the  subject, 
he  was  sorry  to  say  the  Home  Office 
was  full  of  short  Bills ;  and  it  was  abso- 
lutely impossible  to  find  five  minutes  to 
introduce  one.  He  hoped  he  might  have 
some  success  by  trying  the  experiment 
of  sending  them  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
which  was  not  very  much  occupied  with 
Business.  But  he  found  that  when  they 
got  there  they  were  strangled.  There  was 
such  a  Bill  in  the  House  of  Lords  on  the 
previous  night  (Charitable  Trusts  Acts 
Amendment  Bill).  It  came  to  a  bad  end ; 
and,  therefore,  tnere  was  no  encourage- 
ment for  the  endeavour  to  get  Business 
transacted  there.  He  was  afraid,  there- 
fore, that  if  the  Government  were  to 
promise  to  pass  a  Bill  dealing  with  the 
Lunacy  Laws  in  the  present  Session,  the 
promise  would  be  a  delusive  one.  But 
although  the  Government  might  not  be 
able  to  bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject, 
they  had  no  wish  to  prevent  anyone  else 
from  doing  so.  That  the  BUI  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  had  a  good 
object  he  did  not  mean  to  deny,  though 
it  might  require  a  good  deal  of  amend- 
ment.    As  to  sending  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
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Committee,  he  would  point  out  that  the 
House  was  already  overburdened  with 
Committees ;  but  if  his  hon.  Friend 
wished  to  take  the  second  reading  of 
his  Bill,  with  whatever  chance  of  amend- 
ing and  putting  it  in  proper  shape  he 
might  be  able  to  command,  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  object. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow, 

LONDON  CITY  (PAROCHIAL  CHARI- 
TIES) BILL.— [Bill  13.] 
{Mr,  Bryce,  Mr.  Fell,  Mr,  Cohen,  Mr,  Walter 
James,  Mr,  Davey,) 
SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Me.  BRYCE,  in  moving  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  that  in 
order  that  the  Bill  should  be  understood 
it  was  necessary  to  say  a  few  prelimi- 
nary words  about  the  present  state  of 
the  City  of  London  and  the  condition 
of  its  Parochial  Charities.     The  City  of 
London  was  about  a  square  mile  in  area. 
It  contained  within  that  area  108  civil 
parishes  and  61  ecclesiastical  parishes. 
The  population  had  gone  on   steadily 
decreasing  for  many  years.     In  1860-61 
it  was  112,000;  in  1871  it  was  76,000; 
in  1881  it  was  52,000;  and  at  the  same 
rate  of  decrease  before  long  it  would 
have    gone  down   to    some   10,000  or 
15,000  people.     The  parishes  were  of 
two  classes.    A  certain  number — about 
eight — lying  towards  the  outskirts  of 
the  ancient  City,  had  in  1871  a  popula-* 
tion  of  more  than  6,000  persons  each. 
There  were  100  parishes  in  the  inner 
parts  of  the  City,  whose  total  population 
was  in  1871  only  about  35,000  altoge- 
ther ;  and  he  thought  it  might  be  said 
that  these  had  ceased  to  be  parishes  in 
the  substantial  sense  of  the  word.     In 
the  outer  parishes  the  population  was 
still  reasonably  large  for  each  parish ; 
but  in  many  of  these  inner  parisnes  the 
population  was  counted,  not  by  thou- 
sands or  hundreds,  but  by  tens  ;  one  of 
them  only  contained  32  inhabitants,  and 
a  considerable  number  under  100.     The 
churches  were,   therefore,  empty,  and 
the  parochial  organizations  had  ceased 
to    have    any  l3*e.      Nearly  all  these 
parishes  had  considerable  endowments, 
which  had  come  down  from  an  early 
period,  some  of  them  even  from  the  14th 
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century,  and  which  had  iztcreased  in 
value  ^m  precisely  the  same  causes 
which  had  led  to  the  decreased  popula- 
tion. As  the  population  had  sought 
homes  outside  the  walls  of  the  City,  so 
the  value  of  these  endowments,  which 
mainly  consisted  of  land  and  houses, 
had  risen  to  an  extraordinary  height 
The  City  was  one  of  those  instances  in 
which  Goldsmith's  line  was  exempli- 
fied— 

<'  Where  wealth  accumiilates  and  men  decay.** 

The  income  of  the  endowments  had  risen 
from  £67,000.yearly  in  1865  to  £105,000 
in  1877 ;  but  even  this  vast  sum  did  not 
represent  the  full  value,  because  in  manv 
cases  they  had  been  badly  managed, 
not  corruptly  but  indolently  or  incompe- 
tently managed,  and  under  good  man- 
agement the  income  might  be  doubled, 
and  in  10  years  the  Parochial  Charities 
might  enjoy  a  revenue  of  more  than 
£200,000  a-year.  There  was  thus,  tak- 
ing the  income  at  £105,000  and  the 
Eopulation  at  52,000,  a  sum  of  £2  per 
ead  per  annum  of  Charity  Funds  for 
every  resident  in  the  City,  or  in  the 
100  inner  parishes,  whose  poptilation 
was  under  25,000,  £4  per  head.  In 
that  state  of  affairs  it  might  be  imagined 
that  the  City  would  be  full  of  philan- 
thropic institutions,  and  that  the  rate  of 
pauperism  would  be  extremely  low.  But 
the  facts  showed  that  the  state  of  the  City 
of  London  compared  not  only  unfavour- 
ably, but  most  unfavourably,  with  every 
other  part  of  the  Metropolis  as  to  pauper- 
isip.  The  average  for  the  whole  of  the 
Metropolis  of  paupers  to  population  wis 
1  in  37  ;  in  the  City  it  was  1  in  16.  The 
expenditure  on  outdoor  relief  in  the 
whole  of  the  Metropolis  was  1«.  %^i, 
per  head;  in  the  City  it  was  4f.  ^d, 
per  head,  so  that,  so  far  as  the  poor  were 
concerned,  it  would  be  better  for  them  if 
this £105,000  yearlyincome  were  thrown 
over  the  Thames  Embankment.  How  had 
this  state  of  affairs  arisen  ?  This  Charity 
money  was  administered  and  distributed 
by  a  very  large  number  of  independent 
bodies  of  trustees,  by  churchwardens, 
and  by  Vestries.  Very  nearly  half  of  the 
total  income  was  spent  in  what  was 
called  the  ecclesiastical  purposes.  Such 
purposes  included  various  matters  con- 
nected with  the  repairs  of  the  churches 
— the  re-fitting  and  ornamenting  them, 
warming  them,  and  so  forth.  There 
were  61  churches  for  a  population  el 
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62,000    people,    whereas    10    churches 
would    be     amply    sufficient    for    the 
spiritual    requirements    of   this    popu- 
lation.    Thus  it  would  surprise  no  one 
that  most  of  the  churches  were  empty, 
and  that  the  greater  part  of  the  money 
spent  by  the  churchwardens  was  abso- 
lutely wasted.     A  good  deal  of  these 
Church  Charities  went  in  various  en- 
dowments for  lectureships  and  sermons. 
There  was  a  case  of  an  endowment  of 
£50  a-year  for  two  services  daily.  Now, 
however,  on  Wednesdays  and  Fridays, 
the  minister  and  clerk  made  their  ap- 
pearance at  the  hour  of  morning  prayer, 
and  having  waited  a  due  period  of  time, 
and  finding  that  no  person  appeared, 
they  went  away.     Another  enaowment 
was  for  a   sermon  to  be  preached  in 
acknowledgment  of  the  deliverance  of 
England  from  the  Spanish  Armada ;  an- 
other for  a  sermon  of  thanksgiving  for 
deliverance  from  the  Gunpowder  Plot. 
Both  these  sermons  were  still  delivered. 
A  payment  was  made  to  the  clergyman 
for  delivering  them,  and  to  the  sexton 
for  going  to  hear  them ;    but  he  could 
not  find  that  any  other  person  had  ever 
formed  part  of  the  congregation.     He 
did  not  attribute  any  blame  to  the  clergy, 
as  they  had  done  their  best  in  the  diffi- 
cult circumstances  in  which  they  were 
placed  ;  it  was  the  state  of  the  law  which 
was  to  blame.     A  considerable  part,  es- 
timated   at   £10,000    a-year,   of   these 
charity  revenues  was  distributed  in  doles 
— petty  gifts  of  bread,  coals,  blankets, 
and  so  forth.     All  the  evidence  showed 
that  such  doles,  wherever  distributed, 
were  of  the  greatest  imaginable  evil  to 
the  community.     It  was  as  much  a  truth 
of  economic  science  that  doles  tended  to 
demoralize  and  pauperize  their  recipients 
as  it  was  a  truth  of  physical  science  that 
the  breathing  of  sewer  gas  tended  to  pro- 
duce disease.    In  the  City  people  came 
sometimes  to  the  morning  services  of 
some  churches  in  order  to  get  bread,  and 
one  clergyman  had  actually  excused  the 
system  on  the  ground  that  it  brought 
people  to  church  who  otherwise  would 
not  attend.     In  one  of  the  parishes  a 
churchwarden  wanted  to  ascertain  how 
the  coal  tickets  distributed  as  doles  went. 
He  took  the  addresses  of  the  people  who 
applied,  and  having  found  that  out  of 
the  applicants  there  were  no  less  than  40 
or  50  not  known  at  the  addresses  which 
they  gave,  he  came  to  the  opinion  that 
these  people  belonged  to  a  class  which 


^  seemed  to  be  a  well-known  part  of  the 
population  of  the  City — the  class  called 
*' coal-hunters,"  who  made  it  their  busi- 
ness to  get  these  tickets  and  afterwards 
sell  them  at  a  reduction  to  retailers  of 
coals.  In  a  large  number  of  the  parishes 
in  which  bread  was  distributed  it  was 
received  by  persons  with  regard  to  whose 
means  of  subsistence  no  inquiry  was 
made,  and  many  of  these  persons  were 
actually  at  the  time  receiving  outdoor 
relief  from  the  Unions.  Another  mode 
in  which  the  money  was  supposed  to  be 
expended  was  in  the  payment  of  appren- 
ticeship fees ;  but  as  the  custom  of  ap- 
prenticing had  become  almost  obsolete  in 
the  City,  more  than  £3,000  a-year  was 
accumulating  because  youths  could  not 
be  found  to  come  and  take  an  appren- 
ticeship. A  good  deal  was  spent  in  the 
payment  of  poor  rates,  which  was  a 
gross  misapplication  of  Charity  Funds. 
There  was  a  parish  in  Lombard  Street 
which  contributed  out  of  its  Charities 
£700  a-year  to  the  poor  rate,  a  charge 
which  would  otherwise  be  paid  by  the 
great  banking-houses  which  were  situ- 
ated there.  This  was  a  pleasing  instance 
of  charity  to  the  rich.  There  were  two 
cases  in  which  parishes  spent  £1,300 
annually  in  the  payment  of  poor  rates 
out  of  such  funds,  and  in  another  case 
the  parish  had  the  effrontery  to  borrow 
money  for  the  repairs  of  the  church, 
while,  at  the  same  time,  they  were  spend* 
ing  their  charity  money  in  paying  poor 
rates.  A  very  large  sum  was  spent  in 
eating  and  drinking.  Items  for  dining 
and  refreshments  at  Vestry  meetings 
and  dinners  at  Greenwich  and  Rich- 
mond were  of  frequent  occurrence.  One 
parish  expended  £83  on  a  single  Green- 
wich dinner.  In  another  case  £113  was 
thus  spent  on  various  entertainments, 
this  being  an  instance  where  the  parish 
contained  only  two  inhabited  houses, 
and  in  addition  to  expending  this  sum 
£60  was  taken  out  of  the  Charity 
Funds,  with  which  a  service  of  plate  was 
purchased,  and  presented  to  one  of  the 
churchwardens.  He  recollected  the  case 
of  a  parish  in  which  there  were  two 
endowments  in  one  parish,  both  ori- 
ginally of  small  amount.  One  was 
£1  6«.  M,  to  be  paid  to  some  poor  de- 
serving scholar  at  Oxford  or  Cambridge 
University.  That  small  sum  of  £  1  6«.  8(f. 
was  still  paid,  and  it  was  all  that  was 
given  to  the  poor  scholar.  But  in  the 
other  case  6*.  was  left  to  provide  what 
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the  founder  called  a  ''love  feast,"  at 
which  parishioners  who  had  quarrelled 
with  one  another  should  be  reconciled 
on  Maundy  Thursday.  That  **  love 
feast "  was  still  given;  but  it  was  carried 
out  in  a  manner  more  ample  and  gene- 
rous than  the  simple  Founder  contem- 
plated. From  £60  to  £70  was  now 
annually  spent  on  giving  this  feast  at 
Bichmond,  and  the  persons  invited  were 
the  rich  people  of  the  parishes,  and 
among  them  were  the  secretaries  of  12 
public  Companies  who  had  offices  or 
warehouses  in  the  parish.  Then  there 
were  salaries  paid  out  of  these  charitable 
foundations  to  Vestry  clerks,  sextons, 
organists,  organ-tuners,  pew-openers, 
and  a  swarm  of  other  officials  connected 
with  these  parishes.  Lastly,  there  were 
many  miscellaneous  Charities,  such  as 
the  gift;  made  for  the  benefit  of  poor 
fishmongers  in  Old  Fish  Street — there 
being  no  poor  fishmongers  there  now; 
gifts  of  money  for  the  ringing  of  church 
bells — a  frequent  kind  of  bequest ;  a 
gift  for  the  ransom  of  Christians  captured 
by  the  Barbary  pirates,  and  a  bequest 
for  purchasing  faggots  for  the  burning 
of  heretics.  Most  of  these  gifts  were  in 
house  property.  They  were  continually 
accumulating,  and  being  spent  in  ways 
sometimes  not  in  accordance  with  the 
wishes  of  the  Founders,  while  in  other 
cases  it  was  impossible  now  to  carry  out 
those  wishes.  He  believed  two  of  the 
City  parishes  appeared  to  have  taken 
money  out  of  their  Charity  income  to  pay 
for  the  prosecution  of  the  Rev.  Pelham 
Dale.  Perhaps  they  looked  on  this  as 
what  the  lawyers  called  a  cypres  appli- 
cation of  the  funds  bequeathed  for  the 
combustion  of  heretics.  There  had  been 
comparatively  few  cases  in  which  the 
trustees  had  sought  to  benefit  them- 
selves out  of  these  funds ;  and  it  was 
rather  the  state  of  the  law  than  the 
trustees,  whose  fault  had  been  apathy, 
not  malversation,  that  must  be  blamed. 
Three  remedies  were  needed  to  set  right 
this  extraordinary  And  anomalous  state 
of  affairs.  In  the  first  place,  the  money 
ought  to  be  made  to  follow  the  people, 
and  taken  from  the  City,  where  it  was 
no  longer  useful,  to  be  poured  forth  over 
the  whole  Metropolis.  A  certain  portion 
might  properly  be  allowed  to  remain  to 
carry  on  any  work  which  it  beneficially 
could  in  some  of  the  City  parishes; 
but  by  far  the  larger  part  would  find 
its  rightful  application  in  serving  the 
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4,000,000  of  Greater  London.  In  the 
second  place,  a  change  in  the  law  was 
requisite  in  order  to  alter  the  destina- 
tion of  the  funds,  as  many  of  the  ori- 
ginal purposes  could  no  longer  be,  and 
others  ought  no  longer  to  be,  carried 
out.  Thirdly,  it  was  desirable  that  the 
numerous  bodies  of  trustees,  Vestries, 
and  churchwardens,  who  had  the  man- 
agement of  these  funds,  should  be  con- 
solidated, because  so  long  as  they  acted 
independently  there  must  necessarily  be 
great  and  wanton  waste.  The  object  of 
the  present  Bill  was  to  give  effect  to 
these  remedies.  The  Bill  appointed  three 
paid  Commissioners  to  inquire  into  the 
Charity  property,  directing  them  to  pay 
due  regard  to  vested  interests,  so  that 
compensation  might  be  provided  where 
necessary.  They  were  also  to  be  em- 
powered to  prepare  schemes  for  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Charities.  As  re- 
garded the  larger  parishes,  all  the  cha- 
ritable funds  there  were  to  continue  to 
be  applied  within  the  limits  of  those 
parishes.  A  distinction  was  drawn  be- 
tween ecclesiastical  and  non- ecclesias- 
tical funds,  and  it  was  provided  that  all 
such  ecclesiastical  purposes  seemed  still 
beneficial  within  the  limits  of  the  City 
were  still  to  have  the  encouragement  <^ 
the  Charity  Funds,  the  balance  to  be 
applied,  under  the  management  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  to  eccle- 
siastical purposes  throughout  the  Me- 
tropolis. The  balance  of  the  non-eccle- 
siastical funds — after  providing  for  such 
existing  objects  as  were  still  substan- 
tially beneficial — was  to  be  applied  to 
various  admittedly  useful  purposes  in  the 
Metropolis,  such  as  the  promotion  and 
improvement  of  the  education  of  the 
poorer  inhabitants,  but  not  so  as  to  re- 
lieve the  education  rates — for  example, 
by  founding  exhibitions  by  which  pro- 
mising boys  and  girls  might  be  furthered 
in  their  career,  or  by  technical  instmc- 
tion  ;  the  establishment  and  maintenance 
of  Libraries,  Museums,  Art  Collections, 
open  spaces  and  recreation  g^unds,  and 
provident  institutions  for  the  benefit  of 
the  poorer  classes.  It  had  also  been 
suggested  that  something  might  be  done 
with  regard  to  artizans'  dwellings  ;  and 
generally  it  was  proposed  to  leave  the 
Commissioners  a  pretty  wide  discretion 
as  to  the  inclusion  of  other  purposes 
than  those  expressly  named.  The  ma- 
chinery proviaed  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  out    these  objects  would  be 
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somewhat  similar  to  that  under  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Acts.  It  would  be  ob- 
jected, no  doubt,  that  the  Bill  interfered 
too  much  with  the  directions  of  **  Foun- 
ders;" but  the  question  really  narrowed 
itself  to  this — whether  the  intentions  and 
reg^ations  of  the  Founders  were  to  be 
observed  in  the  letter  or  in  the  spirit. 
Could  any  worse  honour  be  paid  to  a 
Founder  than  to  restrict  the  application 
of  his  charity  where  it  had  once  been 
needed,  but  was  now  superfluous  or  mis- 
chievous ?  Some  of  the  trustees  seemed 
to  suppose  that  they  possessed  a  vested 
right  and  interest  to  administer  chari- 
ti%le  funds,  just  as  if  those  funds  were 
their  own  individual  property ;  but  he 
would  remind  them  that  the  Charities 
did  not  exist  for  the  administrators,  but 
the  administrators  for  the  Charities.  A 
trustee  had  no  private  right  of  property ; 
he  was  really  a  public  officer,  placed 
there  to  manage  property  from  which 
he  was  not  allowed  to  derive  any  profit. 
He  and  those  who  had  brought  in  this 
Bill  with  him  had  hoped  that  the  trustees, 
feeling  the  indefensible  position  they 
oocupied,  would  have  regarded  them  as 
friends,  and  have  met  them  half-way; 
but  the  only  suggestion  they  had  made 
was  that  the  imtiative  in  any  reform 
should  be  taken  by  the  trustees.  He 
thought  they  had  waited  long  enough 
already  for  tiie  initiative  of  the  trustees. 
These  were  not  the  days  when  even  the 
Corporation  of  London,  great  as  it  was, 
could  afford  to  set  itself  against  reason- 
able proposals  of  reform  ;  and  he  there- 
fore hoped  that  the  spokesmen  of  the 
Corporation  in  that  House  would  not 
persist  in  the  opposition  they  threatened. 
If  the  Bill  were  read  a  second  time, 
he  would  move  that  it  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  in  order  that  they 
might  fairly  consider  the  whole  subject. 
The  object  which  he  and  those  with 
whom  he  was  acting  had  in  view  was  to 
benefit  5,000,000  people  by  opening  to 
them  new  avenues  to  knowledge  and  a 
new  range  of  pure  and  wholesome  plea- 
sures. The  hon.  Member  concluded  by 
moving  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Bryoe,) 

Mb.  E.  N.  FOWLEE  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  as  to  the  neces- 
sity of  applying  some  remedy  to  the  un- 
doubted esiiA  he  had  referred  to ;   but 
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declined  to  accept  the  Bill  as  the  bes^ 
means  of  attaining  the  object  in  view. 
It  was,  for  instance,  a  very  questionable 
step  to  appoint  paid  Commissioners, 
who,  with  .the  staff  of  secretaries  and 
clerks,  would  run  away  with  from  £7,000 
to  £  1 0,000  a-year,  when  the  various  mat- 
ters in  question  might  be  left  to  the 
alreadv  existing  Charity  Commissioners 
to  deal  with.  Besides,  steps  had  already 
been  taken  by  the  trustees  in  the  direc- 
tion indicated  by  the  hon.  Member, 
though  their  progress  was  not,  perhaps, 
so  rapid  as  the  hon.  Member  would  wish. 
Lastly,  it  was  to  be  remarked  that  the 
Bill  consisted  of  no  fewer  than  44 
clauses,  on  which  a  great  many  Amend- 
ments might  be  moved,  so  that  if  pro- 
ceeded with  it  would  certainly  take  up'a 
great  deal  of  valuable  time.  The  trus- 
tees were  willing  to  meet  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  introduced  the  Bill  in  a  liberal 
spirit,  and  really  this  measure  was  not 
necessary.  For  these  reasons  he  thought 
it  advisable  to  move  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  that  day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr.  Bohert  Fowler.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUKT  said, 
he  rose  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  give  a  most  cordial  support  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  A  more 
conclusive  case  had  never  been  shown 
tha*  that  which  had  been  made  out  by 
the  non.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets, 
and  he  did  not  find  that  any  answer  had 
been  made  to  it  by  the  hon.  Memlber 
who  moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill.  The 
hon.  Member  admitted  the  evil,  and  said 
that  the  only  question  was  as  to  the 
mode  of  remedying  it.  But  his  hon. 
Friend  had  proposed  to  send  the  Bill  to 
a  Select  Committee ;  and,  therefore,  all 
the  objection  that  had  been  taken  to  it 
as  regarded  the  time  and  method  of  pro- 
ceeding with  it  was  removed.  The  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  opposite  was 
that  the  subject  should  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Charity  Commissioners.  Consider- 
ing the  quarter  from  which  the  sugges- 
tion came,  he  was  a  little  surprised.  He 
had  himself  applied  to  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners to  know  whether  they  could 
deal  with  those  gross  and  scandalous 
abuses  in  some  cases,  and  in  many  case* 
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of  lamentable  misapplication  of  money, 
for  reasons  for  which  no  one  was  to 
blame ;  but  they  said  they  could  not 
deal  with  them  because  there  were  cer- 
tain clauses  in  the  Act  which- would  pre- 
vent their  doinp^  so.  As  soon  as  he  be- 
came aware  of  the  difficulties  in  the  way 
he  made  it  his  business,  with  the  assist- 
ance of  the  Charity  Commissioners,  to 
prepare  a  Bill  which  would  enable  tbem 
to  perform  the  duties  for  which  they 
were  constituted  by  Parliament.  What 
did  the  Corporation  of  London  do? — 
that  body  with  which  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  was  connected.  They  set  to 
work  to  canvass  every  town  in  the  coun- 
try to  prevent  the  Charity  Commissioners 
having  the  power  to  better  govern 
and  dispense  the  Charities  of  London. 
Piles  of  petitions  were  presented  against 
the  proposal.  Then  came  down  the 
worthy  Alderman  and  said — **  Let  us 
throw  out  the  Bill,  and  let  us  hand  it 
over  to  the  Charity  Commissioners  " — a 
body  which  the  Corporation  of  London 
took  care  should  not  deal  with  the  sub- 
ject. He  ventured  to  point  out  to  the 
worthy  Alderman  that  it  was  not  advan- 
tageous to  the  Corporation  of  London 
that  they  should  always  take  the  lead  in 
endeavouring  to  defeat  any  proposal  for 
the  reform  oi  abuses  in  connection  with 
the  Charities  of  London.  Very  often, 
perhaps  from  no  evil  motive,  but 
from  negligence  and  carelessness,  these 
funds  actually  disappeared  from  the 
hands  of  trustees,  yet  the  Corporation 
resisted  and  defeated  the  proposal  to 
appoint  a  public  body  to  control  their 
administration.  He  would  have  thought 
that  there  could  not  possibly  have  been 
a  proposal  which  would  have  more  com- 
mended itself  to  every  reasonable  man. 
He  had,  therefore,  been  obliged  to 
abandon  the  hope  that  the  Charity 
Commission  could  do  this  work,  and  he 
regretted  that  the  Corporation  of  Lon- 
don had  been  so  successful  in  their  en- 
deavours to  limit  the  action  of  that  body 
not  only  in  London,  but  throughout  the 
country.  With  regard  to  this  particular 
question  of  Charities,  however,  there  was 
no  doubt  that  even  if  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners did  possess  the  necessary 
powers  they  would  be  a  long  time,  with 
the  other  multifarious  duties  they  had  in 
hand,  in  dealing  with  it,  and  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  separate  Commission  was 
accordingly  recommended.  The  Oom- 
siissioners  undor  this  Bill  would  only 
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be  appointed  temporarily,  in  order  to 
investigate,  in  the  first  instance,  the  di&- 
racter  of  the  property  which  was  to  be 
dealt  with.  This  might  be  done  in  t 
year  or  two,  and,  consequently,  the  ex- 
pense would  be  very  slight.  The  per- 
manent body  to  be  afterwards  consti- 
tuted would,  he  understood,  be  an  un- 
paid body,  and  therefore  the  objection 
on  the  ground  of  expense  could  not  be 
sustained.  '  The  queation  the  House  had 
to  decide  was  whether  these  abuses  irere 
to  g^  on,  and  whether  they  would  aDor 
money  intended  to  benefit  the  public  to 
be  dissipated  altogether,  or  to  be  diverted 
for  purposes  of  no  ttse  whatever.  He 
was  sorry  that  the  Government  were 
unable,  from  causes  which  the  House 
well  understood,  to  take  up  this  subject 
themselves ;  but  it  was  some  consolation 
for  them  to  know  that  it  was  in  such 
competent  hands.  Everything  the  Go- 
vernment could  do  to  farther  the  Bill 
would  be  at  the  disposal  of  his  hon. 
Friend  and  of  the  other  (Gentlemen 
whose  names  were  on  the  back  of  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  pell  said,  the  Charity  Commifi- 
sioners  could  not  adequately  perform 
the  work.     They  had  not  the  requisite 
staff;    and  he  doubted   whether   thej 
would  have  sufficient  time  to  bestow  on 
this  important  and  distinct  matter.    A 
more  drastic  reform  was  required  than 
they  could  expect  to  have  at  the  hands  of 
the  Charity  Uommissioners.     He  would 
say  to  many  of  his  hon.  Friends  on  that 
side  of  the  House — **Have  a  care  how 
you  resist  proposals  for  reform,  as  you 
may  make  as  g^evous  a  mistake  as  you 
did  40  years  ago  on  the  question  o(  Pro- 
tection, and  may  damage  yourselves  per- 
manently."   This  Bill  was  a  very  mode- 
rate one,  and  he  was  glad  to  say  that  it 
would  receive  the  support  of  many  Con- 
servatives 

Mr.  CUBITT  said,  that,  as  a  Member 
of  the  late  Eoyal  Commission,  he  re- 
gretted the  Government  had  not  dealt 
with  this  question  ;  but,  failing  them,  he 
desired  to  express  his  thanks  U)  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
for  having  introduced  this  measure.  1^ 
supporting  the  second  reading,  ho^' 
ever,  he  wished  to  guard  himself  ag*"^ 
being  supposed  to  approve  eveiy  p*^ 
posal  embodied  in  the  measure.  As  re- 
garded the  ecclesiastical  portion  of  the 
Bill,  he  thought  that  if  more  of  the 
benefices  in  the  City  were  amalgamated 
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a  larg^  amount  of  ecclesiaBtical  funds 
might  be  diverted  to  the  benefit  of  other 
parts  of  the  Metropolis.  He  also  thought 
that  some  advantage  would  be  derived 
from  making  the  ecclesiastical  parishes 
and  the  civil  parishes  equal  in  number. 
At  present  there  were  in  the  City  60 
of  tae  former,  while  there  were  107  of 
the  latter ;  and  in  all  these  the  whole 
parochial  machinery,  including  a  paid 
Vestry  clerk,  was  kept  up  with  great  un- 
necessary expense.  He  did  not  approve 
of  the  proposal  as  regarded  the  School 
Board  Members  of  the  Commission,  nor 
the  prominence  eiven  to  education  in 
the  purposes  to  which  the  surplus  funds 
should  be  applied.  There  were  many 
objects  to  which  money  could  be  applied 
as  well  as  education,  such  as  the  pre- 
servation of  open  spaces,  and  in  which, 
when  once  it  was  spent,  it  would  be 
spent  for  ever,  and  would  thus  save  the 
expense  of  administration. 

Mr,   Aldebman    COTTON    said,   he 
was  opposed  to  centralization,  and  was 
surprised   at   hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
introducing  a  measure  which  would  take 
the  administration  of  these  funds  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  people  and  place  it 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government.    The 
Government  had  quite  difficulties  enough 
to  settle  already,  and  quite  enough  to 
do.      He  regretted  these  constant  at- 
tacks which  were  made  upon  the  Cor- 
poration of  the  City  of  London — a  Cor- 
poration which  had  always  been  libe- 
ral in  the  past,  and  had  done  its  best 
for  the  general  good.      The  Corpora- 
tion of  London  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  Parochial  Chanties.     When 
these  parochial  trusts  were  in  the  hands 
of  the  Vestries  the  amounts  to  be  distri- 
buted were  often  so   small   that  little 
good  could  be  done  with  them ;  but  if 
the  scheme  which  was  being  promoted 
for  consolidating  the  whole  of  the  Cha- 
rities were  carried  out  about  £100,000 
a-year  would  be  available  for  charitable 
objects,  and  with  such  a  sum  something 
gT«at  and  useful  might  then  be  done. 
The  proper  wav  in  which  these  trusts 
ihoald  be  admmistered  was  by  unpaid 
Commissioners,  and  by  leaving  them  in 
the  hands  of  the  people.     The  power 
of  the  Charitv  Commissioners  was  im- 
mense; and  he  hoped  that,  whatever 
might  be  their  feeling  as  regarded  the 
Corporation  of  London,  hon.  Members 
wodd  peraiAt  in  their  opposition  to  this 


Mb.  T.  COLLINS  said,  he  did  not 
desire  to  oppose  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill ;  but  thought  that  when  it  was 
sent  to  a  Select  Committee  it  would  have 
to  be  very .  considerably  altered.  The 
principle  of  the  measure,  if  adopted, 
would  affect  not  only  the  City  of  Lon- 
don, but  different  parts  of  the  country. 
So  far  as  the  Bill  extended  the  area  of 
the  Charities,  it  was  a  wise  one ;  but  he 
thought  that  the  Charities  should  be 
ranged  under  the  heads  of  Ecclesiastical 
Charities,  Educational  Charities,  and 
Charities  for  bodily  wants.  He  had 
always  held  that  money  left  for  bodily 
wants  ought  to  be  applied  to  that  pur- 
pose, and  no  other.  He  thought,  more- 
over, that  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  should  be  represented  on  the 
Board,  and  have  a  voice  in  the  manage-' 
ment  of  these  Charities. 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  he  should  op- 
pose the  Bill.  The  Government  had 
Erevented  a  day  Census  of  the  City  from 
eing  taken,  and  that  question  was  in- 
timately connected  with  this  one,  for 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  when  the 
wealthier  people  in  the  City  left  for 
their  homes  at  night,  the  residue  was 
mainly  made  up  of  comparatively  poor 
people.  [CriM  of  **  Divide ! "]  He  was 
going  to  reply  to  observations  that  had 
been  made  on  the  Bill.  The  philosophi- 
cal Radical  objected  to  all  charity  wnat- 
ever ;  but  the  time  might  come  when 
other  philosophical  Radicals  might  arise 
who  would  have  a  different  set  of  ideas 
on  the  question.     [**  Divide ! "] 

And  it  being  a  ouarter  of  an  hour 
before  Six  of  the  cIock,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

80LWAY  FISHERIES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

(ifr.  Em4Mt  Noeli  Mr,  /.  MaxwelUStrim, 

Mr.  Amter$on.) 

[bill   141.]       SECOND   EBADIXO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Me.  ERNEST  NOEL,  in  moving  that 
the  Order  for  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill  be  discharged,  said,  the  Solwaj 
Fisheries  Act  was  a  private  one,  but 
had  been  amended  once  or  twice  by  a 
Public  Act ;  and  he  had,  therefore, 
thought  it  might  be  amended  aeain  by 
a  Public  Act ;  but  the  Speaker  had  in- 
formed him  that  this  could  not  be  done 
by  a  Bill  introduced  by  a  private  Mem- 
ber.   He  therefore  begged  to  express 
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the  hope  that  the  Government  would 
take  tMs  question  into  their  considera- 
tion, and  remove  what  was  a  real  griev- 
ance in  that  part  of  the  country. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Order  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Bill  be  discharged." — {Mr. 
ErneU  NbeL) 

Motion  agreed  to. 


Order  discharged  ;  Bill  withdrawn. 


MOTIONS. 

PARLIAMENTARY   ELECTIONS  AND   OOBEUPT 
PRACTICES   (consolidation)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hardcastle,  Bill  to  con- 
solidate the  Law  of  Parliamentary  Elections 
and  CJomipt  Practices  therein,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Hardcastle  and  Sir  Alex- 
ander Gordon. 

B\)lpre$ented,9,jidi  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  176.] 

FRESHWATER  FISHERIES   ACT   (1878) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley,  Bill 
to  amend  •*  The  Freshwater  Fisheries  Act, 
1878,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Stuart- 
WoRTLEY  and  Mr.  Dodds. 

'Biilpresentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  177.] 

MAINTENANCE   LAW   AMENDMENT   BILL. 

Select  Committee  nominated  on  the  Mainten- 
ance Law  Amendment  Bill : — Mr.  Findlateh, 
Mr.  Firth,  Mr.  Compton  Lawrance,  Mr. 
Meldon,  Mr.  Plunket,  Mr.  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland,  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley,  Mr. 
Whitley,  and  Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan;  Three 
to  be  the  quorum. 

BILLS   OF    SALE     ACT     (1878)   AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

Select  Committee  nominated  on  the  Bills  of 
Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment  Bill:— Mr.  Attor- 
ney General,  Mr.  Lewis  Fry,  Mr.  Staveley 
Hill,  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler,  Mr.  David  Mac 
IvER,  Mr.  Patrick  Martin,  Mr.  Monk,  Mr. 
W.  N.  Nicholson,  Mr.  Pemberton,  Mr. 
Pickering  Phipps,  Mr.  Slaoo,  Mr.  Serjeant 
Simon,  Mr.  Benjamin  T.  Williams,  Mr.  V^'hit- 
LBY,  and  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley  :  —  Power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records ;  Five  to 
be  the  quorum. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  26M  May,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— New  Mekbbb  Sworn— Wmi» 
Farrer  Ecroyd,  esquire,  for  Prei^on. 

Ptblic  Bills — Ordered — Fir$i  Beadit 
mary  Jurisdiction  (Process)  •  [179]. 

First  Beading  —  Board  Schools  (Scotland} 
Teachers*  [178]. 

Committee — Land  Law  (Ireland)  [135] — rjVri< 
Niffht] — R.p. ;  Alkali,  &c.  Works  Rc^ulatiai 

[119]~R.P. 

Committee — Report — Customs  and  Inland  Berr- 
nue  [136];  Bankruptcy  and  CeHio  (Scot- 
land) {re'Comm,)  •  [174] ;  Petty  Seniau 
Clerks  (Ireland)  [41]. 

Considered  as  amended — ^Water  Prorisional  Or- 
ders* [146];  Newspapers*  [164]. 

Third  Reading— OsA  Provisional  Orders  •  [1471, 
Bji^  passed, 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 


Mr.  Ernsst  Noel 


SALE  AND  EXPORTATION  OF  ABMS 
AND  AMMUNITION— SALE  OF  "OLD 
STORES." 

Me.  MAO  IVER  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  ifl  in 
possession  of  any  information,  confir- 
matory or  otherwise,  in  regard  to  the  fol- 
lowing statements  which  appeared  some 
time  ago  in  the  ''Ironmonger''  news- 
paper : — 

"  Provincial  Trade  Reports,  Birmingfajun.— 
Arms  and  Ammunition. — The  troubled  state  of 
Ireland  has  given  rise  to  an  active  inqoirj  for 
weapons  for  defensive  purposes  as  well  as  for 
some  which,  it  is  feared,  are  intended  for  aggns- 
sive  use.  Several  orders  for  guns  and  putds 
for  landlords'  defence  organisations  have  beoi 

E laced  here  during  the  last  month  or  two,  and  t 
irge  quantity  of  bulldoe  and  other  levolvoi, 
both  for  Government  and  private  use,  have  been 
despatched  to  Ireland  since  the  commencemflDt 
of  the  Land  League  agitation.  •  •  •  Orden 
of  another  character  for  old  military  rifles  for 
Ireland  have  also  been  plentiful  lately,  and  it  is 
calculated  over  6,000  Snider  Enflelds,  which 
were  sold  by  the  Government  a  few  years  i^ 
as '  old  stores,'  at  an  average  of  3«.  or  is.  a  pisoe, 
have  been  bought  up  since  Christmas  by  sop- 
posed  agents  of  the  Irish  land  agitation  at  from 
three  to  four  times  their  former  cost.  Stockjof 
old  guns  have  thus  been  relieved,  but  at  con- 
siderable risk  to  the  peace  of  the  Coontrf 
*  *  *  In  anticipation  of  the  outbreak  in  thf 
Transvaal,  high  class  sporting  rifles  were  in 
good  request  last  autumn  for  Natal  and  Delsffot 
Bay,  where  the  Westley- Richards  Companvoii 
a  large  busineos.  liVith  the  Orange  Free  otat«, 
also,  business  in  high  class  gonahas  bean  rmj 
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hMk  of  late,  and  tliroaffhoiit  Cape  Colony 
weapons  of  erery  kind  have  been  in  good  request 
of  late,  on  account  of  the  Basnto  War  and  the 
disturbed  state  of  the  neighbouring  tribes  on 
tho  eastern  seaboard ; " 

and,  if  these  statements  are  true,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  GK)yernment  cannot  dis- 
ooarage  the  sale  of  old  stores  for  such 
purposes,  as  well  as  the  exportation  of 
arms  and  ammunition  known  to  be  in- 
tended for  use  against  ourselves  ? 

Mr.  chamberlain,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  statements  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  extracted  from  The  Ironmonger 
newspaper  appeared  to  be  somewhat 
inde6nite  in  their  character.  He  did 
not  think  they  justified  the  Question 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  founded  on 
them.  He  had  no  special  information 
on  the  subject  to  which  those  statements 
related  ;  but  he  was  strongly  of  opinion 
that  no  British  manufacturers  of  arms  were 
exporting  arms  and  ammunition  known 
to  DO  intended  for  use  against  ourselves. 
As  regards  the  sale  of  military  arms  from 
the  Goremment  stores,  the  hon.  Member 
asked  a  Question  which  had  been  twice 
replied  to  in  the  House.  He  could  only 
repeat  that  in  the  time  of  the  late  Go- 
vemment  200,000  old  Enfield  rifies  were 
•old  at  an  average  price  of  1  e,  6d.  apiece. 
He  was  not  aware  whether  any  of  those 
arms  had  found  their  way  to  Ireland ; 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  was  under  any 
apprehension  on  the  subject,  he  might 
be  relieved  to  know,  on  the  authority  of 
the  noble  Lord  who  represented  the  late 
Qovemment  in  that  matter,  that  all 
those  arms  were  unserviceable,  and  some 
of  them  were  dangerous  to  the  persons 
using  them.  He  had  only  to  add  that 
during  the  time  of  the  present  GK)vem- 
ment  these  sales  had  been  entirely  dis- 
continned.  No  arms  whatever  had  been 
sold  by  the  present  Government  under 
these  circumstances. 

Mr.  MAC  IYER  remarked  that  his 
Question  referred  to  the  time  of  the 
present  Government. 

Ma.  CHAMBERLAIN:  No  arms 
whatever  have  been  sold  by  the  present 
Government. 

OoiiOWKL  STANLEY:  As  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  with  em- 
phasis to  the  action  of  the  late  Gt>vem- 
ment,  may  I  ask  whether  it  is  not  the 
cane  that  the  sale  of  arms  was  begun  by 
the  former  Liberal  Government  and 
stopped  bv  the  late  Conservative  Go- 
vernment f 


Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  asks  me  a 
Question  which  is  not  within  my  know- 
ledge. Probably  it  would  be  better  to 
address  it  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War. 

Mb.  0*D0NNELL  asked  whether  it 
was  legal  for  a  Government  official  to 
sell  dangerous  weapons  to  the  public ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  institute  a 
prosecution  against  the  official  of  the 
late  Government  responsible  for  such 
sale? 

Mb.  chamberlain  requested  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  give  Notice  of  his 
Question. 

LAW   AND  POLICE— FAILURE  OF 

JUSTICE. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Why,  in  a  recent  case  of  the 
abuse  of  a  child  of  nine  years  of  age, 
the  police  permitted  the  offender  to 
escape  from  England  without  endeavour- 
ing to  bring  him  to  justice ;  whether 
he  will  cause  inquiries  to  be  made  why 
no  prosecution  was  instituted  by  the 
police  authorities  ;  and,  whether  he  will 
give  instructions  that  in  future  the  police 
shall  take  the  necessary  steps  to  prevent 
such  a  failure  of  justice ;  or,  if  the  police 
have  no  jurisdiction  in  such  cases,  whe- 
ther he  will  state  who  is  the  proper 
person  to  undertake  prosecutions  in 
matters  of  this  kind  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOXJRT:  This 
matter  is  now  under  investigation.  I 
have  not  got  the  facts  properly  before 
me,  and  it  would  be  premature  for  me 
to  express  an  opinion  on  them. 

PKOTECnON  OF  PERSON  ANT)  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT.  1881— THE 
POLITICAL  PRISONERS. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  If  he  can  state  the 
number  of  hours  of  exercise  or  inter- 
course allowed  to  political  prisoners  in 
Kilmainham,  Gal  way,  Naas,  and  Lime- 
rick Gaols,  [and  if  there  is  any  differ- 
ence in  the  periods  allowed,  and  the 
reason? 

TiiB  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Six  hours  is 
daily  allowed  in  exercise  and  associa- 
tion. There  is  no  difference  in  that 
respect  in  any  of  the  gaols. 
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POST    OFFICE— KIDDERMINSTER 
POST  OFFICE. 

Mr.  BEINTON  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  the  statement  in  a  local 
paper  is  correct  that,  owing  to  the  un- 
safe and  dilapidated  condition  of  the 
front  of  the  Post  Office  at  Kidder- 
minster, letters  can  be  removed  from 
the  letter-box  by  passers  by ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  take  immediate  steps  to 
remedy  the  complaint  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  so 
far  as  he  had  been  able  to  ascertain, 
the  only  probable  cause  of  insecurity 
was  that  the  box  might  have  become 
obstructed  through  persons  attempting 
to  post  in  it  parcels  too  large  to  pass 
properly,  instead  of  handing  them  over 
the  counter.  There  was  nothing,  he 
was  informed,  in  the  condition  of  the 
front  of  the  office  to  cause  insecurity. 
The  building,  however,  was  an  incom- 
modious one,  and  steps  were  being  taken 
to  provide  a  new  post  office. 

NAVY— THE  MEDITERRANEAN  FLEET. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  any  orders  have  been  given  to 
the  Commander  in  Chief  in  the  Mediter- 
ranea,n  within  the  last  month  or  six 
weeks  or  so,  for  the  dispersion  of  the 
vessels  ordinarily  composing  the  Medi- 
terranean Fleet  ? 

Mr.  TREYELYAN  :  Sir  Beauchamp 
Seymour,  the  Commander-in-Chief  in 
the  Mediterranean,  wrote  on  the  17th 
of  March  to  ask  that  the  large  ships 
under  his  command  might  have  a 
month's  independent  cruise,  prepara- 
tory to  the  long  cruise  of  the  whole 
Squadron  which  takes  place  during  the 
summer.  The  Board  replied  to  this, 
which,  I  am  told  by  those  who  know, 
is  a  very  workmanlike  proposal,  by  a 
letter  which  ran  thus — 

**  With  reference  to  your  letter  of  the  17th 
inst.,  I  am  commanded  by  my  Lords  Comrais- 
Bioners  of  the  Admiralty  to  acquaint  you  that 
they  approve  of  the  large  ships  of  your  Squad- 
ron being  detached  for  a  mouth's  independent 
cruise  provided  you  are  in  telegraphic  communi- 
cation with  them  at  the  porta  to  which  each 
ship  will  proceed.  My  Lords  consider  the  ports 
of  Villafranca,  Barcelona,  and  Port  Mahon  are 
too  far  from  Malta,  and  should  not  now  be 
visited." 

The  iron-clads  accordingly  cruised  about 
well  within  call  in  case  of  need,  as  was 
proved  directly  the  Monarch  was  wanted ; 
and  the  Squaoron  has  now  rejoined  Sir 


Beauchamp  Seymour's  flag  at  MalU, 
and  is  waiting  orders  to  sail  an  tt^ 
summer  cruise. 

LAW  AND  POLICE— PUBLIC  MEEnXGS, 
Me.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  his  attention  has  beoi 
directed  to  complaints  made  by  varioui 
gentlemen  who  obtained  access  to  th« 
platform  at  Exeter  Hall  on  Friday  la«t, 
on  the  occasion  of  a  meeting  at  which 
the  chair  was  taken  by  Earl  Percy,  M.P. 
and  who  were  provided  with  tickets  bj 
the  Committee  that  organised  the  meet- 
ing, but  who  were  forcibly  removed 
from  the  platform  by  a  body  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police ;  and,  whether  the 
Police  were  justified  in  taking  this  courw 
of  action? 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAECOURT:  In 
answer  to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  say 
that,  in  the  interests  of  public  meetingB 
and  of  free  discussion  in  this  country, 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  police  to  see  that 
the  people  who  call  public  meetings 
should  be  protected  and  supported  in 
the  holding  of  the  meeting  tranquillj, 
and  not  be  interrupted  or  interfered 
with  by  those  who  wish  to  create  dis- 
order. The  report  of  this  meeting 
made  to  me  by  the  police  is  that  a  great 
deal  of  disorder  prevailed  on  the  occa- 
sion ;  that  a  large  number  of  persons 
overpowered  the  official  managers  who 
called  the  meeting,  forced  their  waj, 
took  possession  of  the  platform,  and 
created  great  confusion.  The  police 
were  requested  by  the  managers  to 
assist  in  clearing  the  platform,  and  I 
have  a  positive  assurance  that  no  more 
force  was  used  than  was  abaolutelj 
necessary.  The  meeting  then  tranquillj 
proceeded.  The  police  performed  a 
difficult  duty  with  moderation  and  good 
temper. 

CITY  OF  LONDON— THE  MITCHELL 
CHARITIES— THE  SCHEME, 

Mr.  Alderman  LAWRENCE  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General,  What  steps  have 
been  taken  to  carry  into  effect  the  cha- 
ritable dispositions  made  by  the  will  of 
the  late  Mr.  Mitchell  in  favour  of  tbe 
poor  of  the  city  of  London ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  can  state  in  what  manner  inch 
fund  will  be  disposed  of? 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  Jambs),  in  reply,  said,  a  scheme 
had  been  prepared,  under  which  the 
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application  of  the  fond  would  be  in- 
trusted to  15  Trustees,  nine  of  whom 
would  be  nominated  by  the  City  Corpo- 
ration,  the  GFovernors  of  Christ's  Hos- 
pital, and  the  School  Board  of  London. 
He  had  allocated  the  bequest  in  the 
proportion  of  one-third  to  the  physical 
wants  of  the  poor,  the  remaining  two- 
thirds  to  be  devoted  to  educational  pur- 
poses. The  bequest  would  ultimately 
amount,  he  believed,  to  between  £3,000 
and  £4,000  per  annum. 

METROPOUTAN  BRIDGES  AND  FERRY 

ROADS  BILLr-EAST  AND  WEST 

INDIA  FERRY  ROADS. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  asked  the  Chairman 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
Whether  Clauses  for  providing  for  the 
free  use  by  the  public  of  the  East  and 
West  India  Ferry  Eoads,  in  the  parish 
of  Poplar,  had  not  been  inserted  m  the 
Metropolitan  Bridges  and  Ferry  Eoads 
Bill,  and  subsequently  struck  out  after 
such  Bill  was  committed,  but  before  it 
had  been  considered  by  the  Committee  ; 
if  such  Clauses  were  struck  out,  the 
reason  for  so  doing ;  if  it  is  not  the  fact 
that  the  East  and  West  India  Ferry 
Boads  are  the  only  roads  in  the  Metro- 
polis on  which  toll  is  levied  ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
propose  to  take  further  action  to  relieve 
the  public  from  such  tolls,  and  ex  tin - 
emsn  the  ferry  rights  created  by  the 
Act  52  Geo.  3,  and  dissolve  the  Poplar 
and  Greenwich  Ferry  Company  ? 

Sir  JAMES  M'GAEEr^HOaG,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  the  Metropolitan  Bi-idges 
and  Ferry  Heads  Bill  did  contain  tfio 
clauses  in  question,  and  that  they  were 
•truck  out.  This  course  was  taken  under 
advice,  in  consequence  of  the  opposition 
of  the  Poplar  and  Greenwich  Ferry 
Company,  with  the  details  of  which  he 
would  not  take  up  the  time  of  the  House. 
He  was  unable  to  inform  his  hon.  Friend 
whether  the  East  and  West  India  Ferry 
Roads  were  the  only  roads  in  the  Metro- 
polis on  which  toll  was  levied,  or  whe- 
ther the  Metropolitan  Board  proposed  to 
take  further  action  in  the  matter ;  but  h<> 
was  sure  that  their  befit  attention  would 
he  given  to  any  representation  which 
might  be  made  to  them  on  the  subject. 

STATE  OF   IRELAXD-ALLECIED  OUT- 
HAGE  by  80LDIE1W   IN   DUIJLIN. 
Ma.  0' KELLY  asked  the  Secretary 

of  State  for  War,  Whether  his  att^nition 


has  been  called  to  an  attempt  to  murder 
committed  by  three  soldiers  on  Sunday 
morning.  May  16th,  near  Portobello, 
Dublin ;  whether  the  military  authorities 
have  made  any  effort  to  discover  the 
guilty  parties ;  and,  if  so,  what  efforts  ; 
and,  whether  he  will  order  a  list  of  men 
belonging  to  the  detachment  of  the 
Army  Service  Corps,  stationed  in  Porto- 
bello, who  were  absent  from  barracks 
between  twelve  o'clock  on  Saturday 
night  and  six  o'clock  on  Sunday  morn- 
ing to  be  furnished  to  the  police,  in 
order  to  facilitate  the  discovery  of  the 
authors  of  the  attempted  murder  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  I  have  read  the 
papers  in  this  case,  and  I  find  that  on 
the  15th  of  May  a  man  named  M'Call, 
and  a  woman,  came  to  Portobello  Bar- 
racks and  stated  that  the  former  had  been 
thrown  into  the  Canal  by  some  men  of 
the  Army  Service  Corps.  Inquiries  were 
made,  and  next  morning  all  the  men  of 
the  Army  Service  Corps  at  Portobello 
who  had  been  on  leave  the  previous 
night  were  paraded  for  identification 
by  M'Call ;  but  he  failed  to  identify 
the  culprits.  The  military  authorities 
have  used  every  endeavour,  and  given 
every  facility  to  the  police,  to  discover 
the  culprits,  but  without  success. 

THE    MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)— 
STIPENDIARY  MAGISTRATES. 

Me.  BIGQAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  Mr.  J.  C.  Gard- 
ner, Henry  Thynne,  Bodolphus  Harvey, 
David  Harrell,  policemen  and  chiefs  of 
the  detective  force,  and  H.  A.  Blake, 
sub-inspector  of  the  police,  all  of  Bel- 
fast, have  been  appointed  judges  or  sti- 
pendiary magistrates  in  Ireland  ;  and  if 
such  appointments  are  not  calculated  to 
shake  the  confidence  of  the  people  in  the 
impartial  administration  of  the  Law ; 
and,  if  he  will  place  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House,  the  certificates  recommend- 
ing them  to  the  office  of  resident  magis- 

The  attorney  GENEEAL  fob 
IIlEL2^JH"D  (Mr.  Law)  :  It  is  true  that 
these  gentlemen  were  each  at  the  head 
of  the  Belfast  branch  of  the  detective 
force  for  some  time  during  their  services 
as  Constabulary  officers,  and  that  they 
have  been  appointed  stipendiary  magis- 
trates. They  are  most  efficient  magis- 
trate's, performing  their  duties  in  a  very 
satisfactory  manner,  and  their  appoints 
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ments  are  in  no  way  calculated  to  shake 
the  confidence  of  the  people  in  the  im- 
partial administration  of  the  law.  I 
do  not  know  to  what  certificates  the 
hon.  Member  refers.  There  are  no  such 
things. 

SOUTH    AFRICA— THE    TRANSVAAL— 
THE  MURDER  OF  CAPTAm  ELLIOTT. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  Captain 
Elliott's  murderers  must  have  formed 
part  of  a  detachment  which  was  appointed 
to  escort  prisoners  over  the  frontier,  any 
satisfactory  explanation  has  been  yet 
received  from  the  Boer  leaders  of  the 
delay  in  the  apprehension  of  the  persons 
concerned  ?  _ 

Me.  grant  DUFF:  We  are  in- 
formed  by  Sir  Hercules  Kobinson  that 
the  explanation  of  the  Boer  leaders  is 
as  follows:— They  say  that  during  the 
war  their  hands  were  so  full  that  they 
had  no  time  to  think  of  anything  else, 
and  that  their  promise  to  co-operate  was 
made  on  the  21st  of  March,  after  which 
date  the  government  was  out  of  their 
hands,  and  they  had  no  power  to  arrest. 
They  have  given  the  names  of  the  per- 
sons believed  to  be  implicated,  and  say 
they  are  willing  to  assist  the  officers  of 
justice  in  arresting  these  persons  when 
a  warrant  of  apprehension  is  issued. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL:  Can  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mention  the 
names  ? 

Mr.  QBANT  duff  :  I  do  not  know 
them. 

FRANCE— THE  NEW  COMMERCIAL 
TREATY  (NEGOTIATIONS). 

Mr.  RITCHIE  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether,  in  the  ensuing  negotiations 
with  France  for  the  conclusion  of  a 
Commercial  Treaty,  the  representatives 
of  Great  Britain  will  be  instructed  to 
insist  on  the  insertion  of  some  provision 
to  prevent  the  spirit  and  intention  of  our 
Treaties  being  broken  by  the  giving  of 
bounties,  referred  to  by  Lord  Granville 
in  a  despatch  to  Mr.  Adams,  dated 
July  30th,  1880,  as  follows:— 

**  It  is  a  fair  matter  of  representation  that 
Buch  bounties  are  contrary  to  the  spirit  and 
intention  of  those  Treaties,  and  will,  in  another 
wav,  produce  the  very  eflfoct  which  their  stipu- 
lations with  reference  to  useful  duties  are  in- 
tended to  prevent.    This  view  of  the  case  will 
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be  borne  in  mind  in  any  oommercial  negotia- 
tions with  France  which  may  be  conducted  in 
London ;  *' 

and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment 
will  consider  the  desirability  of  entering 
into  negotiations  with  other  Foreign 
Powers  with  a  view  of  making  nich 
alterations  in  existing  Treaties  as  will 
bring  the  letter  of  those  Treaties  in 
accord  with  their  spirit  and  intention  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DELKE:  The 
question  of  the  sugar  bounties  is  dealt 
with  by  the  Board  of  Trade;  but  the 
Foreign  Office  have  undertaken  to  bring 
before  the  French  Commissioners,  in  the 
course  of  the  ensuing  Commercial  nego< 
tiations,  the  complaints  respecting  the 
effect  of  the  bounties  granted  in  France 
to  stigar  and  shipping.  Her  Majesty's 
Qt>vemment  cannot  tie  their  hands  by 
undertaking  to  make  the  conclusion  of 
any  Commercial  Treaty  dependent  upon 
the  acceptance  of  a  foreign  Government 
of  their  views  upon  any  given  point 

Mr.  BITCHIE  gave  Notice  that,  on 
going  into  Committee  of  Sapply,  he 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  despatch  of  Lord  Granville  to  Mr. 
Adams. 

OUTRAGES  AGAINST  JEWS  IN  RUSSIA 
—INQUIRY  BY  SPECIAL  AGENT. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether,  in  cases  where  no  oonsoisr 
officers  are  stationed  at  the  districts  in 
Eussia  reputed  to  have  risen  against  the 
Jewish  population,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  follow  the  precedent 
created  by  the  mission  of  Mr.  Barinff 
into  Bulgaria,  and  despatch  a  specisl 
agent  to  examine  and  report  into  the 
alleged  outrages  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE :  No,  Sir. 
A  deputation,  representing  various  Jewiih 
bodies,  which  waited  on  Lord  Granville 
on  Tuesday,  pointed  out  that  no  analoej 
existed  between  the  cases  which  the 
hon.  Member  compares. 

ARMY    ORGANIZATION— MIUTU 
BATTALIONS. 

Earl  PERCY  asked  the  Secretan  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  the  Mihtift 
Battalions  are  to  become  the  Srd  and 
4th  Battalions  of  Eegular  Eegiments 
after  the  Ist  of  July ;  and,  whether  those 
which  have  not  hitherto  had  a  perms- 
nent  Adjutant  will  then  be  supplied  with 
one? 
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Mr.  OHILDEBS  :  In  reply  to  the 
noble  and  p^allant  Lord,  I  have  to  state 
that,  practically,  Militia  Begiments  will 
be  treated,  as  a  general  rule,  as  Srd  and 
4th  Battalions  of  Territorial  Regiments 
from  the  1st  of  July.  Technically,  how- 
ever, formalities  have  to  be  observed, 
which  will  defer  for  a  short  time  this 
affihation  being  completed.  It  is  not 
yet  finally  settl^  in  which  cases  the  two 
Adjutants  will  be  allowed ;  but  this  will 
be  decided  before  next  year's  training. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION— MILITAET 
TITLES— THE  NEW  WARRANT. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If,  in  the  case  of  Colonels 
who  are  retired  compulsorily  or  volun- 
tarily under  the  new  Warrant,  and  who 
will  be  entitled  to  retire  as  Major  Ge- 
nerals, he  will  permit  them  to  retain  the 
designation  oi  Colonel  should  any  of 
them  express  a  preference  for  retiring 
with  that  mide  ? 

Mr.  CHILDER8:  Yes,  Sir;  by  all 
means. 

POST  OFFICE  —  LEGAL  STATUS  OF 
TELEGRAPH  CLERKS  —  OPINION  OF 
THE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL. 

Mr.  MACLIYEB  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  If  his  attention  has  been 
oalled  to  the  opinion  given,  on  the  1 9th 
instant,  by  Mr.  Attorney  General,  de- 
fining the  legal  status  of  the  Telegraph 
Clerks ;  and,  whether  he  will  adopt  that 
opinion  and  act  upon  it  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  that 
anjone  who  had  heard  or  read  the 
answer  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
CD  this  subject  would  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  he  had  not  defined  the  legal 
status  of  the  telegraph  clerks,  and  he 
bad  certainly  not  been  asked  to  do  so. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— ELECTION  OF 
GUARDIANS,  BELFAST. 

Mr.  BIGGAK  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Iroland, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  annual  election  of 
Poor  Law  Guardians  for  Croraae  Ward, 
in  the  Borough  of  Bolfo^st,  has  boon 
conducted  for  tne  present  year ;  if  it  be 
true,  as  disclosed  in  ovidonco  before  the 
magistrates  at  petty  sessions,  ia  Belfast, 
on  the  13th  May  instant,  that  the  police- 
man entrusted  with  the  delivery  and 
collection  of  voting  papers  at  said  eleo- 
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tion  was  guilty  of  grave  neglect  in  the 
discharge  of  his  duty,  by  failing  to  collect 
voting  papers  in  the  houses  of  several 
of  the  streets  in  which  ho  had  laid  them 
down,  and  in  other  districts  having  called 
at  the  residence  of  the  voters  at  ten  or 
eleven  o'clock  at  night,  when  many  of 
them  had  retired  to  bed ;  if  it  be  true 
that  the  policeman  in  company  with  Mr. 
James  E.  Christian,  one  of  the  success- 
ful candidates,  under  their  system  of 
election,  entered  a  public-house  in  the 
said  ward,  and  partook  of  refreshments, 
and  whilst  thus  regaling  themselves,  is 
it  true  that  the  parcel  of  collected  voting 
papers  then  in  tne  constable's  possession 
were  opened,  examined,  and  altered  by 
the  said  Mr.  Christian,  or  one  of  his 
agents,  who  was  also  present;  and,  if 
any  or  all  of  these  assumptions  be 
accurate,  will  he  take  into  consideration 
the  form  in  which  the  last  election  for 
the  Poor  Law  Guardians  for  Cromae 
was  conducted  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Since  mv  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land replied  to  a  previous  Question  on 
this  subject,  we  have  received  a  Report 
in  reference  to  it  from  the  Inspector 
General  of  Constabulary.  It  appears 
that  certain  allegations  having  been 
made  against  the  sub-constable  afifecting 
his  conduct  in  the  distribution  and  col- 
lection of  the  Poor  Law  voting  papers 
in  the  Cromae  Ward,  the  Inspector 
General  directed  that  charges  of  neglect 
in  the  performance  of  this  duty  should 
be  framed  against  him  and  brought 
before  the  mag^trates,  under  6  Will.  IV. 
c.  13,  s.  19,  for  adjudication.  These 
charges  were  fully  investigated  by  the 
magistrates  on  the  13th  instant,  and 
after  a  careful  and  protracted  inquiry 
they  aoquitted  the  sub-oonstable.  It 
was  not  proved  that  he  partook  of  re- 
freshments from  the  candidate,  Mr. 
Christian,  in  a  public-house ;  and  there 
was  no  charge  or  even  suggestion  before 
the  magistrates  that  the  voting  papers 
were  in  any  way  tampered  or  inter- 
fered with.  This  imputation  has  now 
been  made  for  the  first  time  in  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  has  already  stated 
that  the  Local  Government  Board  do 
not  think  that  the  case  is  one  for  the 
exercise  of  their  powers  of  inquiry  under 
the  23rd  section  of  6  &  7  KiW.  o.  92 ; 
and  it  appears  to  me  that  the  Report  of 
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the  Constabulary  authorities  does  not 
disclose  any  new  facts  requiring  further 
investigation. 

H,M.  STATIONERY  OFFICE— REPORT 
OF  THE  CONTROLLER. 

Mb.  BUXTON  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  When  he  will  move  for 
the  appointment  of  a  joint  Committee 
of  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament,  as 
promised  in  another  place,  to  inquire 
into  the  Beport  of  the  Controller  of  Her 
Majesty's  Stationery  Office ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  can  inform  the  House  of  the 
scope  and  particular  points  to  be  re- 
ferred to  such  Committee  for  decision  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
I  hope  to  be  able  to  move  in  a  few  days 
for  the  appointment  of  the  Committee 
referred  to  by  my  hon.  Friend.  The 
general  object  of  the  inquiry  which  I 
should  propose  would  be  the  existing 
arrangements  for  the  printing,  distri- 
bution, and  sale  of  Acts  of  Parliament, 
Orders  in  Council,  and  Papers  printed 
at  the  public  expense  for  the  informa- 
tion of  Parliament,  and  for  the  storage 
of  Parliamentary  Papers. 

PARLIAMENTARY  OATH  (MR.  BRAD- 
LAUGH)— GK)VERNMENT  OFFICIALS 
AT  WOOLWICH  ARSENAL. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  Secre- 
taiy  of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  will 
take  steps  to  inquire  if  any  of  the  GK>- 
Temment  officials  of  the  Arsenal  at 
Woolwich  have  been  using  their  in- 
fluence with  the  employes  in  the  Arsenal 
to  induce  them  to  sign  a  Petition  against 
one  of  the  duly  eleot(Bd  Members  for  the 
borough  of  Northampton  taking  his  seat 
in  this  House ;  wheUier,  in  violation  of 
reg^ulations,  a  labourer  was  sent  round 
amongst  these  employes  during  working 
hours  by  certain  oi  the  officials  to  obtain 
mgnatures  for  such  a  Petition  ;  and, 
whether,  if  he  finds  that  this  was  the 
oase,  he  will  take  measures  to  punish 
the  officials  guilty  of  this  conduct? 

Bakok  HIiNEY  DE  worms  said, 
before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an- 
swered the  Question  he  should  like  to 
aak  another,  although  he  had  not  given 
Notice.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  considered 
that  workmen  employed  in  the  Boyal 
Arsenal  at  Woolwich  were,  in  conse- 
quence of  such  employment,  precluded 
£*om  expressing  any  opinion  on  the  ad- 
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Tanoe  of  atheistio,  obsoene,  and  didojtl 
opinion  in  the  country  f 

Mb.  CHILDEBS:  Ab  to  the  lait 
Question,  I  should  hare  Notice  of  it,  be- 
cause it  requires  a  very  carefol  answer. 
It  iuYolyes  a  distinction  between  wbit 
the  workmen  may  do  on  duty  and  off 
duty.  If  he  excuses  me  for  saying  it, 
my  hon.  Friend  had  time  to  gire  me 
Notice  of  this  Question.  In  reply  to 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton, I  have  to  state  that  I  have  as- 
certained that  an  officer  of  the  Store 
Department  in  Woolwich  Arsenal  ob- 
tained signatures  there  to  a  Petition 
against  the  alteration  of  the  law  on  the 
subject  of  Parliamentary  Oaths,  and 
employed  an  office  messenger  for  tiie 
purpose.  I  also  find  that  a  I&boorer  in 
the  Boyal  Laboratory  brought  a  Petition 
to  the  same  effect  into  the  Department, 
but  not  at  the  request  of  any  officer.  I 
have  taken  care  that  the  persons  who 
have  committed  these  irregularities  are 
made  aware  of  my  disapproval  of  their 
conduct. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEA6E8  ACT8-THE 
MAGISTRACY. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  one  or  more 
surgeons  employed  in  the  oompulsoiy  ex- 
amination of  prostitutes  under  the  Con- 
tagious Diseases  Acts  have  been  made 
justices  of  the  peace,  in  order  that  they 
may  carry  out  the  Acts  in  a  twofold 
capacity,  administering  and  execntiDg 
the  Law ;  whether  he  will  state  by  what 
Minister  such  gentlemen  were  reoom- 
mended  to  Her  Majesty  for  appoint- 
ment ;  whether  he  approves  of  such  a 
oonfusion  of  duties ;  and,  whether  the 
individuals  in  question  should  not  be 
called  upon  to  make  their  choice  once 
for  all  to  act  either  as  magistrates  or  as 
surgeons  ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAROOURT,  in 
reply,  said,  that  he  had  made  inquiries 
on  the  subject,  and  had  not  been  able  to 
discover  that  any  such  appointments  had 

Me.  HOPWOOD  said,  he  believed  the 
appointments  were  made  by  Earl  Cairns, 
the  ex-Lord  Ohancellor. 

VACCINATION— VACCINE  LYMPH. 

Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  asked  the  P^si- 
dent  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
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Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  fact  that  an  absolute  diversity  of 
opinion  exists  at  this  moment  amongst 
oar  highest  medical  authorities  in  regard 
to  certain  lymph  still  used,  Sir  Thomas 
Watson  declaring  that  the  lymph  which 
has  been  largely  used  at  Brighton  and 
elsewhere  for  the  last  forty  years  is 
Tsriolous,  and  such  as  ''must  have 
spread  about  a  vast  amount  of  mitigated 
smallpox ; "  while  Dr.  Carpenter  asserts 
thi^— 


"  No  yacdnator  could  be  charg^  with  pro- 
pagating smallpox  even  though  it  were  put  bo- 
jr<md  doubt  that  his  yacdne  lymph  had  been 
nmotely  derived  from  a  smallpox  pustule ;  ** 

and,  whether  he  does  not  think  it  would 
be  safer  to  discontinue  the  practice  of 
Taodnation  altoc^ether  until  at  least  our 
highest  medical  authorities  can  agree 
upon  the  not  unimportant  point  as  to 
whether  the  lymph  employed  is  a  pro- 
tection against  smallpox,  or  whether  it 
may  not  be  simply  an  agent  for  the  dif- 
fiision  of  smallpox  ? 

Mb.  DODSON:  I  beUeve  that  Sir 
Thomas  Watson  did  use  the  words 
quoted  in  a  letter  to  The  British  Medical 
Journal  for  January  17,  1880.  In  a  sub- 
sequent letter,  however,  to  that  journal, 
on  February  28,  1880,  he  says,  referring 
to  an  important  paper  by  Mr.  Ceely,  of 
which  he  had  no  previous  knowledge — 

**  A  careful  study  of  it  has  convinced  me  that 
I  have  becm  in  error  respecting  the  mutual  rela- 
tions between  small-pox  and  cow-pox.  I  hasten, 
u  in  dtttj  and  honour  bound,  to  acknowledge 
my  mistake,  and  to  apologize  to  the  gentleman 
upon  whoM  measures  upon  this  subjeot  I  have 
eommented.'* 

I  cannot  admit  that  there  is  any  sub- 
stantial difference  among  the  highest 
medical  authorities  upon  the  point  as  to 
whether  the  lymph  employed  is  a  pro- 
tection against  small-pox,  or  whether  it 
may  not  be  simply  an  agent  for  the  dif- 
fusion of  small-pox,  as  the  great  bulk 
of  the  Profession  are  agreed  that  the 
lymph  employed  in  vaccination  is,  if  suc- 
eesttully  inserted  into  the  human  subject, 
a  protection  against  small-pox,  and  not 
a  means  to  its  diffusion.  At  the  same 
time,  if  all  measures  for  preventing  or 
caring  disease  in  regard  to  which  a  dif- 
ference among  doctors  may  be  found  are 
to  be  postponed  until  they  all  agree,  not 
only  would  vaccination,  but  medical 
treatment  altogether,  have  to  be  sus- 
pended indefinitely. 


INDIA— GRANTS  TO  SIR  FREDERICK 
ROBERTS  AND  SIR  DONALD  STEWART. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
he  can  state  the  grounds,  actuarial  or 
other,  on  which  a  sum  of  £12,500  was 
given  to  Sir  Donald  Stewart  and  Sir 
Frederick  Roberts,  in  commutation  of 
an  annuity  of  £1,000  a-year  respectively 
awarded  to  these  two  officers,  it  being 
the  fact,  as  stated  in  recop^ised  works 
of  reference,  that  Sir  Donald  Stewart  is 
about  eight  years  older  than  Sir  Frede- 
rick Roberts  ? 

The  Mabqubss  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  1  did  not  state  that  the  sum  of 
£12,500  had  been  given  to  Sir  Frederick 
Roberts  and  Sir  Donald  Stewart  as  the 
exact  commutation  of  the  pension  of 
£1,000  a-year  granted  to  them.  What 
I  stated,  I  believe,  was  that  legal  diffi- 
culties having  arisen  with  regard  to 
these  officers'  pensions  of  £1,000  a-year, 
pendine  their  tenure  of  commands  in 
India,  it  was  decided  to  make  an  alter- 
native offer  to  them,  and  that  they  had 
been  finally  offered  either  £1,000  a-year 
at  the  expiration  of  their  term  of  service, 
or  a  lump  sum,  which  I  said  was  in  both 
cases  in  excess  of  what  the  actuarial 
value  of  £  1 ,000  a-year,  if  now  calculated, 
would  have  been.  When  pensions  from 
the  India  Office  are  commuted  the  inte- 
rest is  calculated  at  5  per  cent,  and  at 
that  rate  of  interest  the  aotuanal  equi- 
valent of  the  pension  of  £1,000  a-year 
to  a  person  of  Sir  Frederick  Roberts' 
age  would  have  been  £11,892.  At 
4  per  cent  it  would  have  been  £13,153. 
It  was  considered,  on  the  whole,  desirable 
to  offer  these  officers  a  lump  sum  inter- 
mediate between  the  value  on  these  two 
calculations.  Of  course  I  am  perfectly 
aware  that  Sir  Donald  Stewart,  being 
older  than  Sir  Frederick  Roberts,  the 
sum  he  reoeived  is  more  largely  in  excess 
of  the  commuted  value  of  the  pension  than 
that  reoeived  by  Sir  Frederick  Roberts. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  :  Per- 
haps the  noble  Lord  will  inform  the 
House  what  was  the  actuarial  value  of 
the  pension  of  Sir  Donald  Stewart  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  oannot  now  say. 

WESTMINSTER  SCHOOL  —  EXCHANGE 
OF  ESTATES— ORDER— QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  asked  the 
Right  honourable  Baronet,  the  senior 
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Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford, 
Whether  the  members  of  the  goyeming 
body  of  Westminster  School,  present  at 
the  meeting  of  May  2nd  (when  the  house 
of  the  late  Sub-dean  of  Westminster, 
secured  to  the  School  by  31  And  32  Vic. 
0.  118,  s.  20,  and  others  vacant,  was  not 
claimed,  and  another  house  of  far  less 
dimensions,  and  of  far  less  conyenience 
for  the  purposes  of  the  School,  was  ac- 
cepted in  exchange,  the  prospects  of  ob- 
taming  the  latter  house  being  contingent 
on  the  death  or  resignation  of  the  occu- 
pier), were  more  than  a  moiety  of  the 
goyeming  body ;  whether  the  members 
of  the  goyeming  body  receiyed  notice 
that  business  of  the  highest  importance 
to  the  welfare  and  efficiency  of  the 
School  was  to  come  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  ffoyeming  body ;  whether  the 
goyeming  body  has  powers  under  31 
and  32  Yic.  o.  1 1 8,  to  exchange  premises 
secured  to  the  School  for  other  premises, 
or  any  premises  except  those  provided 
under  sub-section  ]  3 ;  whether  the  hour 
at  which  the  meetings  of  the  governing 
body  are  summoned  is  not  fixed  at  a 
time  at  which  it  is  notoriously  impossible 
for  the  Bight  honourable  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means  to  attend  to  the 
business  of  the  School ;  whether  there 
are  not  four  Deans  and  two  Canons  of 
Westminster  in  the  governing  body; 
and,  whether  it  is  not  the  duty  *of  .a 
member  of  the  governing  body  to  con- 
sider the  interest  of  the  School,  whose 
affairs  he  is  appointed  to  administer, 
beyond  everything  else  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
rose  to  a  point  of  Order  arising  out  of 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member.  Sir 
Erskine  May,  in  his  Parliamentary  Prae- 
tiee,  had  laid  it  down  that  Questions 
might  be  put  to  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
on  matters  of  Public  Business,  or  to 
private  Members  having  charge  of  a 
Bill  or  Motion  on  the  Paper  of  the 
House,  or  to  persons  occupying  certain 
high  positions.  Under  the  laUer  head 
Questions  were  asked  of  the  Chairman 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
of  Members  serving  on  Parliamentary 
Commissions,  or  even  on  temporary 
Commissions,  of  Ecclesiastical  Coinmis* 
sioners,  or  tilie  Trustees  of  the  British 
Museum.  But  he  would  ask  whether 
the  privilege  of  asking  Questions  in  that 
House  might  be  exercised  in  respect  of 
Members  who  happened  to  be  Members 
of  the  Gk)yeming  Body  of  a  school  on 

Mr.  Thorold  Rogers 


a  subject  relating  to  the  action  of  the 
Governing  Body  of  that  school?  It 
appeared  to  him  that  if  this  practice 
was  to  be  introduced,  it  would  involre 
a  dangerous  extension  of  the  ri^ht  of 
asking  Questions,  and  would  justifj 
Questions  being  addressed  to  any  hoiL 
Member  who  happened  to  be  a  Member 
of  any  public  body  whatever — of  a  Board 
of  Guardians,  or  a  Eailway  Board,  or 
any  other  body  acting  under  the  autho- 
rity of  an  Act  of  Parliament — with  re- 
fard  to  matters  connected  with  their 
ifferent  Boards  or  Companies. 
Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  has,  no  doubt,  quite  oorrectlj 
stated  the  Rule  of  the  House  that  no 
Question  shall  be  put  to  any  Member  of 
the  House,  other  than  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  unless  that  Question  relates  to 
some  Bill  or  Motion  that  happens  to  be 
before  the  House.  At  the  same  time, 
when  the  Question  now  under  discussion 
appeared  on  the  Notice  Paper  of  the 
House,  I  considered  whether  it  was 
proper  that  the  Question  should  be  put ; 
audit  certainly  did  appear  to  me — seeing 
that  it  related  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
Goyeming  Body  of  an  important  public 
school,  established  by  Act  of  Parliament 
— ^that  it  would  not  be  proper  for  me  to 
interpose  between  the  hon.  Member  pro- 
posing to  put  that  Question  and  the 
House. 

Sm  JOHN  E.  MOWBEAT:  In 
reply  to  this  long  series  of  Questions, 
mixed  up  with  suggestions,  I  beg  to 
state  that,  althoufiph  in  deference  to  what 
has  fallen  from  the  Speaker  I  answer 
the  Questions  put  to  me,  I  wish  it  to  be 
understood  that  I  am  neither  the  Chair- 
man nor  a  very  active  member  of  the 
(Governing  Body  of  Westminster  Soho<d. 
The  matters  to  which  the  series  of  Ques- 
tions refer  were  discussed  at  two  meet- 
ings of  the  Governing  Body,  duly  con- 
vened, with  proper  notice,  on  March  31 
and  May  2.  On  the  former  day  11,  on 
the  latter  7 — out  of  14  in  number— of 
the  existing  Governing  Body  were  pre- 
sent. The  Resolutions  on  each  occasion 
were  unanimously  carried.  The  Govern- 
ing Body  resolved  to  take  the  necessary 
steps  to  acquire  the  late  sub-Dean'ft 
house,  in  acoordance  with  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  promised  to  take  into 
favourable  consideration  any  proposal 
in  the  nature  of  an  exchange*  Such 
proposal  having  been  afterwards  re- 
ceived, the  Governing  Body  accepted  an 
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offer  of  another  house,  in  their  opinion 
adequate  and  convenient,  with  the  pros- 
pect of  immediate  possession,  and  upon 
the  understanding  that  an  adequate 
space  of  ground  would,  if  practicable, 
be  provided  for  a  fives  court.  The  Go- 
verning Body  were  advised  by  counsel 
that  they  had  the  rieht,  with  consent  of 
the  Charity  Commissioners,  to  effect  such 
change.  I  know  nothing  of  the  hour 
fixed  for  the  meetings.  It  is  usually 
4  o'clock,  and  has  been  found  conve- 
nient for  Members  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  and  for  Judges  and  members 
of  the  Bar.  The  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Lord  Eichard 
Qroflvenor),  before  he  held  Office,  was 
Q  most  constant  attendant.  Now,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Southwark  is,  we 
know,  an  accurate  scholar,  yet  the  next 
part  of  his  Question  is  very  difficult  to 
understand.  He  asks  me  whether  there 
are  not  four  Deans  and  two  Canons  of 
Westminster  in  the  Governing  Body? 
The  proper  construction  of  that  is  that 
there  are  four  Deans  of  Westminster. 
Well,  there  are  not  four  Deans  of  West- 
minster; but  the  Dean  and  two  Canons 
of  Westminster  and  the  Dean  of  Christ 
Oh  arch  are  members  of  the  Governing 
Body  ex  officio.  The  Master  of  the  Temple, 
who  is  also  Dean  of  Llandaff,  and  Dr. 
Church,  who  is  Dean  of  St.  Paul's,  have 
been  elected  members.  In  my  opinion, 
it  is  the  duty  of  a  member  of  the  Go- 
verning Body  to  consider  the  interests 
of  the  school  beyond  eveiything  else.  I 
can  only  speak  for  myself,  without  any 
authority  to  represent  others.  If  the 
hon.  Member  for  Southwark  wishes  to 
exhaust  that  portion  of  the  subject,  he 
most  interrogate  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees (Mr.  Lyon  Playfair)  and  the 
other  members  of  the  Governing  Body. 
With  the  majority  of  them,  including 
aU  the  four  Deans,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Southwark  is  in  closer  political  sym- 
pathy than  I  am. 


AFFAIRS  OF  BTXOARIA. 

Sib  GEOHGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  reliable  information  as 
to  what  is  passing  in  Bulgaria ;  whe- 
ther the  meagreness  of  the  news  in  the 
pnblio  prints  indicates  that  the  Prince 
has  possession  of  the  telegraph;  and, 
whetner  he  can  state  yet  what  course  Her 


Majesty's  Government  have  adopted  in 
the  matter  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  beginning 
to  receive  detailed  information  as  to 
what  is  passing  in  Bulgaria ;  and,  judg- 
ing from  the  telegrams  which  appear  in 
the  newspapers  and  those  received  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  no  hind- 
rance is  being  put  in  the  way  of  com- 
munication by  telegraph.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  not  been  called 
upon  to  pronounce  any  opinion  upon 
the  circumstances. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  Is  the 
British  Agent  in  Bulgaria  still  main- 
taining communications  with  the  Prince? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  So  far 
as  I  know,  yes. 

TURKEY— THE  CAPTURE  OF  MR. 
SUTER  BY  BRIGANDS. 

Sm  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether,  in  consequence  of  in- 
structions previously  issued,  the  Turkish 
troops  were  not  allowed  to  interfere  with 
the  origands  who  carried  off  Mr.  Suter, 
lest  in  so  doing  they  should  injure  an 
Englishman ;  whether  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment is  nevertheless  held  respon- 
sible for  the  occurrence ;  and,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  again 
adopted  the  plan  of  compounding  with 
the  brigands,  paying  them  large  sums 
and  guaranteeing  their  security,  as  was 
done  on  a  former  occasion,  and  so  giving 
them  the  utmost  possible  temptation  to 
capture  as  many  Englishmen  as  pos- 
sible? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Her 
Majesty's  Government  considered  it  their 
du^  to  take  such  steps  as  were  in  their 
power  to  save  the  life  of  Mr.  Suter. 
Her  Majesty's  Consul  General  at  Salo- 
nica  was  accordingly^  authorized  to  pay 
the  ransom  demanded  by  the  brigands, 
if  they  could  not  be  induced  to  accept  a 
smaller  sum  ;  and  the  Turkish  Gi>vem- 
ment  were  informed  that  they  would  be 
held  responsible  for  the  amount,  and  for 
an  indemnity  to  Mr.  Suter's  widow  in 
the  event  of  his  being  killed  b^  the 
brigands.  Mr.  Blunt  considered  it  ne- 
cessary, to  insure  Mr.  Suter's  safety, 
that  the  brigands  should  not  be  pursued 
by  troops  as  long  as  he  was  m  their 
hands,  and  the  Turkish  authorities  were 
requested  to  give  orders  to  that  effect. 
j  A  telegram  has  been  received  stating 
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that  Mr.  Suter  has  been  liberated  ;  but 
that  Mr.  Blunt  was  obliged  to  pay  the 
whole  ransom  demanded.  We  are  not 
aware  that  the  security  of  the  brigands 
has  been  in  any  way  guaranteed.  A 
notice  has  been  issued  warning  British 
subjects  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  not  in  future  be  responsible  in 
similar  cases. 

ITALY— OCCUPATION  OF  TRIPOLI. 

Mb.  AETHUE  AENOLD  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  there  is  any  record  of 
conversation  by  Lord  Salisbury  with 
reference  to  the  occupation  of  Tripoli  by 
Italy,  as  compensation  for  the  entry  of 
France  into  Tunis  ? 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  can 
quite  understand  the  curiosity  of  my 
hon.  Friend  on  this  subject,  and  I  am 
sure  he  will  understand  my  reticence. 
All  the  information  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  in  a  position  to  supply 
is  contained  in  the  Papers  which  have 
been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House, 
and  I  am  unwilling  to  be  drawn,  in  re- 
plying to  my  hon.  Friend's  Question, 
into  a  discussion  upon  the  subject. 

PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS— 

RIYERS  CONSERVANCY  AND   FLOODS 

PREVENTION  BILL. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  PEEL  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether,  seeing  that  the  Bivers  Con- 
servancy Bill  has  after  reference  to  a 
Committee  passed  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  has  in  this  House  been  carried  on 
the  Second  Heading  by  a  large  majority, 
the  Government  will  take  immediate 
steps  for  the  nomination  of  the  Select 
Committee  to  which  the  Bill  has  been 
referred,  so  that  its  provisions  may  be 
duly  considered  with  a  view  to  legisla- 
tion in  the  present  Session  ? 

Mr.  DODSON  :  Considering  that  the 
Bill  in  question  is  substantially  one  for 
giving  uicilities  to  those  localities  which 
may  desire  to  obtain  legislation  suitable 
to  their  necessities,  and  that  the  import- 
ance of  such  a  measure  has  been  recog- 
nized not  only  by  the  present,  but  by 
the  preceding  Government,  Her  Ma- 
jesty s  Government  certainly  had  hoped 
that  the  nomination  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee would  have  been  assented  to 
without  difficulty  as  soon  as  the  House 
re-assembled  after  the  Easter  Eecess. 

Sir  Charles  W.  Lilke 


But  the  number  of  miscellaneous  Notioet 
that  have  been  given,  coupled  with  the 
pressure  of  Business  and  we  operation 
of  the  Half-past  Twelve  Kule,  have 
delayed  the  nomination  of  the  Com- 
mittee. I  am  perfectly  well  aware,  and 
deeply  sensible,  of  the  urgent  import- 
ance in  the  case  of  several  river  basinB 
of  legislation  of  this  description.  I  very 
much  sympathize  with  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  do  not  altogether  agree  with 
me  in  regard  to  the  proposed  compofii- 
tion  of  the  Committee,  or  to  the  method 
of  procedure  which  I  propose  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  to  aaopt ;  but,  con- 
sidering the  importance  and  urgency 
of  the  subject,  I  would  venture  to  hope 
that  those  hon.  Members  may  waive  their 
Notices  and  allow  the  nomination  of  the 
Committee  to  proceed.  Be  that  as  it 
may,  it  has  been,  and  it  remains,  the 
desire  of  the  Government  to  prosecute 
this  measure  with  the  least  possible 
delay,  and  to  secure  leg^ation  on  the 
subject  in  the  present  Session. 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE— PROMOTION. 

Mr.  GRANTHAM  asked  the  Seere- 
tary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the  rule 
which  prevails  in  the  Army,  making  it 
compulsory  on  officers  to  retire  at  cer- 
tain ages,  with  a  view  of  securing  a 
steady  and  healthy  flow  of  promotion  in 
the  junior  ranks,  might  not  with  equal 
advantage  be  applied  to  the  Civil  oer- 
vice  generally;  and,  if  there  is  any 
reason  why  the  regulation  now  in  force 
at  the  Admiralty,  requiring  clerks  of 
forty  years*  service  to  retire  on  attaining 
the  age  of  sixty,  should  not  be  extended 
to  the  War  Office  and  other  Pubho  I>e- 
partments,  in  which,  failing  the  intro- 
duction of  any  such  measure,  the  pros- 
pects of  advancement  are  exceedingly 
remote  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
By  the  Superannuation  Act  of  1859, 
any  member  of  the  Civil  Service  of  60 
years  of  age  and  40  years'  service  is 
qualified,  on  retirement,  for  the  maxi- 
mimi  pension  of  two-thirds  of  his  pay 
and  allowances.  Formerly,  the  rate  of 
retiring  pension  increased  up  to  50 
years'  service,  when  it  might  oe  equal 
to  the  full  pay  and  allowances.  Un- 
doubtedly, the  tendency  of  that  system 
was  to  detain  men  in  the  Service  too 
long ;  but  under  the  one  now  in  force 
it  is  not  very  usual  for  any  clerk  in  the 
Public  Departments  to  remain  after  he 
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if  qualified  for  the  full  retiring  pension. 
The  Regulation  now  in  force  at  the  Ad- 
miralty, to  which  the  hon.  Member  al- 
ludes, was  promulgated  at  a  time  when 
great  changes  were  bein^  made.  I  am 
not  aware  of  any  case  which  calls  for  a 
new  general  Hule ;  it  is,  however,  in  the 
power  of  the  Head  of  any  Department 
to  propose  to  the  Treasury  for  adoption 
the  Aomiralty  Beg^ation. 

ARMY  ORGA^^ZATION— THE  NEW 
WARRANT. 

OoLONEL  KENNAED  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether  the 
Tacancies  created  by  the  new  Army  Or- 
ganisation will  be  filled  up  in  the  batta- 
bons  in  which  they  occur,  or  in  the  new 
double  battalions,  according  to  seniority; 
and,  will  officers,  who  by  existing  regu- 
lations are  already  disqualified  from  fur- 
ther promotion,  gain  any  benefit  in  pro- 
motion by  the  new  Warrant,  or  be  obhged 
to  retire  at  once  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEKS  :  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman,  I  have  to 
•tate  that  the  question  to  which  his 
inquiry  points  has  been  fully  discussed ; 
and  that  in  the  General  Orders,  which 
will  give  efibct  to  the  new  organization, 
clauses  will  be  inserted  fully  providing 
for  the  equities  of  these  cases.  I  do  not 
think  that  I  need,  at  the  present  time, 
gife  further  detail  as  to  a  portion  of  the 
Tery  elaborate  scheme  which  will  shortly 
be  before  Parliament. 

AFFAIRS  OF  TUNIS— THE  CONVEN- 
TION OF  1876. 

The  Earl  of  BECTIVE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  K  Her  Majesty's  Government 
has  taken  any  steps  to  ascertain  the 
views  of  the  French  Qovemment  respect- 
ing the  renewal  of  the  Convention  of 
1875,  which  expires  in  1882  ;  and,  if  so, 
if  he  will  communicate  the  answer  of 
the  French  Government  to  the  House  ? 
He  also  asked,  If  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment  consider  that  any  alteration 
in  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Consular  Court 
tt  Tunis  is  required  under  the  present 
confused  state  of  affairs  in  the  Eegency ; 
tnd,  if  not,  will  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment obtain  an  undertaking  from  the 
French  and  Tunisian  Governments  that 
the  jurisdiction  of  tho  Court  shall  be  as 
extoisive  in  the  future  as  it  was  when 
the  Court  was  first  established  ? 


Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  If  the 
noble  Lord  will  turn  to  the  Convention 
with  Tunis,  which  was  laid  before  Par- 
liament in  1876,  he  will  perceive  that 
Article  40  provides  that  at  any  time  after 
the  expiration  of  seven  years  from  the 
date  of  the  Convention,  either  of  the 
high  contracting  parties  shall  have  the 
right  to  call  upon  the  other  to  enter 
upon  a  revision  of  the  same ;  but  imtil 
such  revision  shall  have  been  accom- 
plished by  common  consent,  and  a  new 
Convention  shall  have  been  concluded 
and  put  into  operation,  the  present  Con- 
vention shall  continue  and  remain  in 
full  force  and  effect.  With  regard  to 
the  second  Question  of  the  noble  Lord, 
I  have  to  say  that  tho  Convention  of 
1875  determines  the  jtirisdiction  of  the 
Consular  Court,  and  the  subject  is  there- 
fore covered  by  the  reply  which  I  have 
S'ven  to  the  noble  Lord's  previous 
uestion.  

Thb  Earl  of  BECTIVE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  to  be  inferred 
from  Lord  Granville's  letter  of  the  20th 
May  to  the  French  Ambassador  that 
England  does  not  recognise  the  Treaty 
forced  upon  the  Bey  on  12th  May ;  whe- 
ther, as  a  matter  of  fact,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  does  or  does  not  recognise 
such  Treaty ;  and,  whether  the  Order  iu 
Council  of  the  18th  May  does  or  does 
not  treat  Tunis  as  a  part  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire ;  also,  if  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment is  aware  that  M.  Boustan  has 
ordered  the  Bey  of  Tunis  to  surround 
the  house  6f  the  Sheik-el-Islam  with 
soldiers  ;  and  that  M.  Eoustan  has  sent 
an  intimation  to  the  Sheik- el-Islam  as 
to  the  decision  he  must  deliver  in  the 
Enfida  case  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE :  I  am 
unable  to  fi;i^<)  within  the  limits  of  a 
reply  a  full  statement  of  the  views  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  on  the  points 
raised  by  the  noble  Lord;  and  1  must 
leave  him  to  appreciate  the  views  ex- 
pressed in  Lord  Granville's  Note.  With 
regard  to  M.  Eoustan,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  received  no  informa- 
tion of  tho  kind  referred  to  from  Her 
Majesty's  Consular  General  at  Tunis. 

OPEN  SPACES  (METROrOLIS)-LrN- 
COLX'8-INN-FIELDS. 

Sir  EAEDLEY  WILMOT  aaked  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether 
any  arrangements  are  in  prog^rees,  and. 
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if  so,  what  arrangements,  for  opening 
the  inclosure  in  Lincoln's  Inn  Fields  as 
a  recreation  CTOund  for  the  public  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE :  I  believe 
that  a  proposal  has  been  made  to  open 
Lincoln  s  Inn  Fields  to  the  public  ;  but 
I  am  afraid  it  has  not  made  much  pro- 
gress, owing  to  the  legal  difficulties 
rcdsed  by  the  householders  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood. The  question  is  one  which 
concerns  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  more  than  the  Office  of  Works. 

GROUND  GAME  ACT,  1880 -REMISSION 
OF  FINES  ILLEGALLY  INFLICTED. 

Mk.  p.  a.  TAYLOE  asked  the  Secre- 
ta.ry  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  he  has  yet  come  to  any  decision  in  re- 
gard to  remitting  the  fines  levied  upon 
three  men  (John  West,  Isaac  Martin, 
and  John  Basset)  at  the  West  Powder 
Petty  Sessions,  for  killing  rabbits,  on 
the  invitation  and  at  the  request  of  the 
occupier  of  the  land  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET,  in  re- 
ply, S6dd,  that,  after  careful  considera- 
tion, he  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  magistrates  had  misconceived  the 
law,  and  that  the  conviction  could  not 
be  sustained.  He  had,  therefore,  di- 
rected that  the  fines  imposed  by  the  ma- 
gistrates should  be  remitted. 

SCIENCE  AND  ART— MUSEUM  AND 
LIBRARY,  DUBLIN. 

Mb.  DAWSON  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council,  Whether  before 
deciding  on  any  plans  for  the  building  of 
the  new  Science  and  Art  Museum  and 
National  Library  in  Dublin  the  Corpo- 
ration of  Dublin  will  be  consulted ;  and, 
whether  in  the  construction  of  the  Na- 
tional Library  regard  will  be  had  to  the 
improved  mode  of  construction  which 
separates  the  public  reading  rooms  from 
those  in  which  the  books  are  stored  ? 

Mb.  A.M.  SULLIVAN  asked  whe- 
ther, considering  the  number  of  years  the 
project  had  been  under  consideration, 
the  Government  would  use  all  their  exer- 
tions to  bring  it  to  a  speedy  completion? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA,  in  reply,  said, 
there  had  been  no  delay  since  the  matter 
came  into  their  hands.  The  only 
hindrance  they  had  experienced,  they 
had  experienced  in  the  City  of  Dublin 
itself.  As  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Dawson)  was,  no  doubt,  aware,  the  ac- 
quisition of  the  Leinster  Lawn  site  was 
wanted,  and  the  Government  were  pre- 

Sir  EariUy  Wihnot 


pared  to  acquire  it  immediately  thej 
came  into  Office.  They  had,  however, 
been  defeated  by  local  opposition.  Now 
they  were  thrown  back  upon  the  Kildare 
Street  site,  and  they  were  making  ar- 
rangements for  a  public  competition  in 
respect  to  the  plans  and  valnationi 
for  the  proposed  new  buildings.  Every 
facility  would  be  given  for  the  critidian 
of  the  plans  by  the  Corporation  and  the 
public  generally  before  a  selection  was 
made.  The  hon.  Member  might  rest 
assured  that  the  Government  would  do 
all  it  could  to  secure  the  best  possible 
arrangements  for  the  Library ;  but  it 
would  be  premature  to  state  before  the 
plans  were  prepared  what  those  arrange- 
ments would  be.  He  could  assure  both 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Government 
were  as  anxious  to  push  the  matter 
forward  as  they  themselves  were. 

EVICTIONS,  &c.  (IRELAND). 

Mb.  DAWSON  asked  the  First  Loitl 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  since  the  5th 
May,  the  (Government  have  received  any 
information  on  the  subject  of  the  neces- 
sity of  suspending  evictions  in  Ireland 
in  the  case  of  tenants  unable  to  pay 
their  rents;  whether  that  information 
has  received  the  dose  and  early  atten- 
tion of  the  Government ;  and,  whether, 
in  view  of  the  delay  of  legislation,  he 
will  bring  in  some  provisional  measure 
to  check  evictions  in  such  oases,  and 
thus  remove  serious  sources  of  disturb- 
ance in  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  inquired  whe- 
ther the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
had  been  called  to  a  Beturn  issued  that 
morning,  stating  that  there  had  been 
91  judgments  entered  in  the  High  Court 
of  Justice  between  January  29  and  May 
1,  and  that  ejectment  decrees  had  been 
granted  during  the  Easter  term  to  the 
number  of  3,003? 

Mb.  GRANTHAM  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that 
many  tenants  who  were  well  able  to  pay 
their  rents  refused  to  do  so  under  prw- 
sure  of  the  Land  League  ;  and  whether 
he  would  consider  the  propriety  of  sim- 
plifying the  procedure  for  the  recovery 
of  rent  in  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  My  attention ii 
not  commonly  called  to  Papers  such  as 
those  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway  refers  except  upon  some  col- 
lateral suggestion ;  and  I  have  not  had 
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the  opporttmity  of  considering  these  He- 
tarns.  I  am  afraid  it  is  the  case  that  a 
considerable  number  of  persons  who  are 
able  to  pay  their  rents  are  under  sinister 
soggestions  to  avoid  payment;  but  I 
cannot  at  this  moment  say  whether  it  is 
desirable  to  take  any  steps,  or,  if  any, 
what  steps,  in  the  peculiar  state  of  the 
law,  with  regard  to  the  recovery  of  rents 
in  Ireland.  In  answer  to  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlow  (Mr. 
Dawson),  I  believe  it  refers  to  a  pre- 
vious reply  of  mine,  which  reply  seemed 
to  invite  some  further  information  on  the 
subject  to  which  it  referred.  I  can  only 
Bay  that,  so  far  as  the  Members  of  the 
Government  in  London  are  concerned, 
and  so  far  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  is  concerned, 
at  the  time  when  he  left  London,  we  had 
not  as  yet  received  any  such  further  in- 
formation ;  but,  undoubtedly,  all  infor- 
mation which  we  do  receive  will  be  for 
us  a  matter  of  very  serious  considera- 
tion. With  respect  to  exceptional  legis- 
lation, I  would  remind  the  House  that 
oar  Compensation  for  Disturbance  Bill 
last  year  met  with  no  success.  I  fear 
that  farther  legislation  of  the  same  kind 
now,  while  veir  uncertain  in  its  own  di- 
rect issue,  would  cause  serious  delay  to 
other  legislation  which  we  hope  may  be 
of  a  more  permanent  character. 

POST  OFFICE— THE  MAILS  IN  ARGYLL- 
SfflRE  AND  THE  NORTH  OF  SCOTLAND. 

Mb.  FEA8ER  MACKINTOSH  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  he  has 
now  concluded  negotiations  for  expedit- 
ing the  mails  to  and  from  Inverness  and 
the  North  of  Scotland ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  will  be  good  enough  to  indicate 
the  new  arrangements  ? 

Ma.  FAWCETT  informed  his  hon. 
Friend  that  negotiations  had  been  con- 
doded  for  the  acceleration  of  the  mails 
to  the  Highlands ;  but  he  would  not 
trouble  the  House  with  the  details.  He 
mi^ht  say  that  the  London  night  mail 
would  arrive  at  Inverness  an  hour  and 
a  quarter,  and  at  Wick  two  hours  and 
30  minutes  earlier  than  at  present,  while 
the  day  mail  would  arrive  at  Inverness 
60  minutes  earlier.  He  had  decided 
upon  all  arranffements  as  to  arrival  of 
the  nuuls,  and  ne  could  send  the  hon. 
Member  a  copy  of  them.  He  would 
only  add  that  this  improved  postal  ar- 
fuigement  would  come  into  operation 
on  Wednesday  next,  the  let  of  jone. 


ARMY  (INDIA.)— BENGAL  STAFF  CORPS 
—CASE  OF  CAPTAIN  CHATTERTON. 

Mr.  GEANTHAM  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  after 
the  holding  of  the  Court  of  Inquiry  on 
the  state  of  Captain  Chatterton,  as  men- 
tioned by  him  last  Thursday,  there  were 
not  general,  brigade,  and  divisional 
orders  issued  in  reference  to  his  case, 
dated  respectively  March  15th,  16th,  and 
17th,  1869,  and  whether  in  consequence 
of  such  orders  Presidency  Surgeons 
Baillie  and  Brougham,  and  Garrison 
Surgeon  Powell  did  not  place  Captain 
Chatterton  in  the  officers'  hospital  at 
Fort  William,  Calcutta,  for  urgent  sur- 
gical treatment,  as  the  operation,  how- 
ever simple  it  might  have  been  if  per- 
formed in  the  September  previous,  nad 
become  a  serious  one  owing  to  delay ; 
whether  Garrison  Surgeon  Powell  has 
not  certified  that  after  full  examination  he 
foimd  Captain  Chatterton  suffering  from 
a  contracted  limb,  for  which  he  con- 
sidered the  division  of  the  left  tendon 
achilles  necessary ;  that  he  attended  him 
daily;  prepared  his  papers,  and  pro- 
posed to  take  him  before  the  Meoical 
Board  in  Calcutta  on  the  28th  April, 
with  a  recommendation  that  he  be 
granted  twelve  months'  leave  of  ab- 
sence to  visit  England,  in  order  that 
the  operation  might  be  performed  under 
favourable  circumstances,  but  that  he 
was  unable  to  take  him  before  such 
court  in  consequence  of  an  order  from 
the  India  Council  being  served  on  him 
on  the  26th  April  requiring  him  to  dis- 
miss Captain  Chatterton  from  the  hos- 
pital ;  whether  that  India  Council  order 
was  not  founded  on  the  previous  Des- 
patch of  Januarv,  and  in  ignorance  of 
the  opinions  suDsequently  formed  by 
the  highest  medical  authorities  in  Cal- 
cutta ;  whether,  in  consequence  of  Cap- 
tain Chatterton  being  so  hastily  and  im- 
properly turned  out  of  the  hospital,  he 
was  not  left  to  find  his  way  back  to 
England  to  undergo  the  operation  the 
best  way  he  could ;  and,  if  he  will  allow 
this  officer  to  be  examined  by  the  Medical 
Board  at  the  India  Office  to  report  to  the 
House  whether  Captain  Chatterton  is 
not  now  a  cripple  for  life,  notwithstand- 
ing five  operations  performed  in  Eng- 
land, in  consequoDce  of  the  delay  in  at- 
tending to  his  case  in  India,  owing  to 
the  differences  of  opinion  existing  among 
the  medical  authoritiea  in  India? 


1881 


Lieen%ing  Law 


(COMMONS) 


{Ireland!), 


\7,%*i 


The  Maequess  of  HAETINQTON: 
Since  this  morning,  when  I  first  ob- 
served this  Question  on  the  Paper,  I 
have  not  had  time  to  examine  the  de- 
tails of  Captain  Chatterton's  case.  The 
General  Brigade  and  Divisional  Orders 
issued  with  reference  to  it  have  never 
been  received  at  the  India  Office,  as  it 
is  not  the  practice  to  send  such  Orders 
home  from  India.  I  will  have  the 
matter  carefully  examined,  in  order  to 
ascertain  whether  it  requires  further  in- 
quiry in  India ;  but  I  cannot  hold  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  any  hope  that  it 
will  be  possible  to  take  further  action  in 
reference  to  it  in  view  of  the  amount  of 
consideration  it  has  already  received 
and  the  number  of  Secretaries  of  State 
before  whom  it  has  been  brought. 

ARMY— THE  60th  REGIMENT. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he  will 
state  the  reason  why  the  50th  Regiment 
of  Foot  has  been  kept  at  home  since  June 
1 869,  while  every  other  regiment  in  the 
service  has  had  its  tour  of  foreign  ser- 
vice? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  For  the  reasons 
which  I  gave  to  the  House  on  the  23rd 
instant,  when  I  was  asked  about  the 
68th  Regiment,  I  do  not  think  that  the 
House  will  expect  me  to  give  detailed 
explanations  as  to  the  time  during  which 
the  50th  Regiment  has  been  at  home 
beyond  this — that  there  is  nothing  ex- 
ceptional in  the  case. 

POST  OFFICE— PURCHASE  OF  CHRIST'S 
HOSPITAL  SITE. 

Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  If  there  is  any 
truth  in  the  report  that  has  appeared 
in  the  newspapers  that  the  Post  Office 
authorities  have  nearly  completed  nego- 
tiations for  the  purchase  of  the  site  of 
Christ^s  Hospital;  and,  if  not,  whether 
they  have  any  intention  of  endeavouring 
to  secure  it  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT  :  The  great  increase 
of  business  in  the  various  departments 
of  the  Post  Office  has  raised  the  ques- 
tion of  providing  improved  accommoda- 
tion. This  question  is  under  the  con- 
sideration of  a  Departmental  Committee, 
which  has  not  yet  arrived  at  any  con- 
clusion as  to  whether  a  new  site  for 
buildings  ought  to  be  acquired  or  not. 
In  these  oircnmstancee,   it   is  scarcely 


necessary  to  say  that  no  negotiatian« 
have  been  entered  into  with  regard  to 
the  purchase  of  Christ's  Hospitiu. 

Sm  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBET80N 
asked,  whether  the  question  had  been 
considered  of  selling  the  present  valuable 
site  of  the  Post  Office,  and  erecting  a 
new  Post  Office  which  would  be  nearer 
the  principal  railway  termini — in  the 
vicimty,  for  instance,  of  Bedford  Square? 

Mr.  FAWCETT :  Of  course,  the  ques- 
tion has  been  carefully  considered ;  but 
no  definite  conclusion  respecting  it  has 
yet  been  arrived  at. 

THE    PUBLIC    SERVICES— VOTE    OK 

ACCOUNT. 

Mb.  PARNELL  asked  the  Prime 
Minister,  Whether  he  proposed  to  take 
any  Vote  on  Account  before  Whitsun- 
tide? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  believed 
it  would  be  necessary  to  do  so. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  TEKE:E  TUR- 
COMANS. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affiain, 
Whether  the  Qovernment  had  received 
any  confirmation  of  the  report  that 
Russia  had  formally  annexed  the  country 
of  the  Tekke  Turcomans  ? 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  We 
have  received  no  information  on  the 
subject. 

LICENSING  LAW   (IREIiANB)— PUBU- 
CANS'  CERTIFICATEa 

Mb.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  If  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Revenue  to  instruct  their  officers  in 
Belfast  to  permit  persons,  whose  appli- 
cations for  transfers  and  confirmations 
of  publicans'  certificates  may  not  be 
heard  until  the  annual  licensing  sessions 
on  30th  October,  to  continue  trading 
from  the  date  their  licences  expire  nntu 
that  date,  without  requiring  sudi  person, 
as  last  year,  to  obtain  ad  interim  autho- 
rity from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  ? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
The  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  intend  to 
instruct  their  officers  not  to  interfere 
with  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  in 
the  cases  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber pending  confirmation  of  the  licences 
at  Quarter  Sessions  upon  deposit  being 
made  of  the  proper  amount  of  lioenoa 
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daty.  This  course  has  been  approved 
by  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  will  be 
pursued  in  all  similar  cases  in  future, 
so  that  it  will  no  longer  be  necessary  to 
apply  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  for  his  ad 
tnterim  authority. 

EVICTIONS,  Ac.  (IRELAND). 

Me.  a.  M.  SULLIYAN  wished  to 
put  a  Question  to  the  Prime  Minister 
with  reference  to  an  answer  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlo w  Borough";  and,  with 
the  indtdgence  of  the  House,  he  would 
preface  his  Question  with  one  or  two 
observations,  which  would  be  confined 
within  the  narrowest  possible  limits. 
He  desired  to  make  a  suggestion,  or, 
rather,  an  appeal,  to  the  Pnme  Minister 
with  reference  to  the  present  lamentable 
state  of  thinfi^s  in  Ireland,  as  to  evictions 
on  the  one  side  and  as  to  the  retaliatory 
spirit  in  which  the  Land  League  was 
resisting  them  on  the  other.  He  could 
say  that  there  were  some  Irish  Members 
who  deplored  both  of  those  evils,  and 
who  were  honestly  desirous  of  seeing 
some  truce  established  which  would 
spare  the  country  the  horrors  which 
were  now  being  enacted.  He  would, 
therefore,  appeal  a^gain  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  Whether  it  would  not  be  prac- 
ticable to  do  something  whereby  the 
rush  of  evictions  could  be  eased,  and  at 
the  same  time  the  people  could  be  called 
upon  to  discharge  their  honest  obliga- 
tion to  pay  rent  where  they  could  ?  He 
was  the  ambassador  of  no  one ;  but  he 
oould  say  that  there  were  some  Irish 
Members  cordially  acting  with  their 
Colleagues  round  about  them  in  his  part 
of  the  House  who  would  heartily  throw 
themselves  into  an  effort  to  effect,  in  the 
interests  of  peace,  an  honourable  adjust- 
ment of  the  terrible  state  of  things  pre- 
vailing in  Ireland. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  asked  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  whether  he  was 
aware  that  at  the  meeting  of  the  Land 
League  held  on  Tuesday,  the  list  of 
evictions  for  the  past  week  was  larger 
than  any  list  made  at  any  previous 
meeting  of  the  League ;  also,  whether 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  a  state- 
ment in  I%e  Iruh  Timet  and  Freeman^  e 
Journal  that  the  Lord  Chamberlain  (the 
Earl  of  Kenmare),  the  Earl  of  Arran» 
the  Earl  of  Courtown,  the  Earl  of  Charle- 
mont,  the  Earl  of  Oranard,  Bishop  Alex- 
ander, Sir  W.  M'MahoUi  Sir  Nugent 


Humble,  and  Lord  Cloncurry  were 
among  those  who  were  pushing  things 
to  an  extreme  against  their  tenants; 
and  whether  he  would  endeavour  to  esta- 
blish something  like  a  truce  between 
the  relentless  landlords  and  their  im- 
poverished tenantry  ? 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  wished, 
before  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  re- 
plied, to  ask  Mm  whether  he  was  aware 
that  at  the  meeting  of  the  Land  League 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  just  referred 
to,  the  gentleman  who  was  in  charge  of 
the  League  (Mr.  Kettle)  sugg^ested  a 
propaganda  for  the  non-payment  of  any 
rents  whatever ;  whether  he  was  aware 
that  many  persons  had  refused  to  pay 
any  lawful  rent,  though  admittedly  well 
able  to  do  so;  and  also  whether  he 
was  aware  that  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Kichmond  Conunission  by 
Mr.  Kettle  showed  what  was  the  posi- 
tion he  held  as  a  tenant  farmer. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  In  answer  to 
what  has  fallen  from  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Galway,  I  have  to  say 
that  I  heard  with  great  dissatisfaction 
and  pain  generally,  though  not  in  the 
precisest  terms,  of  the  announcement  at 
the  Land  League  meeting  to  which  he 
has  referred.  Every  such  announcement, 
of  course,  adds  to  the  difficulty,  not  only 
of  governing  Ireland,  but  likewise  takes 
away  from  me  chances  of  bringing  that 
country  to  a  state  of  peace  and  pros- 
perity. I  have  not  received  the  par- 
ticulars mentioned  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor).  It 
may  be  my  fault  in  his  opinion,  but  I 
am  not  in  possession  of  the  most  recent 
details  on  the  subject;  and  I  would 
suggest  that,  as  the  Chief  Secretarv  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  will  be  in  his  place 
on  Monday,  the  hon.  Member  should 
postpone  his  Question  till  that  occasion. 

Mb.  T.  p.  0»C0NN0R  said,  he  would 
sooner  make  the  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself.  He  asked  mm 
whether,  in  his  opinion,  the  number  of 
evictions  by  landlords  did  not  largely 
increase  the  difficulty  of  governing  Ire- 
land at  the  present  moment  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  extremely 
inconvenient  that  I  should  be  called 
upon  to  give  any  answer  with  regard  to 
the  particular  character  of  any  set  of 
evictions  unlef>s  I  had  an  opportunity  of 
examining  into  the  circumstances  in 
detail.  Harsh,  cruel,  and  needless  evic- 
tions are  at  all  times  most  censurable^ 
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and  now  more  than  ever.  But,  on  the 
other  handy  it  is  impossible  to  expect  or 
to  ask  that  a  class  of  men  invested  with 
legal  rights,  and  believing  that  others 
are  witl3iolding  from  them  dues  which 
they  are  able  to  pay,  should  refrain 
from  enforcing  the  rights  which  are 
given  to  them  by  law. 

PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS— 
THE  DERBY  DAY. 

Sib  WILFEID  LAWSON  said,  he 
had  seen  it  stated  in  the  newspapers 
that  if  any  Member  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment  of  the  House  over  the  Derby  Day 
it  would  be  moved  at  a  Morning  Sitting. 
It  would  be  convenient  if  the  Speaker 
would  kindly  state  when  that  Motion 
would  have  to  be  made. 

Me.  MELDON  pointed  out  that  a 
Morning  Sitting  had  been  already  fixed 
for  to-morrow  for  the  consideration  of  a 
Government  Bill. 

Me.  SPEAKER  said,  that  yesterday 
an  Order  of  the  Day  was  actually  ap- 
pointed for  a  Morning  Sitting  to-mor- 
row, and  therefore  there  would  naturally 
be  a  Morning  Sitting  to-morrow.  In 
answer  to  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  he  might  say  that  the  Motion 
for  the  adjournment  of  the  House  over 
the  Derby  Day  would  have  precedence. 
That  Motion,  whether  made  by  a  Mi- 
nister or  by  another  Member,  had,  ac- 
cording to  custom,  always  had  prece- 
deuce 

Sib'  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked 
whether  that  Motion  would  take  prece- 
dence of  all  other  Business  at  9  o'clock  ? 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  the  con- 
tingency  of  a  Morning  Sitting  rather 
complicated  the  matter ;  and,  as  the 
question  of  adjournment  over  a  given 
day  related  to  the  Business  of  the 
House,  he  thought  it  ought  to  have 
precedence  over  the  other  Business  at 
the  Morning  Sitting,  according  to  the 
usage  of  the  House. 

Mb.  R.  POWER:  Does  the  Prime 
Minister  mean  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment himself? 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN :  I  appeal  to 
the  Prime  Minister,  in  the  interest  of 
the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  not  to 
move  the  adjournment. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  the  only 
curtailment  that  has  taken  place  in 
Government,  or  in  the  Government 
share  of  the  Business  of  the  House 
in  late  years,  and  I  am  very  unwilling 
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to  sacrifice  it.  I  do  not  propoee  to 
meddle  in  my  official  capacity  in  the 
adjournment  over  the  Derby. 

Mb.  R.  POWER :  Then,  Sir,  I  bag 
to  give  Notice  that  on  Tuesday,  at  2 
o'clock,  I  shall  move  that  the  House,  at 
its  rising,  shall  adjourn  till  Thursday. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON:  And  I 
shall  oppose  it. 

ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 


CUSTOMS    AND    INLAND    REVKNUB 
BIXL.— [Bill  136.] 

i^Mr.  Playfair,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  tJu  EtcJUpur, 
Lord  Frederick  Cavendish.) 

COMMITTEE.  lPro(fres9  2Zrd  May.^ 

Bill  considered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Pabt  n. — ^Taxes. 

Clause  20  (Gbant  of  duties  of  Income 
Tax). 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  wish  to  say  t 
word  or  two  in  regard  to  this  clause, 
which  I  think  mav  obviate  the  neceaeitj 
for  moving  the  Amendment  which  ap- 

Eears  on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the 
on.  Member  for  South  Shropehire  (Sir 
Bald  wyn  Leighton) ,  and  a  further  Amend- 
ment which,  I  believe,  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Maffuiae) 
proposed  to  move.  I  had  no  knowled^ 
before  Monday  last,  when  we  were  m 
Committee  upon  this  Bill,  that  this  ques- 
tion was  about  to  be  raised  in  the 
House,  and  therefore  I  had  no  prior 
opportunity  of  considering  it ;  but  since 
that  time  I  have  examined  it  with  some 
care,  and  I  find  two  things.  In  the 
first  place,  I  find  that  it  is  a  matter 
which  will  not  require  legislation  at  all. 
It  is  entirely  within  the  competence, 
and  therefore  within  the  responsibilitj 
of  the  Executive  Government  to  gire 
remission  of  taxation  laid  upon  anj 
commodity  or  any  description  of  property 
in  c€ises  where  it  is  sufficiently  prored 
that  the  profit  on  which  the  tax  has 
been  levied  has  not  been  realised.  Ip 
the  second  place,  some  explanation  U 
required  as  to  the  method  of  doine  it. 
Of  course,  I  am  quite  sure  my  hon. 
Friend  does  not  mean  to  apply  that  rale 
so  as  to  alter  the  whole  basis  of  the 
Income  Tax  in  regard  to  the  land  whidi 
is  in  the  occupation  of  landlords  for  the 
purpose  of  order,  convenienoOi  or  tap- 
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port.     He  means  only  to  meet  what 
may  be  called  the  present  distress,  in 
consequence  of  which  a  great  number 
of  fanns  haye  been  thrown  upon  the 
hands  of  the  landlords,  which  landlords 
are  doing  the  best  they  can  to  turn  the 
land  to  g^od  account,  but  who,  it  may 
often  happen,  fail  to  make  the  usual 
farm  profits  out  of  them.     On  this  basis 
I  think   I  can  say  that  we  should  be 
prepared  to  take  the  responsibility  of 
framing  a  measure  which  will  meet  the 
case;    and  we  have  in  the  Land  and 
Income  Tax  Commissioners  a  body  of 
eentlemen    to    whom    would    properly 
belone  the  duty  of  determining  whe- 
ther the  loss  has  been  incurred  in  such 
a  way  as  to  justify  the  remission.    It  is 
olmous,  of  course,  that  there  must  be 
some  cognizance  in  the  measure  of  the 
relief  thus  given  ;    and  an    impartial 
tribunal  such  as  I  have  named  would 
be  proposed  by  the  Bill,  which  would 
not  De  likely  to  be  prejudiced  in  favour 
of  the  Oovemment.      The  Land  Tax 
Oommissioners   have   property   in    the 
district  in   which  they  act,   and  they 
are  likely  to  be  interested  in  the  land 
itself.    There  is  also  another  question 
—whether,  in  this  case,  it  is  not  fair 
that  estates  should  receive  some  corre- 
sponding relief  in  respect  of  local  rates. 
The  ground  is  exactly  the  same,  and, 
moreover,  there  is  a  still  closer  analogy, 
and  for  this  reason — wherever  any  land 
is  in  the  hands  of  the  owner  as  occu- 
pier, the  practice  of  the  Bating  Depart- 
ment is  to   consider  its  value  on  the 
bftsis  of  the  Poor  Law  valuation.     It 
i«  substantially  on  this  Poor  Law  va- 
luation that  any  abatement  would  be 
loade  in  respect  to  losses  shown  to  have 
occurred,  and  in  the  case  we  are  now 
considering    there    would    certainly  be 
strong  reason  why  there  should  be  a  cor- 
responding abatement  in  respect  of  local 
'■tes.  This,  however,  is  a  matter  which 
I  should  like  to  have  time  to  consider, 
ind  in  the  course  of  the  Session  we  can 
^•sily  return  to  this  question.     In  the 
nieantime,  I  hope  I  have  said  enough  to 
00  satisfactory  to  my  hon.  Friends,  mas- 
nmch  as  I  accept  the  principle  of  the 
Proposal    of   wluch    Notice    has    been 
^ven.    As  I  have  said,  I  believe  that 
the  Government  have  powers  that  are 
wfficient  for  the  purpose,  and  that  they 
w>  not  reouire  altering,  and  if  hon.  Gen- 
women  wul  return  to  the  subject  in  the 
**'*'>o  of  a  few   weeks,  probably  by 


that  time  I  shall  be  able  to  give  them 
distinct  information  in  a  more  formal 
manner. 

Sib  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  said, 
that  he  believed  it  would  not  be  com- 
petent for  him  to  move  his  Amend- 
ment in  the  present  clause ;  but  it  would 
be  competent,  if  necessary,  to  move  it 
in  Clause  21.  But  after  the  generous 
concession  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposed  to  make  he  did  not  intend 
to  proceed  with  either  of  the  Amend- 
ments which  stood  in  his  name.  He 
should  like  to  know,  however,  whether 
the  proposal  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman made  would  take  the  form  of  a 
Treasuiy  Minute  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  it  would 
come  through  the  Board  of  Inland 
Eevenue,  and  it  would  probably  be 
approved  and  accepted  by  the  Treasury. 

8m  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON :  The 
question  of  the  remission  of  rent  ?  [Mr. 
Gladstone  :  Yes.]  He  (Sir  Baldwyn 
Leighton)  assumed  that  the  order  would 
have  effect  upon  Income  Tax,  payable 
under  Schedule  A  this  year,  in  January 
last.  He  also  assumed  that  specific 
directions  would  be  given  after  the  pro- 
posal had  been  finally  determined  upon, 
so  that  all  persons  interested  might 
know  that  this  concession  had  been 
made,  and  that  they  were  entitled  to  re- 
lief;  otherwise  a  greai  many  persons 
might  not  be  aware  of  the  statement 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
night.  These  were  points  upon  which 
he  should  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  give  the  Committee  an  assurance. 
There  was,  he  believed,  one  precedent. 
In  1879  there  was  a  remission  of  Income 
Tax  upon  rents  not  received,  which  he 
thought  was  on  all  fours  with  the  pre- 
sent proposal.  He  would  not  say  that  it 
was  exactly  the  same ;  but  on  that  occa- 
sion the  course  taken  by  the  Govern- 
ment was  found  to  work  very  well.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  the  present  proposal 
might  be  made  to  work  equally  well, 
ana  it  ought  to  have  reference  to  the 
payment  which  became  due  in  January 
last.  He  presumed  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  take  care  to  have  the 
matter  sufficiently  notified  in  the  local 
papers. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  :  It  will  be  neces- 
sary that  I  should  examine  into  the 
legislation  for  the  remission  of  taxes  in 
bygoTiG  years.  I  shall  have  to  inquire 
into  the  matter,  and  see  whether  tnere 
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are  any  preoedents  or  not.  Undoubtedly, 
whether  it  is  done  by  advertisement  or 
not,  I  will  take  care  through  this  House, 
and  otherwise,  that  ample  information 
shall  be  given. 

Mb.  J.  G.  HUBBAED  said,  the  prac- 
tice of  remitting  the  Income  Tax  on 
rents  which  had  not  been  received  was 
commenced  by  the  late  Government ;  and 
he  thought  the  present  Gbvemment 
were  entitled  to  credit  for  having  suffi- 
cient discernment  and  generosity  to  fol- 
low the  course  then  set.  He  believed 
the  present  Government  had  so  far 
shown  the  sincerity  of  their  intentions 
by  actually  making  a  return  of  the  tax 
where  there  was  evidence  that  the  rents 
had  not  been  realized.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  raised  a  subsidiary 
question  having  a  very  dose  connection 
with  this,  which  was  also  one  of  very 
great  importance — namely,  the  liability 
of  property  in  this  position  to  pay  loc^ 
rates.  In  many  cases  it  would  be  found 
that  the  rental  had  been  repeatedly  re- 
duced in  consequence  of  bad  seasons; 
and  he  thought  there  should  also  be  a 
reduction  in  the  amount  of  tetxation  to 
which  the  property  was  liable.  He  did 
not  know,  however,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  do  more  than  promise 
to  consider  how  far  these  equitable  re- 
turns or  remissions  could  be  carried  out. 
He  might  take  this  opportunity  of  say- 
ing that  he  had,  eany  in  the  Session, 
asked  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  touch- 
ing upon  the  question  of  taxation ;  but 
which,  in  view  of  the  pressure  of  the 
great  Irish  questions,  he  had  hitherto 
abstained  from  bringing  forward.  It 
would  be  within  the  knowledge  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  proceeds 
of  landed  property  were  at  present  di- 
vided between  the  encumbrancer  and 
the  real  owner — he  (Mr.  Hubbard)  be- 
lieved that,  in  point  of  fact,  the  product 
was  about  equally  divided.  This  fact 
disclosed  a  serious  inequality  in  the  inci- 
dence of  their  taxation.  The  capitalist 
who  had  a  mortgage  upon  the  estate, 
when  he  got  his  interest,  had  to  pay  In- 
come Tax  only  on  that  interest,  whereas 
the  owner  was  not  taxed  upon  the  residue 
alone  ,but  upon  the  whole  of  his  outgoings; 
consequently,  while  the  capitalist  was 
only  paying  bd,  in  the  pound,  the  owner 
might  be  paying  1  Oi.  That  was  the  state 
of  things  last  year ;  but  what  was  it  now  ? 
The  reduction  of  rent  had  been  so  great 
that  the  mortgagee!  in  many  cases  were 

Mr.  Gkditone 


receiving  the  wh(de  prooeeds  of  an  m- 
tate,  and  yet  the  unfortunate  nominal 
owner  was  required  to  pay  Income  Tax, 
not  on  the  residue  he  received,  beoaoaa 
he  received  no  residue  at  all,  but  out  of 
other  funds.  That  was  a  question  which 
ought  to  be  considered,  perhaps  not  at 
the  present  moment,  but  certainly  in  the 
future;  and  he  trusted  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  if  he  happened  to  be  Chsn- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  another  year, 
would  take  care,  both  as  regards  Impe- 
rial and  local  taxation,  that  all  measoret 
of  legislation  concerning  them  should  bs 
brought  on  at  the  same  time,  and  that 
each  should  be  in  harmony  with  the 
other,  so  that  in  future  the  Queea't 
Taxes  and  the  local  taxes  might  be 
charged  on  the  same  princi{^e,  and 
levied  through  the  same  medium.  This 
would  economize  labour,  mitigate  the 
grievances  of  which  the  taxpavers  com- 
plained, and  would  tend  to  facilitate  and 
make  more  pleasurable  the  duty  both  of 
levying  and  paying  taxation. 

Mu.  MAGNIAO  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  earned  the  gratitude  of 
a  very  large  class  who  were  interested 
in  the  concession  he  had  made.  He 
(Mr.  Magniac)  disclaimed  any  partid* 

Eation  in  the  Amendment  whidi  had 
een  placed  upon  the  Paper  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Baldwyn  Leigh- 
ton).  The  principle  contained  in  mat 
Amendment  was  one  which  involved  an 
entire  repeal  of  the  Income  Tax ;  and 
that  he,  for  one,  was  not  prepared  to 
advocate.  All  he  desired  was  that  the 
tax  should  be  levied  upon  some  prin- 
ciple of  justice.  Perhaps  he  might  be 
permitted  to  say  a  word  as  to  the  best 
means  of  carrying  out  the  oonoeaaioa 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheaoer 
proposed  to  make.  He  thought  the  best 
way  would  be  to  amalgamate  Sohedoles 
A  and  B  in  regard  to  the  owners  of 
land.  A  remission  made  in  that  form 
would  be  most  effective.  He  wished 
also  to  say  that  he  was  satisfied,  and  the 
agricultural  Members  would  agree  with 
him,  that  the  worst  service  ever  done 
for  the  farmers  of  England  was  pladag 
them  under  Schedule  B.  If  they  had 
been  placed  under  Schedule  D,  they 
would  have  been  obliged  to  keep  their 
own  accounts,  and  they  would  not  ha?e 
been,  as  they  generally  were,  in  a  stats 
of  uncertainty  as  to  whether  they  were 
making  any  profits  or  not.  He  trusted 
that  some  arrangement  might  be  made 
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for  getting  rid  of  that  difficulty  in  fature, 
and  for  j>laoing  the  Income  Tax  upon 
that  particular  class  in  a  more  just 
and  equitable  position.  He  cordially 
thanked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
the  concession  he  had  made. 

Mb.  hicks  said,  that  he  also,  in 
common  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Bed- 
ford (Mr.  Magniac)  and  the  hon.  Baro- 
net below  him  (Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton), 
wished  to  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  the  concession  he  had  made. 
He  desired,  at  the  same  time,  to  draw 
his  attention  to  this  fact — that  the  ques- 
tion did  not  merely  apply  to  farms  which 
the  owners  were  obliged  to  take  into 
their  own  hands  in  consequence  of  not 
being  able  to  find  proper  tenants,  but 
it  also  applied  to  land  absolutely  lying 
waste.  There  were  in  many  parts  of 
England  farms  that  were  not  occupied 
either  by  a  tenant  or  by  the  landlord. 
He  understood  that  the  whole  question 
would  be  dealt  with  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
cheouer. 

Ma.  BYLANDS  said,  there  was  one 
point  with  regard  to  this  clause  which 
was  not  satiinactory — namely,  the  way 
in  which  farm  lands  were  dealt  with 
under  Schedule  B.  Of  course,  he  was 
not  raising  the  question  with  any  idea 
of  altering  the  present  Bill ;  but,  as  he 
understood  the  matter,  if  a  farm  was 
mossed  under  Schedule  B  it  was  charged 
t  dut^  of  2^d.  on  the  rent ;  but  if  the 
oooupior  was  able  to  show  that,  owing 
to  bad  seasons,  he  had  not  made  any 
p»>fit,  or  had  not  realized  the  full 
MDoont  of  rent,  then  the  Commissioners 
were  at  liberty  to  reduce  the  assessment 
io  as  to  give  the  farmer  relief.  There 
oould  be  no  objection  to  the  farmers 
htTing  relief  in  bad  seasons,  providing, 
like  other  traders  in  the  country,  they 
paid  the  higher  rate  of  Income  Tax 
when  the  seasons  were  g^ood.  The  pre- 
Mit  arrangement  appeared  to  be  alto- 
K^ther  objectionable.  If  the  farmers 
were  to  nave  a  reduction  in  bad  times, 
to  which  he  did  not  for  a  moment  object, 
he  thought  they  ought  not  to  be  put 
under  Schedule  B,  but  under  Schedule 
!)•  Fanners  should  be  treated  like  all 
other  traders,  and  should  be  required  to 
keep  books  like  all  other  traders,  and  if 
^  was  shown  that  they  had  made  a  profit 
then  they  should  pay  Income  Tax  on. that 
profit,  and  only  have  relief  if  they  could 
■bow  that  they  had  made  no  profit  at  all. 


Sib  WALTEE  B.  BARTTELOT 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
one  question  in  reference  to  local  taxa- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
the  remarks  he  had  made,  threw  out 
a  hint  about  local  taxes;  and  he  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  wisted  to  know 
what  the  meaning  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  remarks  was,  because,  as 
he  understood  local  taxation,  the  Govern- 
ment had  no  power  to  interfere  or  to 
deal  with  local  taxation  at  all.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  meant  to  suggest 
that  local  rates  should  be  lowered  in  the 
interest  of  one  class  of  persons,  it  might 
be  found  that  everybody  else  would  be 
disinclined  to  accept  such  a  happy  con- 
summation for  that  particular  class ;  and 
there  would  be,  he  thought,  a  great 
difficulty  in  making  any  satisfactory  ar- 
rangement, unless  the  assessment  com- 
mittee agreed  in  their  different  districts 
to  carry  out  the  arrangement  in  some 
other  way  than  it  was  carried  out  at 
present.  What  he  would  press  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  this — that 
he  would  do  good  service  to  the  agricul- 
tural interest  if  he  took  care  that  local 
burdens  were  decreased  by  assisting  local 
taxation  by  other  modes  of  taxation  than 
those  which  at  present  existed.  This 
was  in  reality  one  of  the  most  pressing 
questions  of  the  present  day,  and  until 
something  was  done  in  that  direction  he 
believed  that  no  real  relief  would  be 
given  to  the  agricultural  interest. 

Colonel  RUGGLES-BRISE,  before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answered  the 
question,  wished  to  call  attention  to  the 
position  of  landed  property  under  Sche- 
dule A.  Heretofore  it  had  always  been 
the  custom  to  assess  the  proper^  of  the 
countrv  every  three  years.  The  last 
valuation  was  in  May,  1879,  and  there 
would  be  no  fresh  valuation  until  May, 
1882.  What  he  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was,  whether  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  advisable  to  have  a  new 
assessment  this  year  ?  There  had  been 
a  complete  revolution  in  the  value  of 
landed  property  throughout  the  country, 
and  tUeRetums  supplied  by  the  Surveyor 
of  Taxes  in  1879  would  be  altogether  at 
variance  with  those  supplied  in  1881. 
He  would,. therefore,  suggest  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  there  should  be  a 
fresh  assessment  this  year.  He  knew 
that  it  was  not  advisable  that  there 
should  b^  annual  assessments.  An 
iiH8t?bbnient  every  tbreo   years  was  the 
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general  rule.  Assessments  occasioned 
great  trouble  and  annoyance,  and  in- 
volved a  considerable  amount  of  ex- 
penditure. Therefore,  he  would  not 
advise  annual  assessments;  but  this  year 
was  an  exceptional  year,  and  he  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Ghentleman  to  under- 
take that  one  should  be  made  of  the 
value  of  property  under  Schedule  A. 

Mr.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  would  also 
like  to  have  an  explanation  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  what  was 
exactly  meant  by  the  information  he 
had  conveyed  to  the  Committee.  He 
wished  to  know  how  the  concession 
generously  given  to  land  in  the  occupa- 
tion of  the  owners  at  the  present  time 
could  be  extended  to  any  valuation  for 
the  purposes  of  local  rates  ?  Under  the 
existing  law  there  was  a  process  by  which 
any  landlord  holding  land  which  pro- 
duced no  return  could  apply  to  the 
assessment  committee  and  obtain  a  re- 
duction of  rates.  If  the  Bill  which  he 
had  introduced  when  the  late  Govern- 
ment were  in  Office  had  passed  into 
law,  an  annual  opportunity  would  have 
been  afforded  by  which  any  person 
could  have  his  assessment  reduced 
every  year  on  showing  that  there  had 
been  a  decrease  in  the  value  of  his 
hereditament.  He  certainly  regretted 
that  the  measure  was  not  enacted,  and 
was  not  in  force  at  the  present  moment. 
As  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  had  pointed  out,  the  effect 
of  remitting  and  reducing  local  taxation 
in  the  case  of  one  particular  class  of 
persons  might  produce  dissatisfaction 
among  other  persons  in  the  same  parish 
whose  property  or  trades  might  have 
been  injuriously  affected  by  the  same 
causes — namely,  bad  seasons  and  gene- 
ral depression.  He  only  wished  to  point 
out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  in 
extending  the  remission  of  the  Property 
Tax  to  local  rates  also,  he  might  be 
acting  from  an  entirely  different  point 
of  view  and  under  altogether  different 
circumstances. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
said,  that  before  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man replied  he  should  like  to  ask  a 
question  in  respect  to  the  concession 
proposed  to  be  made  by  the  Government. 
He  very  much  agreed  with  what  had 
fallen  from  his  ri&^ht  hon.  Fi-iend  (Mr. 
Solater-Booth)  and  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  the  Member  for  West  Sussex 

Cohn$l  RuggU^'Bri99 


(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  in  regud  to 
local  rates ;  but  what  he  wished  to  aik 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  this.  He 
understood  that  it  was  intended  bj  the 
Government  to  take  the  necessary  mea- 
sures for  remitting  Income  Tax  on  Sche- 
dule A  and  Schedule  B  in  cases  where 
the  farm  was  in  the  occupation  of  the 
owner  against  his  will,  and  without  his 
deriving  a  profit  therefrom.  But  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  pro- 
vide lOT  the  case  of  a  landlord  wboee 
tenant  had  become  bankrupt,  and  hsd 
failed  to  pay  the  rent  he  ought  to  haTe 
paid  ?  This  would  be  a  case  where,  al- 
though the  land  was  not  in  the  oocnpa- 
tion  of  the  owner,  he  would  have  re- 
ceived no  rent  at  all,  and  he  was  afrsid 
that  in  these  days  it  was  a  case  thit 
only  too  commonly  occurred.  He  trusted 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  make 
some  provision  for  such  an  occorrenoe. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  In  reply  to  the 
last  question  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  £ast  Gloucestershire  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach),  I  may  say  that  it  is  e 
matter  which  has  not  come  under  znj 
consideration.  My  attention  has  been 
confined  to  the  relief  of  the  persons  die- 
tressed  alone,  and  has  not  been  turned 
to  the  case  of  landlords  whose  tenanti 
have  become  bankrupts.  Under  aoj 
condition  of  things  a  tenant  may  become 
a  bankrupt  or  get  into  difficulties ;  but 
that  is  a  case  to  be  met  by  the  ordinaiy 
law,  and  it  is  no  part  of  the  subject  I 
have  had  under  consideration.  It  will 
remain  exactly  where  it  does  now.  There 
is  no  question  at  all  that  any  system  of 
remission,  in  regard  to  local  rates,  most 
be  done  by  course  of  law,  and  cannot  be 
done  by  the  Government;  and,  therefon, 
before  any  proposal  can  be  made  whidi 
is  likely  to  affect  the  question  of  local 
rates,  hon.  Members,  who  are  intereeted 
in  the  subject,  will  have  ample  oppor^ 
tunity  for  considering  it.  The  whole 
matter  has  come  upon  me  suddenly,  aad 
I  have  only  been  able  to  give  it  a  veiy 
hasty  examination.  It  only  seemed  fair 
that  when  we  proposed  to  tax  the  inoooe 
of  the  landowner  we  should  do  eo  on 
some  principles  of  justice,  and  on  the 
supposition  that  we  were  really  d< 
with  income,  and  I  simply  st 
that  if  a  man  should  not  be  taxed  on  an 
income  he  has  not  got,  it  would  seem  to 
follow  that  he  shoiUd  not  be  rated  upon 
an  income  he  has  not  ffot.  I  am  reiy 
doubtful  wbother  it  womd  be  advisable 
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to  alter  the  present  system  of  assess- 
ment, and  the  machinery  for  levying 
and  collecting  the  Income  Tax.  This 
machinery  is  difficult  and  complicated, 
and  I  should  not  certainly  venture,  on 
my  own  responsibility,  to  make  any  al- 
teration until  there  had  been  a  thorough 
and  careful  inquiry  into  the  whole 
matter. 

Mb,  nXINGWORTH  suggested  that 
if  the  concession  were  given  by  the  Go- 
Temment  it  should  not  be  confined  to  the 
agricultural  interest.  The  pressure  was 
equally  great  in  some  of  tne  manufac- 
turing districts  of  the  North  of  England. 
It  would  be  very  acceptable  to  employers 
of  labour  and  gentlemen  engaged  in 
commerce  in  the  manufacturing  districts 
just  now  to  have  shorter  periods  in  which 
the  assessments  might  be  levied.  He 
thought  the  argument  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Burnley  TMr.  Kylands) 
was  unanswerable — that  it  remissions  of 
this  nature  were  to  be  made  in  adverse 
times  they  ought  to  abandon  the  present 
system  of  assessment,  and  insist  upon 
the  Property  Tax  being  levied  in  full 
when  times  were  good. 

Mb.  BIDDELL  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  explain  the  great  difference 
there  appeared  to  be  in  the  taxation  of 
the  latter's  farming  constituents  in  Mid 
Lothian,  and  his  (Mr.  Biddell's)  in  West 
Saffolk .  He  was  aware  that  the  different 
modes  of  letting  land  would  in   some 
degree  account  for  the  difference  between 
ten  farthings  in  the  pound  and  the  seven 
which  the  Scotch  paid.     lie  was  also 
aware  that  this  di  fference  had  existed  from 
the  first  institution  of  the  present  tax ; 
but  no  time  would  make  good  an  injus- 
tice.      It    would    be  best    understood 
if   he  put  the  case  of   two  farms    of 
equal  merit  and  size — the  one  in  Eng- 
land, the  other  in   Scotland.     Take  a 
farm  of  400  acres  in  England^  it  would 
be  taxed  as  follows : — Bent — say  25#.  per 
acre-— £500.     Tithe — say  6#.  per  acre — 
£120.     Total  £620.      From  this  total 
one-eighth  was  allowed  to  bo  deducted, 
£77  10#.,  leaving  a  net  total  of  £542  10#., 
whidi ,  assessed  upon  at  ten  farthings  i  n  th  o 
pound,  would  give  for  the  farmer  to  pay 
£5  \2m.  \^d.  In  Scotland,  the  reut  would 
include  the  tithe  and  the  parish  rates, 
which,  taking  them  at  £51) — 2«.  tir/.  per 
acre— about  the  same  in  both  countries, 
— would  make  a  total  sum  of  £670 — for 
the  Scotch  farmer  to  be  assessed  upon,  at 
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only  seven  farthings  per  pound,  and 
would  g^ve  for  him  to  pay  £4  17«.  8i., 
or  about  15  per  cent  less  than  the  English 
farmer.  He  knew  how  desirable  it  was 
to  get  on  with  the  Bill,  and  therefore 
did  not  like  to  trouble  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ;  but  proposed  that  he  shotdd 
explain  the  matter  at  some  future  stage 
or  opportunity,  more  especially  as  the 
case  involved  figures  suddenly  put,  and 
which  possibly  might  be  incorrect. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  repHed,  that  the 
difference  had,  as  the  hon.  Member  was 
aware,  existed  from  the  first,  and  arose 
from  the  Scotch  fanner  hiring  under  other 
terms,  his  rent  including  i£e  tithe  and 
half  the  rates ;  but  he  would  suggest  to 
the  hon.  Member  to  furnish  him  with 
his  ccdculations,  and  he  would  be  happy 
to  explain  the  point  at  some  future  time. 

Clause  agresd  to. 

Clause  21  (Provisions  of  Income  Tax 
Acts  to  apply  to  duties  hereby  granted) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  22  (Provisions  of  Income  Tax 
Acts  to  apply  to  duties  to  be  granted 
for  succeeaing  year)  agreed  to. 

Clause  23  (Assessment  of  Income  Tax 
under  Schedule  (A)  and  (B),  and  of  the 
inhabited  house  duties  for  the  year 
1881  - 1882,  32  &  33  Vict.  c.  67) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  24  (Interpretation  of  **  ser- 
vant" and  "other  person"  in  exemp- 
tion from  inhabited  house  duty). 

Mr.  ANDEESON  moved,  in  page  10, 
lino  25,  after  *'  1878,"  to  insert— 

'*  Uonses  that  are  not  strictly  inhabited  houses 
hat  which  are  institutions  of  a  puhlic  or  an  edu- 
cational character,  and  which  can  he  called  '  in- 
habited *  solely  because  a  servant  or  caretaker 
dwells  in  some  small  part  of  them,  shall  not 
be  assessed  to  the  inhabited  house  duty,  except 
in  respect  of  the  annual  value  of  such  part  of 
them  as  is  in  the  actual  occupation  of  tne  ser- 
vant or  caretaker,  and  if  such  annual  Talue 
comes  within  the  limits  of  the  tax.*' 

The  Amendment  was  aimed  at  a  practice 
which,  in  regard  to  the  Inhabited  House 
Duty,  had  long  been  looked  upon  as  a 
grievance.  The  law  had  been  inter- 
preted by  those  who  levied  the  Inhabited 
Ilouse  Duty  to  mean  that  it  should  be 
levied  on  the  full  rental  of  the  house, 
whether  it  was  strictly  an  inhabited  house 
or  not,  provided  anybody  lived  in  it  at 
all.  Thus  a  largo  public  institution, 
worth,  perhaps,  £1,000  a-year,  if  it  had 
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as  mubh  as  a  caretaker  Hying  in  it  and 
occupying  one  or  two  rooms,  was  rated 
at  its  fuU  rental.  This  had  long  been 
felt  to  be  a  great  grieyanoe.  A  few 
years  ago  the  London  merchants  suc- 
ceeded in  passing  an  Amendment  by 
which  it  was  proyided  that  merely 
haying  a  caretaker  Hying  in  a  house 
should  not  subject  a  large  establish- 
ment to  the  duty  to  the  extent  of  the 
whole  rental,  provided  that  the  estab-* 
Hshment  was  used  for  purposes  of 
gain;  and  it  did  appear  to  him  that  a 
large  estabHshment  not  used  for  the 
purposes  of  gain  had,  d  fortiori^  a  much 
stronger  claim  for  reHef  than  places 
used  for  gain.  It  was  most  unfair  that 
such  institutions  as  Museums,  CoUeges, 
Schools,  or  other  pubHc  buildings  of 
yarious  kinds,  should  be  charged  the 
duty  on  their  fuU  rental  yalue  because  it 
happened  that  a  caretaker  occupied  a 
room  in  them.  He  had  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  a  question  in  reference  to 
this  particular  grieyance  a  month  or  two 
ago,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
plied that  the  Treasury  instructed  the 
tax  collectors  not  to  levy  on  educational 
establishments,  and  that  they  gaye  a 
wide  and  liberal  interpretation  to  the 
term  **  educational  establishments."  But 
when  he  (Mr.  Anderson)  came  to  inquire 
into  the  facts  of  the  case,  he  found  that 
however  much  that  might  be  the  under- 
standing of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  desire  of  the  Treasury,  the  prac- 
tice of  the  tax  coUectors  was  to  levy  tho 
tax  in  a  great  many  cases  aU  over  the 
country  in  a  most  capricious  fashion. 
Some  estabHshments  were  allowed  to 
escape  altogether,  while  others,  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  position,  were  heavily 
taxed.  He  was  informed  that  of  late  a 
new  instruction  had  been  sent  out  by 
the  Treasury,  and  that  the  grievance 
would,  to  some  extent,  be  mitigated. 
But  unfortunately  in  one  of  the  cases 
which  had  occurred  there  had  been  an 
appeal  to  the  Court  of  Session,  and  the 
Court  of  Session  decided  that  the  tax 
was  a  justifiable  statutory  tax.  Having 
been  so  decided  by  a  Law  Court,  he  was 
very  doubtful  whether  a  mere  instruction 
from  the  Treasury  would  be  sufficient  to 
cause  the  practice  to  be  discontinued  in 
future.  It  would  certainly  be  in  the 
power  of  any  tax  coUector  to  say  that 
any  instruction  of  that  kind  was  not  to 
overrule  and  set  aside  a  decision  of  the 
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Law  Courts.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  will- 
ing to  grant  reUef  by  a  statutory  en- 
actment of  the  kind  su^ested  by  th* 
Amendment,  and  he  trusted  that  thi 
words  he  proposed  would  be  accepted. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  10,  line  25,  after  "  1878,"  to  inwt 
**liou8CS  that  arc  not  strictly  inhabited  houses, 
but  which  are  institutions  of  a  public  or  an  edo- 
cational  character,  and  which  can  be  called  *  in- 
habited '  solely  because  a  servant  or  caretaker 
dwells  in  some  small  part  of  them,  shall  not  bt 
assessed  to  the  inhabited  house  duty,  except  in 
respect  of  tho  annual  value  of  such  part  of 
them  as  is  in  the  actual  occupation  of  th»  ser- 
vant or  caretaker,  and  if  such  annnal  valo* 
comes  within  the  limits  of  the  tax.*' — {Mr, 
Anderson,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  woidi 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  My  hon.  Friend 
proposes  this  Amendment  because  he  is 
afraid  that,  in  consequence  of  a  declara* 
tion  of  the  law  by  the  Court  of  Session, 
the  authority  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment  will  not  avail  to  give  the  necessary 
remission  of  duty.     Now,  the  Executive 
Government  were  parties  to  obtaining 
that  declaration  of  the  law.     They  were 
unwilling  that  any  statutory  right  should 
be  established  against  them ;  but  they 
see  no  difficulty  in  the  relaxation  of  the 
conditions,  and  they  are  even  disposed  to 
add  something  to   that  relaxation.    I 
can,  therefore,  assure  my  hon.  Friend 
that  he  need   be  under  no  apprehen- 
sion at  all  upon  the  ground  ho  has 
stated — namely,  that  the  declaration  uf 
the  Court  of  Session  will  be  an  obstacle 
to  giving  this  just  relief  in  remisuon  of 
the  tax  upon  houses  beneficially  occu- 
pied by  any  person  acting  under  the 
name  of  caretaker  or  servant.     And  ths 
additional  relaxation  we  propose  to  give 
is  that  in  the  case  of  buildings  such  as 
those  referred  to  by  my  hon.  Friend- 
buildings  held  in  trust  by  municipalities 
for  the  advancement  of  either  science  or 
art — the  assessment  will  be  limited  to 
beneficial  occupation. 

Me.  ANDEKSON  said,  after  that  de- 
claration by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer he  should  not  press  his  Amend* 
ment. 

Mb.  W.  fowler  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  a  small  but  important  puint 
in  connection  with  this  clause.  Ihere 
were  many  large  buildings  in  the  City 
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o£  London  in  whidi  more  than  one  oare- 
taker  was  required^  and  under  the  peon- 
liar  wording  of  the  Act  of  1878,  it 
liad  been  suggested  that  in  cases  of  that 
Icind  the  house  should  be  dealt  with  as 
an  inhabited  house.  That  appeared  to 
liim  to  be  an  absurd  proposition,  and 
he  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
-would  say  that  under  this  Act  it  was 
not  intended  to  put  it  in  practice. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

LoBD  FREDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
Baidy  the  matter  should  receive  atten- 
tion. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  25  (Amendment  of  43  &  44 
Vict.  c.  19,  8.  53)  agreed  to. 

Clause  26  (Provisions  as  to  assess- 
ment to  inhabited  house  duty  on  houses 
let  for  short  periods). 

Mb.  WHITLEY    said,   he  did    not 
think    attention  had  been  sufficiently 
directed  to  this  clause,  nor  did  he  be- 
lieve that  hon.  Members  fully  realizod 
the  effect  which  it  would  have  upon  the 
owners  of  property,  especially  in   our 
large  cities  and  towns.     The  Inhabited 
House  Duty  was  essentially  a  tax  upon 
occupation ;  but  the  effect  of  this  clause 
would  be  to  transfer  the  incidence  of 
taxation  from  the  occupier  to  the  land- 
lord.    It  was  difficult  to  realize  the  ex- 
tent   of   the    prejudicial  result  which 
this  proposal  would  have  with  regard  to 
property  in  large  towns.     He  believed 
almost  every  hon.  Member  connected 
with  those  places  would  know  that,  say, 
eight-tenths  of  the  houses  in  them  were 
not  let  in  annual  tenancies,  but  at  three, 
six,  and  even  one  month's  notice.    If, 
therefore,  the  owner  of  property  were 
made  liable  not  only  for  Property  Tax, 
but  also  for  Inhabited  House  Duty  in 
cases  where  he  might  not  receive  his 
rent,   their  position  would   be  greatly 
prejudiced.      He  was  convinced,  from 
the  representations  made  to  him  from 
many  quarters,  that  the  owners  of  pro- 
perty in  large  towns  had  no  idea  of  the 
extent  to  which  they  would  suffer.    They 
would  be  unable  to  protect  themselves, 
because  it  was  almost  impossible  to  get 
tenants  for  their  houses,  and  it  would 
necessarily  bear  very  hardly  upon  them 
if  they  were  exposed  to  this  extra  taxa- 
tion.    If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor    of   the    Exchequer    would 


ascertain  the  vast  amount  of  property 
held  in  every  large  town  upon  occupa- 
tion of  imder  12  months,  he  would  see 
that  his  proposal  would  produce  a  very 
serious  injury  to  the  owners  of  property 
therein.  For  that  reason  he  appealed 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  recon- 
sider the  clause,  which,  as  it  stood, 
simply  called  upon  one  class  to  pay  a 
tax  that  another  class  ought  to  pay,  and 
agree  to  its  postponement. 

Me.  T.  COLLINS  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  in  thinkinff 
that  the  Committee  were  not  at  all 
aware  of  the  effect  which  this  clause 
would  have.  For  his  own  part,  hav- 
ing been  a  Commissioner  of  Income 
Tax  for  many  years,  he  had  never  heard 
of  such  a  proposal  as  this  being  made. 
Certainly,  he  did  not  think  the  clause 
was  understood  throughout  the  country 
as  making  the  owner,  instead  of  the  oc- 
cupier, liable  for  Inhabited  House  Duty 
if  the  house  was  let  for  any  period  less 
than  a  year.  Many  houses  in  York- 
shire were  let  ont  hree  months'  tenancies. 
The  Inhabited  House  Duty  was  essen- 
tially a  tax  levied  upon  the  odcupier; 
but  the  country  was  now  given  to  under- 
stand that  the  owner  was  responsible. 
In  view  of  the  great  importance  of  the 
proposal  in  its  effect  upon  property 
throughout  the  country,  he  suggested 
that  the  best  course  would  be  to  omit 
the  clause  from  the  Bill,  and  then,  at 
some  future  time,  when  the  country  had 
fully  considered  it,  it  might,  if  necessary, 
be  brought  up  again.  It  had  rather 
the  appearance  of  stealing  a  march 
upon  the  country  to  make  the  owner 
liable  for  the  occupier's  tax. 

Mr.  Alderman  LAWRENCE  pointed 
out  that  the  Inhabited  House  Duty  was 
always  paid  by  the  occupier  in  the  case 
of  houses  let  upon  lease.  That  was  not 
the  case  with  the  Land  Tax,  which  was 
always  paid  by  the  landlord,  unless  he 
covenanted  with  the  tenant  to  the  con- 
trary. He  did  not  think  the  Treasury 
ought  to  impose  further  conditions  upon 
landlords  in  order  to  make  them  liable 
for  default  of  the  tenant  more  than  they 
were  at  present ;  but,  according  to  this 
clause,  every  landlord  would  be  liable 
for  House  Tax  in  cases  where  the  pro- 
perty was  let  for  a  less  term  than  one 
year. 

Mr.  GEEQORY  said,  that  the  term 
'*  Inhabited  House  Duty  '*  implied  occu- 
pation,  and  had,  therefore,  always  been 
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the  tenant's  tax.  The  distinction  be- 
tween the  landlords'  taxes  and  the 
tenants'  taxes  was  perfectly  well  known 
at  present;  but,  as  he  understood  the 
clause,  it  would  entirely  relieve  the 
occupier  from  the  payment  of  a  tax 
which  had  always  been  paid  by  him  and 
throw  it  upon  the  landlord,  notwith- 
standing any  previous  contract  that 
might  exist  between  the  parties. 

S[».  GLADSTONE  said,  the  object  of 
the  clause  was  to  prevent  the  recurrence 
of  loss,  which,  under  the  present  ar- 
rangements, had  occurred  to  the  Ke- 
venue.  At  the  same  time,  he  should  be 
sorry  that  a  proposal  such  as  that  con- 
tained in  this  clause  should  be  adopted 
without  fuU  consideration  on  the  part  of 
the  House ;  and  he  was,  therefore,  willing 
that  it  should  be  omitted  from  the  Bill. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Paet  m. — Stamps. 

Olause  27  (Stamp  duties  to  be  under 
the  care  and  management  of  the  Oom- 
missioners  of  Inland  Hevenue)  agreed  to. 

Clause  28  (Gbant  of  duties  in  respect 
of  probate  and  letters  of  administration, 
ana  on  inventories). 

Mb.  Alderman  LA  WHENCE  con- 
tended that  the  duty  under  the  next 
grade  of  the  scale  would  fall  more 
heavily  on  estates  of  between  £300  and 
£500  than  those  in  any  portion  of  the 
scale ;  and  he  therefore  hoped  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  receive 
with  favour  his  proposal  to  extend  the 
duty  of  £1  on  every  £50  to  those 
estates. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  1 2,  line  1 9, 
to  leave  out  "£300,"  and  insert  *'£500." 
— {Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  not 
convinced  that  the  operation  of  the  duty 
would  be  more  severe  at  the  particular 
point  indicated  by  the  Amendment  of  the 
non.  Member  than  at  any  other ;  but  as 
it  would  afiEbrd  relief  to  a  large  number 
of  persons,  and  as  there  would  be  no 
great  loss  to  the  Revenue  in  consequence, 
he  was  willing  to  extend  the  limit  of 
£300  to  £500. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  Question,  ''That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mb.  OHEaOHY  said,  the  Committee 
would  be  aware  that  the  Probate  Duties 

Mr.  Gregory 


were  considerably  raised  last  year  by  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  H« 
had  upon  that  occasion  taken  some  ob- 
jection  to  the  measure,  but  had  been  on- 
able  to  pursue  the  subject  fully  in  con- 
sequence of  the  dispersion  which  oc- 
curred at  the  G-eneral  Election.  There 
was,  however,  no  doubt  that  the  former 
alteration  had  a  very  considerable  effect 
in  the  way  of  increasing  the  charge  oa 
estates.  The  present  Bill  now  proposed 
a  further  advance.  Upon  an  estate 
under  £4,000  the  old  duty  was  £80 ;  it 
was,  under  the  arrangement  of  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  raised  to 
£130,  and  the  present  Bill  would  in- 
crease the  duty  to  £147.  The  original 
duty  on  an  estate  under  £10,000  wu 
£180;  under  the  present  Bill  it  would 
be  £297.  In  the  case  of  estates  under 
£30,000,  the  old  duty  was  £400 ;  it  was 
raised  last  year  to  £690,  and  would  now 
be  increased  to  £897.  He  admitted  that 
lineal  descendants  would  be  relieved— 
that  was  to  say,  those  in  direct  descent 
would  be  relieved  to  the  extent  of  1  per 
cent ;  but,  as  he  understood  it,  there 
would  be  no  relief  for  those  in  remoter 
degrees  of  consanguinity.  This  altera- 
tion was  very  material  in  view  of  the 
possibility  of  the  Probate  Duty  being 
extended  to  real  estate,  and  should  be 
borne  in  mind  by  those  who  were  in 
favour  of  that  change.  He  did  not 
raise  any  objection  to  the  amount  of  the 
duty,  but  thought  it  right  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  understand  the  real  effect 
of  the  clause. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  aim  had 
been  to  make  the  scale  almost  entireh 
equal.  He  felt  rather  dissatisfied  with 
the  arrangement  proposed,  because  the 
^  per  cent  Probate  Duty  was  not  the 
exact  equivalent  of  the  Probate  Datj 
which  had  been  given  up.  It  was  some- 
thing less,  and  if  they  had  not  been  led 
by  a  desire  to  keep  to  round  nombert 
the  charge  would  have  been  a  litde 
higher.  It  was  perfecUy  true  that  the 
change  did  not  operate  with  perfect 
equality  as  regarded  lineals  and  col- 
laterals ;  but  this  change  had  been  in- 
stituted on  the  principle  that  the  residae 
generally  went  to  the  lineal.  The  hon. 
entleman  opposite  (Mr.  Gregory)  might 
be  assured  of  the  correctness  of  the 
general  assertion  that  the  lineals  would 
receive  relief  somewhat  greater  than  the 
tax,  while  they  would  have  no  expenie 
in  connection  with  the  payment  of  the 
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duty.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Depart- 
ment would  fcet  earlier  payment. 

Mr.  DODDS  pointed  out  that  under 
the  proposed  assessment  every  £100  had 
to  bear  its  proper  share  of  the  duty,  and 
that  the  blots  which  existed  in  the  old 
system,  and  had  been  complained  of  for 
so  many  years,  were  now  got  rid  of.  No 
doubt,  some  estates  had  now  to  pay 
which  formerly  escaped  duty  altogether. 

Mb.  Alderman  LAWRENCE  said, 
that  the  clause  made  no  alteration  what- 
ever with  regard  to  the  legacies  received 
by  collaterals,  who  would  have  to  pay 
the  same  amount  of  duty  as  before. 
They  would  have  to  pay  more  only  in 
case  they  were  residuary  legatees.  He 
hoped  the  principle  would  be  brought 
to  bear  upon  freehold  legacies,  which 
DOW  had  to  pay  an  infinitely  smaller 
amount  than  they  ought  to  pay. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  wished  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  it 
was  proposed  that  the  duty  should  be 
paid  upon  affidavit  instead  of  on  pro- 
bate ?  At  present  the  duty  had  to  be 
paid  before  it  was  possible  to  ascertain 
the  value  of  the  estate,  and  in  case  of 
error  the  practice  was  to  pay  back  the 
excess  in  fees.  Of  course,  in  the  case  of 
a  mistake — say,  of  £1,000 — it  would  be 
very  inconvenient  to  receive  the  over- 
pajrment  in  this  way  and  not  in  cash. 
If  it  was  thought  desirable  to  change 
the  present  practice,  and  transfer  the 
duty  from  probate  to  affidavit,  perhaps 
some  directions  might  be  given  to  the 
officers  to  settle  the  form  of  the  affidavit 
before  the  Probate  Duty  was  paid.  If 
the  money  was  returned  in  fees  it  would 
cause  ffreat  difficulty  to  the  Trofession. 
He  had  heard  no  reason  for  the  change 
that  was  proposed  up  to  the  present 
time,  and  should,  therefore,  be  glad  to 
receive  some  explanation  with  regard 
to  it.  Numbers  of  representations  had 
been  made  to  him  from  the  Profession, 
and  he  was  sure  that  the  removal  of  the 
difficulties  to  which  he  had  referred 
would  be  received  with  great  satisfaction. 

Mb.  DODDS  said,  he  was  in  a  position 
to  re-assure  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Mr.  Whitley).  He  had  brought 
this  point  under  the  attention  of  the 
authorities  at  Somerset  House,  and  had 
received  from  them  very  satisfactory 
aasorances  as  to  the  way  in  which  the 
proposed  alteration  would  be  worked. 
The  conclusion  at  which  he  had  arrived, 
after  fully  considering  the  question,  was, 


that  there  would  be  no  difficulty  what- 
ever in  connection  with  it.  Some  diffi- 
culty existed  at  the  present  time  in 
ascertaining  the  amount  of  the  estate, 
but,  in  future,  payment  would  simply  be 
made  upon  the  affidavit ;  the  duty,  how- 
ever, would  not  be  charged  until  all 
preliminaries  were  settled — until  it  was 
ascertained  whether  there  were  any  diffi- 
culties with  regard  to  probate,  and 
whether  any  caveat  was  entered.  He 
was  assured  there  would  be  no  inconve- 
nience under  the  new  system.  On  the 
contrary,  there  would  be  the  benefit  of 
deducting  the  debts  in  a  way  that  was 
not  before  practicable.  For  his  own 
part,  he  was  grateful  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  for  this  benefit. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  29  (Power  to  deduct  debts 
and  funeral  expenses  when  deceased 
died  domiciled  in  the  United  Kingdom). 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  the  object  of 
the  Amendment  he  was  about  to  move 
was  to  insure  that  if  affidavits  were 
made  of  the  debts  of  the  deceased,  they 
should  not  be  taken  as  an  admission  of 
liability,  as  between  the  creditor  and 
the  estate  or  representative  of  the  de- 
ceased. On  applying  for  probate  a  per- 
son had  to  swear  in  an  affidavit  that 
such  and  such  amounts  were  due  to 
certain  persons.  But  it  was  well  known 
to  be  impossible,  in  many  cases,  imme- 
diately after  the  death  of  the  deceased  to 
ascertain  what  the  debts  were.  Many 
of  the  debts  sworn  to  might  be  doubtful, 
and  be  only  confessed  afterwards,  in  the 
course  of  administration.  In  case  of 
litigation  it  might  materially  prejudice 
the  estate  of  a  debtor  to  have  it  put  in 
evidence  that  he  had  made  an  affidavit 
to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief 
that  certain  debts  were  due  by  him.  If 
the  Solicitor  General  would  sav  that  the 
party  in  question  would  not  be  preju- 
diced, he  would  give  up  his  Amen(unent. 
Ho  regarded  it  as  a  most  serious  matter 
that  the  affidavit  should  be  held  to  be  an 
admission  of  liability ;  and  as  the  insertion 
of  his  Amendment  would,  at  all  events,  do 
no  harm,  he  trusted  it  would  meet  with  the 
approval  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  did  not  think  it  afforded  anything 
like  an  adequate  protection  to  say  that 
the  admission  made  in  the  affidavit 
would  be  withheld  by  the  office,  which 
could  be  compelled  by  the  ordinary  pro* 
cess  to  produce  it. 
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Amendment  moved, 

In  page  13,  line  9,  after  the  word  "exhibited/* 
to  insert  **  but  such  Schedule,  or  any  Btatement 
therein,  shall  not  be  taken  as  an  admission  or 
evidence  of  a  debt  as  between  a  creditor  and  the 
estate  or  representative  of  the  deceased." — {Mr. 
Oregory.) 

Mb.  DODDS  thought  the  Amendment 
would  encourage  laxity  on  the  part  of  exe- 
cutors in  the  preparation  of  statements  of 
debt,  and  that  it  might  induce  some  per- 
sons to  put  in  claims  for  which  there  was 
no  foundation.  On  the  whole,  he  did 
not  think  the  Amendment  was  really 
required,  and  he  trusted  his  hon.  Friend 
would  withdraw  it. 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  The  whole  change 
we  are  making  is  a  change  for  the  benefit 
of  the  taxpayer.  In  giving  him  that 
relief  we  run  the  risk,  more  or  less,  of 
his  entering  debts  in  order  to  get  a  large 
remission  of  the  Probate  Duty  ;  and  we 
must,  therefore,  have  some  security  for 
correctness  in  the  case  that  debts  are 
not  put  in  for  that  purpose.  If  a  man 
has  a  debt  about  which  he  is  uncertain, 
no  doubt  his  proper  course  is  not  to  enter 
it,  but  to  wait  and  claim  rebate  after- 
wards. The  hon.  Member  will  see  the 
danger  of  persons  being  encouraged  to 
include  debts]  not  meant  to  be  acknow- 
ledged, without  suffering  any  incon- 
venience whatever ;  and  it  is,  therefore, 
quite  necessary  that  the  effect  should  be 
against  him,  as  far  as  it  goes,  in  order 
to  prevent  the  abuse  of  the  Yevy  con- 
siderable opportunity  we  are  giving  for 
a  somewhat  culpable  laxity. 

Mr.  GOEST  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stockton  (Mr.  Dodds)  seemed  to  be 
entirely  at  issue  with  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  on  the  effect  of  this 
clause.  While  the  former  hon.  Mem- 
ber argued  that  the  affidavit  would  not 
be  an  admission  of  liability  as  between 
debtors  and  creditors,  he  had  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  indicate 
that  it  would  be  an  admission.  In  this 
conflict  of  great  authorities,  he  thought 
the  Committee  would  be  instructed  by 
an  opinion  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General.  If  he  would  state 
whether  or  not  the  affidavit  would  be 
an  admission  as  between  debtors  and 
creditors,  they  would  be  better  able  to 
appreciate  the  arguments  of  the  hon. 
Member  and  the  Prime  Minister. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fa&bxb  Hebschell)  said,  he  did  not 
think  there  was  any  necessity  for  him 


to  inform  the  Committee  whether  or  not 
the  affidavit  would  constitute  an  admis* 
sion  of  debt.  At  the  same  time,  he  wu 
quite  unable  to  see  the  slightest  inoon- 
sistency  between  the  remarks  of  th« 
hon.  Member  for  Stockton  and  those  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Hs 
should,  therefore,  not  attempt  to  reooa* 
cile  a  difference  that  he  was  unable  to 
distinguish. 

Mr.  GREGORY  was  understood  to 
say  he  could  only  gather  from  the  ob* 
servations  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  that  he  did  not  differ 
from  him  with  regard  to  the  admission 
made  by  the  affidavit.  It  was  to  meet 
the  cases  of  persons  who  were  willing  to 
give  the  best  statement  they  could  under 
the  circumstances  that  he  wished  tht 
Amendment  inserted.  He  believed  that 
the  scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  little  practical  operation,  as 
it  would  be  impossible  for  repreeentt* 
tives  to  depose  to  debts  until  they  had 
investigated  them,  or  for  the  office  to 
accept  statements  of  debts  without  the 
subsequent  production  of  voachera  for 
the  payment  of  them. 

Mr.  ALDERMAii  LAWRENCE  wcnld 
point  out  to  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Gregory)  that  all  he  had  been  alluding 
to  with  regard  to  defrauding  the  Revenae 
might  occur  even  now  in  the  matter  of 
partnership.  When  a  man  had  been  t 
partner  in  a  concern,  the  Inland  Re- 
venue Department  knew  nothing  about 
his  debts,  and  all  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  said  about  a  statement  concerning 
them  being  inaccurate  would  apply  to 
every  statement  of  any  partner. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  could 
not  agree  with  the  statement  of  the  hoa. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  SoHdtor 
General,  who  said  that  he  could  see  no 
difference  between  the  statement  of  tho 
Prime  Minister  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stockton  (Mr.  Dodds).  The  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockton 
was  that  these  words  that  his  hon. 
Friend  proposed  would  do  no  harm, 
and  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  was  thit 
they  would  do  a  great  deal  of  harm— at 
any  rate,  he  had  understood  that  to  be 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  argument 
This  showed  a  material  difference  in  the 
appreciation  of  the  two.  The  words  the 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  were  open  to 
the  objection  taken  by  the  Prime  Hi' 
niater — namely,  that  the  risk  the  Be- 
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yenne  must  run  was  so  great  that  it 
ought  to  be  guarded  in  every  way  that 
could  be  thought  of.  If  the  representa- 
tives of  the  Exchequer  told  them  that 
they  required  this  safeguard  they  ought 
to  be  very  chary  indeed  in  depriving 
them  of  it.  Though  everyone  admitted 
the  great  boon  that  was  conferred,  and, 
in  a  certain  sense,  the  act  of  justice  that 
was  done  in  levying  the  Probate  Duty 
BO  as  to  exclude  debts,  yet  the  risk  was 
very  considerable.  They  were  making 
an  experiment,  and  the  Government 
should  be  very  cautious  and  careful  in 
every  step  thoy  took. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  said,  this  was  not  so 
much  a  question  of  law  as  a  matter  of 
common  sense.  Under  this  Bill  they 
were  enabling  parties  to  gain  consider- 
able advantage  by  making  an  affidavit 
of  the  amount  of  the  debts  due  from 
them — by  setting  forth  in  an  affidavit  a 
schedule  of  their  debts.  ''But,'*  said 
his  hon.  Friend  opposite,  **  let  them 
have  the  full  beneht  of  this  affidavit 
as  against  the  Qovernment,  by  its  being 
accepted  as  a  positive  evidence  of  the 
amount  due  from  them ;  but  take  care 
not  to  put  them  to  any  disadvantage  in 
the  event  of  their  putting  down  a  debt 
which  is  not  actually  due,  or,  at  all 
events,  an  amount  which  is  in  excess  of 
that  Khich  they  have  to  pay."  The 
matter  was  one  which  did  not  admit  of 
argument,  and  if  the  parties  were  pre- 
pared to  make  an  affidavit,  ho  thought 
they  might  fairly  be  left  to  the  conse- 
quences of  their  position. 

Mb.  QOBST  said,  the  speech  of  the 

hon.  Member  for  Burnlev  (Mr.  Rylands) 

showed  how  desirable  it  was  that  the 

Committee  should  be  enlightened  as  to 

the  law  on  the  subject  by  Her  Majesty's 

Solicitor   General.     The  hon.   Member 

for  Burnley   argued    in  favour  of  the 

Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 

^^gory),  which  was  advanced  on  the 

ground   that  the    Schedule    would    be 

taken  as  an  admission  of  liability.     He 

wished  to    know    from    the    hon.   and 

learned  Solicitor  General  whether  that 

was  the  case?    Surely  the  Committee 

were  entitled  to  know,  as  a  matter  of 

law,  whether  the  Amendment  was   or 

^iw  not  necessary.     The  hon.  Member 

Ir.  Gregory)  wished  for  an  answer  to 

e   question.      He   (Mr.    Gorst)    was 

^ppy  to  see  that  the  hon.  and  learned 

Attorney  General  had  just  come  into  the 

House;  and  now,  perhaps,  he  would  tell 


them  whether,  as  a  matter  of  law,  the 
Schedule  of  this  account  would  or  would 
not  be  taken  as  an  admission  between 
the  creditors  and  the  executors.  On 
receiving  his  answer,  the  Committee 
would  know  whether  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter ought  to  refuse  the  Amendment  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  desirable  that  the 
Executive  should  be  under  dvery  possible 
safeguard,  or  whether  he  should  accept 
it  on  the  ground  that  it  would  make  clear 
that  which  would  otherwise  be  obscure. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEllAL  (Sir 
Farrer  Herschell)  found  it  very  diffi- 
cult to  believe  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  was 
really  serious  in  this  matter.  Of  course, 
this  statement  would  be  admissible,  and 
would  be  evidence  as  against  the  per- 
son making  it.  It  would  not  be  con- 
clusive evidence,  still  it  could  be  used 
for  what  it  was  worth.  He  had  not 
answered  the  question  before,  because 
he  had  not  thought  the  hon.  Member  waa 
serious  in  putting  it. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  he  should  be 
happy,  after  what  had  been  said,  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  WABTON  said,  he  experienced 
some  difficulty  in  rising  to  speak  on  this 
question  after  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands)  that 
this  was  not  so  much  a  question  of  law 
as  a  matter  of  common  sense.  He  was 
afraid  to  say  anything,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  the  matter  did  not  admit  of 
argument,  and  had  pronounced  upon  it 
in  the  spirit  of  **  Home  has  spoken,  and 
the  cause  is  finished."  Infallibility  had 
at  length  spread  to  England,  and  was, 
seemingly,  concentrated  in  the  hon. 
Member.  He  (Mr.  Warton),  however, 
claimed  to  possess  an  opinion  of  his  own 
on  the  matter,  and  it  was  that  the  ques- 
tion really  did,  to  some  extent,  admit  of 
argument.  There  was  one  reflection 
which  he  should  like  to  submit  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  and  the  Com- 
mittee, and  it  was  this — that  if  any  re- 
presentative or  executor  should  be  so 
foolish  as  to  put  down  a  wrong  state- 
ment of  debts,  he  would  be  running  a 
very  great  risk  for  a  very  small  gain. 
No  one  would  run  such  a  risk  for  the 
sake  of  saving  1  per  cent,  or,  perhaps, 
i  per  cent  on  £100,  £200,  or  £300. 
This  consideration,  perhaps,  had  not 
struck  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley; 
but  now  that  he  waa  aware  of  it,  perhaps 
he  would  tell  the  Committee,  presently, 
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whether  it  made  any  impression  on  hhu. 
The  hon.  Member  seemed  to  think  that 
the  amount  the  State  might  be  defrauded 
of  was  a  small  matter.  He  (Mr.  War- 
ton)  complained  of  the  waste  of  time  on 
the  part  of  the  occupants  of  the  Front 
Ministerial  Bench.  First,  they  made  a 
pretty  little  speech  refusing  to  accept  the 
Amendment,  but  saying  nothing  on  the 
legal  question  ;  and  then,  when  repeated 
protests  were  made  as  to  the  absence  of 
an  opinion  from  the  Government,  they 
got  up  in  order  to  say  that  they  did  not 
think  hon.  Members  meant  what  they 
said.  He  was  glad  to  hear  that  what 
he  was  saying  with  regard  to  waste  of 
time  met  with  the  approval  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockton  (Mr.  Dodds) ;  and 
he  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  not  again  be  led  into  a  useless 
wrangle.  Let  the  Committee  bear  in  mind 
that  a  person  would  run  a  very  great 
risk  by  putting  down  a  fictitious  debt  for 
the  purpose  of  saving  a  mere  trifle. 

MTr.  GREGORY  felt  that  he  had  not 
received  that  support  which  would  entitle 
him  to  press  the  Amendment  to  a  divi- 
sion. As  to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands), 
he  would  point  out  that  the  affidavit 
wotdd  be  mere  primd  facie  evidence,  and 
that  they  ought  to  require  vouchers  to 
be  prepared  for  any  subsequent  action. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  30  (As  to  forms  of  affidavit). 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  he  had  a  ques- 
tion to  propose  on  this  clause,  which  he 
had  intended  to  bring  up  on  Report; 
but  perhaps  the  Government  would 
tell  him  whether  he  ought  to  proceed 
with  it  now.  The  Inland  Revenue  Com- 
missioners were  to  sell  stamps,  and  he 
complained  that  the  Government  were 
changing  the  method  of  disposing  of 
Btamps  without  making  the  necessary 
compensation  in  the  case. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
Baid,  that,  according  to  the  proposal, 
postage  stamps  and  receipt  stamps  could 
be  used  alternatively. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  it  included  other 
forms  of  stamps.  He  was  informed  that 
it  was  a  question  affef^ting  the  distribu- 
tors of  stamps,  and  he  was  not  certain 
how  the  matter  stood. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
The  only  change  is  in  another  clause. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Mr,  Warton 


Clause  31  (Probate  or  letters  of  admi. 
nistration  to  bear  a  certificate  in  liea  of 
stamp  duty). 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  18,  line 
34,  after  **  Probate,"  insert  "and;" 
and  after  '^  Matrimonial,"  leave  out 
**  and  Admiralty."— (i/r.  GUdeUme.) 

Mr.  WARTON:  I  should  like  to 
know  what  this  Amendment  means  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
It  is  only  a  verbal  alteration. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  IS,  line 
37,  leave  out  *'  setting  forth,"  and  inaert 
**  showing."— (JTr.  Gladstone,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  13,  line 
88,  after  "  delivered,"  insert  **  and  thit 
such  affidavit,  if  liable  to  stamp  datj, 
was." — {Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  32  (Provision  for  return  of 
duty  overpaid). 

Mr.  DODDS  said,  he  had  several 
Amendments  to  this  clause ;  but  it  would 
save  time  if  he  mentioned  them  all  at 
once,  and  not  separately  as  they  arose. 
The  clause,  as  it  was  dniwn,  seemed  to 
him  scarcely  so  liberal  as  it  ought  to  be ; 
therefore,  he  had  given  Notice  of  these 
Amendments,  which  touched  the  point 
the  Committee  had  been  discussing— 
namely,  the  amount  to  be  deducted  from 
the  deceased's  estate  on  account  of  debts. 
His  first  Amendments  were  to  leave  oat 
certain  words  in  order  to  insert  others 
of  a  much  more  comprehensive  cha- 
racter. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  14,  lino  4,  after  "  deceased,*'  ins«t 
**  at  the  time  when  the  gnnt  was  made,  or  if  it 
any  time  within  three  prears  after  the  ^rtJii,  or 
within  snch  further  penod  as  the  Commissioo^ 
of  Inland  Revenue  may  allow,  it  shall  app^^ 
that  no  amount  or  an  insufficient  amount  wu 
deducted  on  account  of  debts  and  funeral  ex- 
penses."— {Mr,  Dodds.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  DODDS  said,  he  had  understood 
that  the  preceding  and  the  following 
Amendments  would  be  accepted  by  the 
Prime  Minister.  The  adoption  of  the 
last  Amendment  had  rendered  unneces- 
sary one  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for   East   Sussex  (Mr. 
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Gregory),  which  was  to  insert  after 
"  deceased,*'  the  words  *'  it  shall  be 
shown  that  a  sufficient  amount  has  not 
been  deducted  or  allowed  for  the  debts 
of  the  deceased." 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  14,  line 
9,  after  *'  value,"  insert  **  or.  as  the  case 
may  be,  the  amount  or  corrected  amount 
of  deduction." — {Mr»  Dodde.) 

Mb.  GREGORY ;  As  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  said,  I  have  an  Amendment 
down  before  this ;  but  I  do  not  propose 
to  move  it. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Amendment  moved, 

In  page  14,  line  13,  after  '*  deceased/*  leave 
oat  to  **  certificate,"  incliuiiye,  in  line  14,  and 
inaert  "  were  at  the  time  of  the  grant  of  probate 
or  letters  of  administration  of  greater  value  than 
the  value  mentioned  in  the  certificate,  or  that 
any  deduction  for  debts  or  funeral  expenses  was 
made  erroneously.*' 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agr-eed  to. 

Clause  33  (Provision  for  payment  of 
ftirther  duty). 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  14,  line  17,  after  '*  stamped,**  leave 
out  to  **  excess,"  in  line  19,  inclusive,  and  add 
"  for  the  amount  which,  with  the  duty  (if  any) 
previously  paid  on  an  affidavit  in  respect  of  such 
Sitate  and  effects,  shall  be  sufficient  to  cover  the 
duty  chargeable  according  to  the  true  value 
thereof,  and  shall  at  the  same  time  pay  to  the 
■aid  Commissioners  interest  upon  such  amount." 
—(Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

M&.  DODDS  said,  the  next  two 
Amendments,  which  stood  in  his  name, 
were  covered  bv  the  alterations  already 
made  in  the  Bill,  therefore  he  would  not 
move  them.  The  next  was  in  the  name 
of  the  Prime  Minister. 

Amendment  moved. 

In  page  14,  line  20,  after  "  grant,"  insert  "  or 
from  such  subsequent  date  as  the  Commissioners 
may,  in  the  circumstances,  think  proper." — 
{Mr.  0Udst<m4.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  14,  line 
35,  after  "ascertained,"  insert  "or,  as 
the  case  may  be,  the  corrected  amount 
of  deduction."— (Ifr.  Dodde.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
dauM,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 


I 


Clause  34  (Provisions  as  to  obtaining 
probate,  &c.,  where  gross  value  of  estate 
does  not  exceed  three  hundred  pounds). 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  14,  line 
28,  leave  out  "  deceased." — {Mr  Dodde.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  14,  line  28,  after  "person,"  insert 
**  (inclusive  of  property  by  law  made  such  per- 
sonal estate  and  effects  for  the  purpose  of  the 
charge  of  duty,  and  any  personal  estate  and 
effccto  situate  out  of  the  United  Kingdom)." — 
(Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  14,  line  28,  after  "person,"  insert 
**  dying  on  or  after  the  first  day  of  June,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-one." — 
(Mr.  Loddt.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  14,  line 
31,  after  "deliver,"  insert  "to  the 
proper  officer  of  the  court  or." — {Mr. 
Gladstone.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  15,  line 
3,  after  "probate,"  insert  "and."— 
{Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  15,  line 
3,  after  "  matrimonial,"  leave  out  "  and 
Admiralty."— (ifr.  Gladstone.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  15,  line 
7,  after  "  of,"  leave  out  "  the  notice  by 
the  officer,"  and  insert  "  notices  by 
officers  of  Inland  Eevenue." — {Mr. 
Gladstone.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved,  in  P&go  1 5,  line  1 1 , 
leave  out  "the  officer  is,"  and  insert 
"  officers  of  Inland  Hevenue  are." — {Mr. 
Gladstone.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  15,  line  1 3, 
after  "  president,"  insert  "  or  judge." — 
{Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  next  Amend- 
ment is  in  the  name  of  Mr.  Patrick 
Martin,  and  is  as  follows : — 

•♦  Clause  34,  p«gel6,  line  18,  add—"  Provid^l 
howerer.  That  in  erery  cMe  wh«rt  diatriot  regis . 
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trars  arc  now  paid  in  Ireland  by  fee«,  and  it 
shall  bo  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  that  such 
registrars  may  bo  damaged  under  the  provisions 
of  this  section,  then  the  Commissioners  shall 
direct  that  each  such  registrar  respectively  shall 
bo  paid  a  fixed  salary  equal  to  tho  net  annual 
amount  of  profits  derived  by  them  from  such 
fees,  on  an  average,  of  five  years  immediately 
preceding  the  commencement  of  this  Act,  or 
sums  of  money,  at  the  option  of  the  Comtais- 
sioners,  equal  to  the  damage  sustained  by  each 
such  registrar.*  " 

This  Amendment  cannot  be  put,  as  it 
proposes  to  increase  the  taxation  of  the 
people,  and  that  increase  can  only  be 
proposed  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
and  not  by  a  private  Member. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  35  (Provision  as  to  inventories 
where  gross  value  of  estate  does  not 
exceed  three  hundred  pounds). 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  15,  line  19,  leave  out  from  beginning 
of  Clause  to  "  seventy,"  in  line  24,  inclusive,  and 
insert  "  *  The  Intestates,  Widows,  and  Children 
(Scotland)  Act,  1875,'  and  *  The  Small  Testate 
Estates  (Scotland)  Act,  1876,'  as  amended  by 
'The  Sheriffs'  Court  (Scotknd)  Act,  1876.'"— 
{Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  1 5,  line  25, 
leave  out  **  deceased." — i^Mr,  Dodde.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  15,  lino  25,  after  "person,*'  insert 
**  dying  on  or  after  tho  first  day  of  June,  ono 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-one." — {Mr. 
Dodds.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved. 

In  page  15,  line  27,  after  **  pounds,*'  insert 
"  whoever  may  be  the  applicant  for  representa- 
tion, and  wheresoever  tho  deceased  may  have 
been  domiciled  at  the  time  of  death." — {Mr. 
Gladstone.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  36  (EfiPect  of  false  statement  of 
value  as  under  three  hundred  pounds). 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  15,  lino  34,  after  **  obtained,**  leave 
out  to  •*  value,"  in  line  37,  inclusive,  and  insert 
**  in  conformity  with  either  of  the  two  preceding 
sections." — {Mr,  Gladiione.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
The  Chairman 


Clause  37  (Eelief  from  legacy  duty  in 
cases  under  three  hundred  pounds)  agrtd 
to. 

Clause  38  (Power  to  CommiBnonert  to 
require  explanations  and  proof  in  sap- 
port  of  affidavit  or  inventory). 

Mb.  GREGOEY  did  not  by  any  means 
object  to  this  clause ;  on  the  contrary, 
not  only  did  he  think  the  Commissionen 
would  have  power  to  alter  an  account, 
but  he  thought  they  should  be  required 
to  do  so  where  necessary ;  but  what  ha 
did  object  to  was  the  want  of  limitatioA 
as  to  time.  As  the  clause  stood,  it  wai 
totally  indefinite  in  that  respect,  and  an 
executor  cr  administrator  might  be  fiable 
for  all  time  to  be  called  on  for  a  further 
account.  If  a  man  was  liable  to  be  called 
on  at  any  time,  practically,  he  coald 
never  hand  over  the  residue  to  the 
legatees.  He  thought,  therefore,  that 
some  period  should  be  fixed  dorbg 
which  the  Commissioners  had  power  to 
call  upon  an  executor  for  an  account, 
and,  to  his  mind,  the  period  should  be 
one  year  after  the  death  of  the  deceased. 
By  that  time  the  Commissioners  ought 
to  have  made  up  their  minds  as  to  the 
accounts  of  the  deceased ;  consequently, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  his  proposal  was 
a  reasonable  one. 

The  chairman  :  Does  the  hon. 
Member  move  tho  Amendment  on  tha 
Paper  ? 

Mr.  GEEOORY  replied  in  the  affirma- 
tive. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  16,  line  11,  leave  oat  *'and  from  time 
to  time,*'  and  insert  **  within  ono  year  tflcr  ths 
death  of  the  deceasod.*' — {Mr.  Gregory.) 

LoED  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  notpreM 
the  Amendment.  In  the  opinion  oi  the 
Eovenue  authorities  the  clause  was 
necessary  for  the  proper  protection  of 
the  Eevenue.  Its  absence  might  lead 
to  fraud. 

Mr.  WAETON  trusted  his  hon. 
Friend  would  press  the  Amendment 
It  was  absurd  for  the  noble  Lord  to  talk 
of  fraud  ;  but  perhaps  it  would  be  well 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gregory) 
would  consent  to  give  a  little  more 
time — say  two  years — in  which  the 
executor  would  berequired  to  act. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  allow  two  years.  Some  tim^ 
ago  he  was  executor,  and  paid  the  dtttiea 
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acoording  to  the  demands  of  the  Inland 
Hiivenue  Office.  Two  years  after  that 
he  wound  up  the  estate ;  but  then  a 
new  clerk  had  been  appointed  in  the 
Office,  and  he  said  the  authorities  were 
of  opinion  that  other  duties  were  to  be 

Said.  An  executor  was  placed  in  a  very 
ifficult  position  when,  after  he  had  paid 
what  wore  understood  to  be  sufficient 
duties,  he  was  called  upon  to  pay  addi- 
tional duties.  Two  years  would  be 
enough  time  to  allow,  and  during  that 
period  he  ought  to  be  able  to  answer  all 
questions. 

Lord  FBEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
•aid,  at  any  rate,  it  seemed  clear  that 
it  would  not  be  proper  to  accept  the 
Amendment  as  it  now  stood.  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  accept  the  words 
**  within  three  years  from  the  date  of 
probate ''  he  would  consent  to  the 
Amendment. 

Ma.  DODDS  suggested  that  the 
Amendment  should  take  the  following 
form: — •*  Within  three  years  after  the 
grant  of  probate  or  the  letters  of  ad- 
ministration." 

Mr.  Gregory  and  Lord  Frederick 
Catexdish  signified  their  assent. 

Amendment  amended,  and  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  39  (Grant  of  duties  on  ac- 
counts of  certain  property). 

Mb.  GREGORY  moved,  in  page  16, 
line  26,  after  **made,"  leave  out ''by 
any  person  so  d}'ing,"  and  insert  *'  after 
the  first  day  of  June,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eighty-one."  The 
object  of  the  clause  was  to  extend  the 
payment  of  Probate  Duty  to  voluntary 
•ettloments.  He  did  not  object  to  such 
extension  hereafter,  but  did  not  believe 
duty  ought  to  be  levied  upon  settlements 
made  heretofore.  The  effect  of  his 
Amendment  would  be  that  the  settle- 
ment must  be  made  after  the  1st  of  Juno, 
1881 ;  upon  any  made  prior  to  that  date 
BO  duty  could  be  charged. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  i»g«  16,  Uod  26,  after  *'xnade/'  leave  out 
"by  any  person  so  dying,"  and  insert  "after 
the  fint  day  of  June,  one  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  eighty-one.**— (Jfr.  Oregory.) 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
Mid,  if  the  hon.  Member  would  read 
the  dauae  he  would  see  it  only  applied 


in  cases  of  those  settlements  made  within 
three  months  of  the  death  of  the  de- 
ceased. It  would,  therefore,  apply  in 
an  infinitesimal  number  of  cases,  and, 
except  as  a  matter  of  principle,  the 
change  was  of  no  great  importance. 

Mr.  LEWIS  remarked,  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  answered  the  well- 
founded  objection  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Gregory)  by  saying  it  was 
limited  by  the  three  months'  clause  at 
the  foot.  lie  had  not  been  able  to  look 
critically  into  the  matter ;  but  if  it  was 
so  insignificant  why  did  not  the  noble 
Lord  give  way  ?  The  Committee  could 
not  be  too  careful,  especially  in  matters 
connected  with  property,  in  objecting 
to  retrospective  alterations.  It  might 
be  in  this  case,  as  the  noble  Lord  ob- 
Horved,  that  the  clause  only  applied  to 
those  settlements  made  within  three 
months  of  the  death  of  the  deceased ; 
but  the  Committee  must  remember  that 
in  every  one  of  these  cases  they  were 
establishing  precedents  which,  on  sub- 
sequent occasions,  would  be  cited.  As 
to  the  question  of  voluntary  settlements, 
the  Legislature  had  advisedly  abstained 
for  years  past  from  inflicting  upon  a 
person  a  penalty  for  dealing  definitely 
with  his  property.  It  had  distinctly 
refused  to  charge  the  same  Stamp  Duty 
upon  these  settlements  as  it  did  upon 
property  left  by  will.  Why  should  not 
the  man  have  the  benefit  ?  The  noble 
Lord  said  'he  intended  to  alter  the  sys- 
tem ;  but  he  would  only  do  so  to  an 
infinitesimal  extent.  The  Committee 
were  entitled  to  say — **  Don't  inflict  new 
burdens  on  the  people  retrospectively, 
and  don't  alter  a  burden  which  is  pro- 
perly payable  on  a  particular  trans- 
action, oven  three  months  after  it 
occurred,  by  increasing  the  duty  which 
the  Legislature  has  settled  upon  it." 
It  seemed  to  him  his  hon.  Friend  was 
not  only  right  in  principle,  but  from  a 
common  sense  point  of  view. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  this  was  only 
another  instance  of  the  injustice  of  the 
policy  of  the  present  Government.  He 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  respect  the 
rights  of  property,  and  agree  to  the 
Amendment.  If  not,  the  Committee 
ought  to  go  to  a  division. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  asked  if  it  was 
worth  while  to  complicate  the  clause  for 
the  purpose  of  catching  people  just  three 
months  Defore  their  deatn.  As  he  under- 
stood the  noble  Lord,  all  aettlementa 
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were  good  except  those  made  three 
months  before  death  ?  In  his  opinion, 
it  would  be  wise  if  the  clause  were  made 
to  read  **all  settlements  made  before 
the  passing  of  the  Act." 

Amendment  negatived. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
moved,  in  page  16.  line  41,  after  "in- 
terest," insert  **  in  such  property." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  40  (Delivery  of  accounts  on 
oath)  agreed  to. 

Clause  41  (Double  duty  payable  in 
case  of  default)  agreed  to. 

Clause  42  (Cesser  of  legacy  and  suc- 
cession duties  at  the  rate  of  one  per 
cent,  in  certain  cases)  agreed  to. 

Clause  43  (Charge  of  legacy  duty 
on  legacies  not  amounting  to  twenty 
pounds). 

Mb.  DODDS  moved,  in  page  18,  line 
3,  after  '*  of  residue,"  to  insert — 

"  Under  the  will  or  the  intestacy  of  a  person 
d3ring  on  or  after  the  first  day  of  June,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-one." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  44  (Power  to  Commissioners 
to  accept  composition  for  legacy  duty 
under  a  will). 

Mr.  DODDS,  with  the  view  of  giving 
more  elasticity  to  the  clause,  moved  in 
page  18,  line  12,  after  *' names,"  to  in- 
sert **  or  description  of  class." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Miscellaneous. 

Clause  45  (Reduction  of  stamp  duty 
on  silver  plate). 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
moved  the  omission  of  the  clause. 

Clause  omitted. 

Clause  46  (Amendments  of  the  Stamp 
Act,  1870)  agreed  to. 

Clause  47  (Stamp  duty  on  transfers  of 
county  stock)  agreed  to. 

Clause  48  (Stamp  duty  on  stock  certi- 
ficates to  bearer)  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WhiU$y 


Clause  49  (Stamp  duties  of  one  penny 
may  be  denoted  by  postage  stampe,  and 
vice  vers&). 

Major  NOLAN  said,  he  understood 
that  under  the  new  regulations  the  Post 
Office  would  appoint  the  distributors  of 
stamps;  and,  therefore,  those  people 
who  had  hitherto  distributed  stamps 
would  lose  a  considerable  amount  yearly. 
He  wished  to  know  if  the  Oovemment 
would  take  the  case  of  these  people  into 
consideration.  The  justice  of  the  case 
might  be  met  by  a  small  compensation. 
The  Government  were  making  a  change 
which,  on  the  whole^  would  be  bene- 
ficial; but  in  carrying  it  out  no  one 
interest  ought  to  be  prejudiced. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  vested  interests  in  the  sale  of 
stamps  appeared  very  small.  The 
House  had  always  felt  it  to  be  its  daty 
to  make  an  alteration  in  respect  to 
stamps  without  having  to  compensate 
the  sellers  of  stamps.  The  reform  now 
proposed  was  much  needed,  and  he 
could  not  recognize  any  vested  inte- 
rests. 

Mr.  LEWIS  asked  if  it  was  possible 
to  make  any  arrangement  as  to  the  des- 
tiny of  the  revenue  from  stamps  when 
issued  ?  He  did  not  see  how  the  diffi- 
culty was  to  be  got  over;  but  it  ap- 
peared to  be  a  complication  which  was 
most  unfortunate.  He  would  not  say  it 
was  not  outweighed  by  the  public  con- 
venience ;  but  uiere  seemed  this  disad- 
vantage— that  whereas  hitherto  they 
had  been  able  to  keep  the  revenue  from 
stamps  perfectly  clear,  they  would  not 
be  able  to  do  so  under  the  altered 
arrangements.  They  were  now  aboat 
to  confuse  the  items  of  revenue  without 
the  means  of  dissecting  them.  They  til 
knew  the  revenue  of  the  Post  Office 
came  in  a  very  large  sum— K>ne  gross 
item— on  the  one  side  of  the  baamce 
sheet,  and  that  the  expenditure  on  the 
other  side  went  out  as  an  annual  charge 
on  the  country.  It  ought  not  to  be  for- 
gotten that  they  were  mixing  up  two 
branches  of  the  revenue  which  hitherto 
had  been  distinct. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  on  carefiil  consideration  it  had 
been  found  the  advantage  to  the  publio 
would  outweigh  the  statistical  disad- 
vantage. The  Inland  Revenue  and  the 
Post  Office  were  considering  the  best 
means  of  obtaining  a  satisfaotorj  statia- 
tical  arrangement. 
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Mb.  lewis  inquired  which  portion 
of  the  rerenue  would  be  credited  with 
the  amount  derived  from  stamps  ? 
Would  the  Post  Office  get  one  portion, 
and  the  Inland  Hevenue  the  other,  or 
would  the  Post  Office  the  whole  or  the 
Inland  Bevenue  the  whole  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
ttddy  at  present  they  knew  the  propor- 
tion of  tne  two  classes  of  stamps ;  and  it 
would  be  perfectly  easy  hereafter,  by 
Bule  of  Three,  to  arrive  at  a  just  ap- 
portionment of  the  revenue. 

Mk.  DODDS  said,  he  had  intended 
to  move  an  Amendment  with  the  object 
of  rendering  valid  the  bond  fide  use  of 
receipt  stamps  as  postage  stamps,  and 
9iee  vendf  before  the  passing  of  this  Act. 
He  did  not  know  whether  an  alteration 
of  that  kind  could  be  made  ;  if  it  could 
on  Report  he  should  be  very  glad. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  it  was  proposed  to  have  a  uniform 
itamp  for  both  purposes. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  50  (Repeal  of  enactments  in 
Schedule)  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  moved,  in  page  9, 
after  Clause  23,  to  insert  the  following 
Clause: — 

(PtrticularB  to  be  stated  in  collectors'  receipts.) 

**  Where  any  collector  of  the  duties  on  inha- 
bited houses  and  of  income  tax  under  Schedules 
A  and  B  has  not,  in  a  demand  note  di'livered 
prerious  to  payment,  distinctly  described  tho 
property  assessed,  and  specifled  the  amount  of 
the  assessment,  and  the  rate  at  which  tho  dutien 
are  charged,  the  description  of  the  property, 
the  amount  of  the  assessment,  and  the  rate  of 
charge  shall  be  specified  in  the  receipt." 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

Schedule  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  135.] 
(iff.  QUdtton*,  Mr.  Fortler,  Mr.  Bright,  Mr. 

AUomty  General  for   Ireland,    Mr.   Solicitor 

Otneralfor  Ireland.) 

COMMITTEE.      [fIR8T   NIGHT.  | 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Qu(>8tion  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  SjHjakor  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (J/r.  Gladttone,) 

Mh.  B.  POWEH  rose  to  move— 

*•  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
to  insert  such  Clauaef  as  may  check  tho  e>ils 


arising  from  absenteeism,  and  to  impose  upon 
absentees  such  conditions  and  restrictions  with 
respect  to  their  estates  as  the  Committee  may 
direct." 

Mb.  speaker  said,  he  was  bound 
to  inform  the  hon.  Member  that  the  In- 
struction would  not  be  regular  or  per- 
missible, because  it  proposed  to  autho- 
rize the  Committee  to  do  that  which  it 
already  had  the  power  to  do. 

Mr.  R.  power  said,  there  was  no 
reference  to  the  subject  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  it  was,  never- 
theless, competent  to  the  Committee  to 
insert  Amendments  in  the  sense  indi- 
cated. The  same  objection  would  apply 
to  the  proposed  Instruction  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton)  to  take  the  fifth  part  of  the 
Bill  first.  The  Committee  would  have 
such  authority ;  and,  therefore,  the  In- 
struction could  not  be  put. 

Major  NOLAN,  if  not  out  of  Order, 
proposed  to  move  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  to  do  that  which  it  would 
certainly  not  be  within  the  competence 
of  the  Committee  to  do  without  authority 
from  the  House.  It  was  to  the  follow- 
ing effect: — 

"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
that  they  have  power  to  make  provision  that 
sums  may  be  advanced  to  Insh  tenants  for  the 
purchase  of  their  holdings  from  such  funds  as 
Parliament  may  direct,  and  without  further  re- 
striction as  to  amount  than  the  Committee 
may  direct ;  and  also  that  tho  Committee  may 
direct  that  money  may  be  advanced  to  poor 
law  unions,  town  commissioners,  or  other  publio 
bodies  to  provide  land  for  labourers  to  such  an 
amount  and  with  such  restrictions  as  Parlia- 
ment may  direct.*' 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  proposed 
Instruction  was  inadmissible  on  different 
grounds  to  those  which  applied  to  the 
Notices  of  the  hon.  Members  for  Water- 
ford  and  Bridport.  It  was  inadmissible 
because  it  involved  a  charge,  and  ac- 
cording to  the  Standing  Order  such  a 
proposition  could  only  be  introduced  in 
Committee  of  tho  Whole  House,  and 
upon  the  recommendation  of  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  rose 
to  move  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after 
^*  That,"  in  order  to  insert  the  wordf 


"  No  Bill  can  be  a  satisfactory  solution  of  the 
question  unless  it  includt^s  provisions  enabling 
the  court  to  hear  all  claims  by  landowners  for 
comj)on8atit)n  for  lus'st-s  i)rov(tl  to  have  been 
sustiiint'd  undtT  the  provisions  of  the  Hill,  and, 
on  sufficient  proof  thereof,  to  award  rt^asonable 
compuusation.'* 

IFirei  JSight.'] 
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Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  rose  to  a  point 
of  Order.  He  submitted  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
was  to  impose  a  charge,  and  could  not, 
therefore,  come  from  a  private  Member. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  Resolution 
was  in  terms  of  so  general  a  character  that 
it  did  not,  in  his  opinion,  fall  within  the 
Order  referred  to.  He  had  considered 
the  point  carefully,  and  the  Resolution 
appeared  to  him  to  be  in  such  general 
terms  that  it  was  competent  to  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  to  move  it. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  whether 
it  would  be  in  Order  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Resolution,  provided  it  was 
in  equally  general  terms  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  it  would  be 
impossible  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  do 
that  till  the  House  disposed  of  -the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet.  Should  the  House  think  pro- 
per to  affirm  the  Resolution  it  would 
then  become  the  Main  Question,  and  the 
hon.  Member  would  be  at  liberty  to  pro- 
pose an  Amendment  before  it  passed. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
that  he  was  well  aware  of  the  difficulty 
of  his  position  in  making  this  Motion  on 
the  Question  that  the  Speaker  leave  the 
Chair.  If  ho  believed  that  remedial 
measures  of  this  kind,  hastily  passed, 
could  produce paciBcation  and  friendship 
in  Ireland,  he  would  be  the  last  man  to 
say  a  word  about  the  Bill  at  this  stage. 
What  was  the  condition  of  Ireland  at 
this  moment  ?  Did  the  reception  of  the 
Bill  justify  any  expectation  that  it  would 
alter  the  attitude  of  the  agitators  in  Ire- 
land ?  Had  agrarian  outrages  ceased  ? 
No.  On  the  contrary,  they  had  rather 
increased.  The  state  of  Ireland,  in  fact, 
was  such  that  he  thought  he  was  quite 
justified  in  interposing  at  that  stage  of 
their  proceedings  to  make  a  few  sugges- 
tions which  might  be  the  means  of  help- 
ing the  Government  forward  in  the 
course  which  they  wished  to  follow. 
Ho  knew  it  might  be  said  that  he  was 
only  endeavouring  to  obstruct  the  Bill ; 
but  he  was  perfectly  ready  to  take  the 
responsibility,  because  those  who  knew 
him  knew  perfectly  well  that  he  would 
not  get  up  to  obstruct  any  Bill  unless  ho 
thought  there  was  some  very  good  reason 
for  making  some  remarks  upon  it.  He 
appealed  to  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  to  tell  the  House  whether,  in 
his  Parliamentary  experience,  a  measure 
of  such  grave  importance  had  ever  been 


treated  upon  its  second  reading  as  Ais 
Bill  had  been.  Notwithatanding  the 
very  able  speeches  that  had  been  made, 
and  notably  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dundalk 
(Mr.  Charles  Russell),  no  one,  not  even 
the  Prime  Minister,  and  certainly  not 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  who  closed  the  debate, 
had  stated  what  the  real  principles  of 
the  Bill  were.  They  did  not  even  now 
know  what  the  principles  of  the  Bill 
were,  or  how  much  was  contained  within 
its  four  corners.  While,  at  one  time,  they 
were  told  that  unlimited  free  sale  was  to 
bo  given  to  every  present  tenant  holder 
of  land,  they  were  told,  at  another  time, 
by  occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench,  that 
the  principle  of  free  sale  was  to  be  regu- 
lated and  controlled.  No  one  had  de- 
scribed what  **  fair  rents"  were, or  in- 
formed the  House  what  was  proposed  to 
be  taken  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  land- 
lords, or  how  those  who  had  obtained 
a  Parliamentary  title  under  the  Act  of 
1848  were  to  be  dealt  with.  Then  he 
should  like  to  know  what  was  fixitv  of 
tenure,  as  contained  in  the  Bill.  Tbej 
had  to  look  all  over  the  Bill  in  order  to 
find  what  its  principles  were;  and  if 
Clauses  1,  3,  4,  7,  and  13,  were  looked 
at  together,  it  would  be  seen  that  a 
landlord  who  should  once  part  with  his 
land  in  favour  of  a  tenant  would  practi- 
cally be  debarred  by  the  penalties  to 
which  the  Bill  would  subject  him  from 
ever  regaining  possession  of  his  pro- 
perty. The  Bill,  therefore,  provided 
perpetuity  of  tenure  ;  and  if  they  found 
within  the  four  corners  of  the  Bill  free 
sale,  fair  rent,  and  fixity  of  tenure,  he 
had  a  right  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor  what  was  the 
value  of  the  statements  they  so  solemnly 
made,  and  which  both  Houses  so  im- 
plicitly believed,  when  the  Land  Bill  of 
1870  was  under  discussion  ?  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  said,  at  that  time, 
that  the  Legislature  had,  no  doubt,  a 
perfect  right  to  reduce  the  landlord  to 
the  position  of  a  pensioner  or  rent- 
charger,  giving  him  proper  pecuniary 
compensation  for  his  loss;  but  that  it 
was  bound  not  to  do  that  unless  it  was 
shown  that  the  change  was  for  the  public 
good.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
tinued— 

**  Ifl  it  for  the  public  good  that  the  landlordi 
of  Ireland,  in  a  body,  should  be  reduced  by  an 
Act  of  ParllAment  to  the  condition  pnctioftUy  cf 
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fundholders,  entitled  to  apply  on  a  certain  day, 
from  year  to  year,  for  a  certain  sum  of  money, 
but  entitled  to  nothing  more  P  Are  you  pre- 
pared to  dennde  them  of  their  interest  in  the 
Und;  and,  what  is  more,  are  you  prepared  to 
abtolre  them  from  their  duties  with  regard  to 
the  land  ?  I,  for  one,  confess  that  I  am  not ; 
nor  is  that  the  sentiment  of  my  Colleagues. 
We  think,  on  the  contrary*,  that  wo  onght  to 
look  forward  with  hope  and  expectation  to 
bringing  about  a  state  of  things  in  which  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  may  assume,  or  may  more 
p»nerally  assume,  the  position  which  is  happily 
ndd,  as  a  class,  by  landlords  in  this  countrj' — 
a  i>osition  marked  by  residence,  by  personal 
familiarity,  and  by  s>Tnpathy  with  the  people 
among  whom  they  live." — [3  Jlamard,  cxcix. 
351.] 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said  that  fixity  of 
tenure  meant  the  taking  away  the  pro- 
perty of  one  man  and  giving  it  to  an- 
other, and  declared  that  when  they  de- 
prived  landlords  of  their  property  com- 
pensation must  be  given.  The  tendency 
of  this  measure  would  be  to  turn  the 
landlords  out  of  Ireland,  which  was  the 
last  thing  that  they  ought  to  do  ;  because 
their  great  object  ought  to  be  to  induce 
the  landlords  to  live  in  the  country,  and 
to  work  in  harmony  with  their  tenants 
—in  such  harmony  as  existed  on  the 
estates  of  the  late  Lord  Bessborough. 
It  could  be  clearly  shown  that,  in  many 
cases,  the  landlords  would  be  severely 
and  hardly  treated  under  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill.  He  knew  there  were  land- 
lords who  acted  most  harshly  and  un- 
justly ;  but  to  condemn  all  on  that 
account  was  indefensible.  Those  land- 
brds  who  had  done  what  they  considered 
to  be  their  duty  to  their  tenants ;  who 
had  fixed  their  rents  at  a  moderate  sum ; 
who  had  done  half  the  improvements, 
and  who  had  reduced  rents  when  the 
tenants  had  made  efforts  to  carry  out 
improvements,  would  be  greater  suil'erors 
under  the  Bill  than  those  who  had 
exacted  rack  rents;  because  tenants 
would  give  a  far  larji^or  sum  in  open 
market  for  holdings  where  the  rent  was 
low,  and  the  land  was  held  under  a  fair, 
just,  and  good  landlord.  Then  they  came 
to  the  case  of  the  landlord  who  did  all  tlio 
improvements.  lie  should  like  to  know 
by  what  right  in  the  world,  when  a  man 
had  done  all  the  improvements,  and 
treated  the  estate  fairly  and  justly,  and 
done  everything  be  could  to  make  his 
tenants  comfortable,  free  sale  was  to  bo 
given  on  an  estate  like  that  ?  Ho  might 
he  told  that  was  guarded  against  under 
the  8th  sub-section  of  the  7  th  clause,  or 
tinder  the  7th  Bub-sectionof  the  Istclau'^c. 


In  his  humble  opinion  it  was  not.  He 
should  therefore  like  to  know  what  was 
to  be  done  in  a  case  like  that?  He  be- 
lieved that  properties  like  that  ought  to 
be  excluded  entirely  from  the  Bill.  He 
believed  they  should  then  have  a  definito 
notion  how  men  who  had  done  the  best 
they  could  for  their  estates  were  to  be 
dealt  with.  Turning  to  the  landlord 
who  had  purchased  up  the  tenant  right, 
which  was  a  totally  different  case,  he 
should  like  to  know  how  that  landlord 
was  to  be  treated  ?  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  having  read  to  the  House  ex- 
tracts from  The  Fall  Mall  Gazette  tending 
to  show  the  great  hardsliip  that  would 
result  to  the  landlord  by  this  proposal  to 
grant  free  sale,  proceeded  to  remark 
that  he  was  glad  to  seo  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Charles  Kussell)  had  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  in  the  direction  of  the  land- 
lord going  into  Court.  He  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  would  ask  what  could  be 
more  unfair  than  that,  whilst  any  tenant 
could  any  moment  drag  the  landlord  into 
Court,  the  landlord  was  to  be  excluded 
from  going  into  Court  at  all  ?  He  ven- 
tured to  think  that  some  definite  answer 
ought  to  be  given  to  that  proposal  before 
going  into  Committee  on  tho  Bill.  It 
had  been  said  that  the  worst  feelings 
existed  between  landlords  and  tenants ; 
but  he  would  venture  to  say  there  was 
lying  dormant  at  the  bottom  of  tho  mind 
of  the  Irish  tenant  a  feeling  of  respect 
and  regard  for  the  landlord,  in  many 
instances,  which  not  even  all  the 
tyranny  of  the  Land  League,  or  any 
other  tyranny  could  break  through. 
In  illustration  of  this  tho  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  road  to  the  House  a 
Memorial  which  had  been  submitted  to 
the  owner  of  a  very  largo  ostato  by  his 
tenants  in  the  year  1879,  in  which,  aftor 
acknowledging  his  past  kindness  and 
consideration,  they  asked  for  some  re- 
duction of  rent.  Tho  prayer  of  the 
Memorialists,  it  was  hardly  necessary 
to  add,  was  granted.  He  contended 
that  there  were  in  Ireland  a  largo  num- 
ber of  landlords  who  would  be  pressed 
to  act  in  a  similar  manner  if  the  occasion 
arose.  In  tho  present  instance,  the  laud- 
lord  had  made  reductions  at  a  time  of 
great  depression ;  but  at  a  time  when 
he  believed  three  parts  of  Ireland  wore 
in  a  better  position  to  pay  their  rents 
than  England  or  Scotland.  ['*  No, 
no  I  **j     lion.  Members  might  say  '*  No, 
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no  ;  '*  but  be  would  ask  tbem  to  look  at 
tbe  fact  tbat  last  year  1,800,000  bead  of 
cattle  of  all  sorts  came  from  Ireland  to 
England,  wbile  not  more  tban  1,200,000 
came  from  all  tbe  rest  of  tbe  world  to 
tbis  country.  A  great  deal  of  power  for 
good  or  evil  rested  in  tbe  bands  of  bon. 
Members  below  tbe  Gangway,  and  be 
was  sorry  to  say  tbat  bitberto  tbey  bad 
used  it  only  for  evil.  He  ventured  to 
ask  tbem  wbetber,  by  a  diflPerent  course 
of  conduct,  tbey  migbt  not  promote  in 
an  important  degree  tbe  returning  pros- 
perity of  tbeir  country.  Wben  it  was 
said  tbat  tbe  tenant  bad  done  everytbing 
to  improve  tbe  land,  be  migbt  call  atten- 
tion to  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kavanagb,  wbo 
sbowed  tbat  6,700,000  acres  were  beld 
by  a  certain  number  of  owners  wbo  bad 
done  all  tbe  improvements ;  tbe  number 
was  a  little  more  tban  1 1  per  cent.  Tbe 
tenants  wbo  bad  done  all  tbe  improve- 
ments were  about  26  per  cent,  while  63 
per  cent  of  landlords  and  tenants  bad 
equally  divided  tbe  cost  of  improve- 
ments between  tbem,  wbicb  sbowed  con- 
clusively tbat  in  many  parts  of  Ire- 
land a  fair — ^be  migbt  even  say  a  large 
— proportion  of  tbe  improvements  bad 
been  made  by  tbe  landlords.  [Mr. 
Parnell  :  Over  wbat  period  ?]  He  did 
not  tbink  tbe  period  was  stated  in  tbe 
letter.  \^A  laughJ]  It  was  all  very  well 
for  bon.  Members  to  laugb;  but  tbey 
could  not  say  tbat  Mr.  Kavanagb  was  a 
man  wbo  was  likely  to  put  forward  mis- 
leading figures,  or  against  wbom,  as  a 
landlord,  any  reasonable  complaint  could 
be  made.  He  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
was  not  defending  all  tbe  landlords  of 
Ireland ;  but  wbat  be  wanted  was  a  fair, 
reasonable,  and  just  settlement  estab- 
lisbed  between  tbe  two  classes.  He 
appealed  to  tbe  bon.  Member  for  Cork, 
for  be  bad  stated  it  not  once,  but  over 
and  over  again,  tbat  if  tbey  wished  to 
get  the  estates  of  the  landlords  a  fair 
price  ought  to  be'  paid  for  them.  [Mr. 
Parnell  :  Hear,  hear  !]  That  was  all 
be  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  was  asking 
for.  If  the  landlords  wbo  bad  done 
tbeir  duty  were  placed  under  the  statu- 
tory conditions  of  this  Bill,  they  ought, 
in  fairness  and  justice,  if  it  was  wished 
that  they  should  be  relieved  from  their 
properties  and  become  mere  rent- 
chargers  upon  them,  be  enabled  to  go 
into  Court  and  offer  their  estates  at  a 
fair  and  reasonable  price.  When  be 
looked  at  tbe  Bill,  and  saw  tbe  condition 
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of  tbe  Notice  Paper,  be  would  yenture 
to  ask  tbe  Attorney  General  and  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  wbetber,  in  tbeir 
experience,  a  Bill  wbicb  now  was  met 
by  80  pages  of  Amendments,  with  tbe 
probability  of  20  or  80  more  being 
added,  coidd  be  accepted  with  confidence, 
seeing  tbat  its  provisions  were  so  much 
misunderstood  r  Wbat  did  all  those 
Amendments,  many  of  wbicb  came  from 
tbe  Ministerial  side  of  the  House,  show  ? 
It  meant  tbat  the  Bill  was  one  which 
ought  never  to  have  been  introduced  in 
its  present  shape.  He  was  not  going 
to  say  anything  against  tbe  draftsman 
of  the  Bill.  The  draftsman  might 
have  been  blamed  from  tbe  Front  Minis- 
terial Bench ;  but  they  knew  from  wbom 
the  draftsman  received  bis  instruc- 
tions. Tbis  was  a  drastic  measure 
which  took  all  one's  time  to  master, 
and  wben  one  thought  be  bad  mastered 
it  be  found  be  could  not  understand  it 
at  all.  Tbat  portion  of  tbe  Bill  which 
dealt  with  tbe  condition  of  tbe  landlord 
and  tenant  bad  received  great  promi- 
nence ;  but  tbe  subject  bad  been  so 
mystified  tbat  be  defied  even  tbe  dearest- 
beaded  man  to  know  where  be  stood 
after  reading  those  provisions.  The  No- 
tice which  be  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
had  put  upon  tbe  Paper  sbowed  bis  bent 
and  inclination.  He  only  asked  for  de- 
finite information.  He  was  quite  sure 
if  any  of  those  wbo  sat  on  the  Front 
Ministerial  Bench  would  clearly  state 
what  the  Bill  really  and  positively  did 
contain,  tbey  would  do  more  towards 
passing  tbe  measure  than  anything 
which  tbey  bad  yet  beard.  He  ventured, 
therefore,  to  hope  be  would  receive 
some  answers  to  the  questions  which  he 
propounded  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Government. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Law)  could  certainly 
not  complain  of  the  tone  of  tbe  speech 
of  tbe  bon.  and  gallant  Member,  whom 
he  acquitted  of  any  desire  to  obstruct 
the  Bill.  Tbe  bon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber's  remarks  were  perfectly  fair  from 
his  point  of  view.  He  bad  not,  however, 
been  able  to  gather  very  clearly  from 
the  observations  of  the  bon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  on  wbat  ground  he  asked 
that  the  Court  should  be  empowered  to 
award  compensation  to  landlords.  He 
(the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland)  had 
expected  to  hear  somewhat  more  of  the 
way  in  which  it  was  proposed  to  entitle  the 
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landlords,  as  a  class,  to  require  compen- 
sation for  the  rights  of  which  thej  were 
said  to  be  deprived.  Most  of  the  obser- 
Tations  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Qentle- 
man  were  simply  repetitions  of  the  argu- 
ments which  were  urged  against  certain 
clauses  and  parts  of  clauses  in  the  debate 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and 
which  more  properly  belonged  to  a  dis- 
coasion  in  Committee.  The  principles 
of  the  Bill  were,  he  submitted,  abun- 
dantly clear.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
shown  them  to  be  simply  fair  rents,  a 
a  certain  amount  of  fixity  of  tenure,  and 
free  sale,  subject  to  certain  qualifica- 
tions for  the  protection  of  the  landlords' 
interests;  but  from  the  commencement 
to  the  end  of  his  able  speech  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  did  not  touch  on, 
much  less  controvert,  any  one  of  those 
principles.  The  same  might,  indeed,  be 
said  as  regarded  other  speeches  which 
had  been  made  by  hon.  Gentleman  op- 

C'te,  even  including  that  of  his  right 
.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson), 
which  was,  after  all,  only  an  able  and 
acute  criticism  of  some  of  the  details  of 
the  Bill.  Now,  he  would  like  to  know 
upon  what  ground  the  landlords  claimed 
to  be  entitled  to  compensation.  Was  it 
because  of  the  clause  in  the  Bill  which 
was  to  effect  a  fair  adjustment  of  rents  ? 
Was  any  Irish  landlord  prepared  to  come 
forward  and  say  that  he  was  aggrieved 
and  injured  because  he  was  not  allowed 
to  enforce  more  than  a  fair  rent?  In 
1870  no  claim  to  compensation  was  pre- 
ferred because,  for  the  first  time,  the 
tenant  was  secured  a  property  in  his 
own  improvements.  No  landlord  then 
complained  that  he  was  thus  deprived  of 
the  right  to  take  every  building,  for  ex- 
ample, that  had  been  erected  on  the 
land — that  he  was  prevented  from  any 
longer  appropriating  the  tenant's  im- 
provements without  paying  for  them. 
Was  it,  then,  because  of  the  qualified 
fixity  of  tenure  established  by  the  Bill  ? 
If  a  fair  rent  was  rightly  left  to  be  fixed 
by  a  Court,  some  degree  of  fixity  of 
tenure  was  inevitable ;  for  without  this 
it  would  be  absurd  to  attempt  to  fix  a 
fair  rent.  He  must,  however,  remind 
the  House  that  the  fixity  of  tenure  pro- 
posed in  the  Bill  was  by  no  means 
equivalent  to  perpetuity  of  tenure  in  the 
sense  those  words  were  used  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
yemment  in  1870.    It  was  not  at  all  a 
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necessary  consequence  of  the  Bill  that 
all  the  tenants  in  Ireland  would  go  into 
Court  and,  getting  their  rents  fixed,  ob- 
tain a  statutory  term  of  15  years.  If 
tenants  were  well  treated  and  paid  only 
reasonable  rents  they  would  do  wisely 
to  keep  out  of  Court.  Thus  one  very 
large  class  of  tenants  would  be  ex- 
cluded. Another  class  to  a  large  extent 
excluded  would  be  future  tenants.  In 
fact,  all  that  would  probably  happen 
would  be  that  a  certain  number  of  rack- 
rented  tenants  would  get  their  rents 
reduced  and  have  a  limited  fixity  of 
tenure.  If,  after  that,  the  tenant  wished 
to  sell,  the  landlord  had  the  power  of 
pre-emption,  and  under  the  4th  clause 
he  had  the  power  of  resumption  when- 
ever he  could  show  that  the  benefit  of 
the  estate  required  that  he  should  do 
so.  Therefore,  to  call  this  perpetuity  of 
tenure  in  the  sense  of  practically  trans- 
ferring the  fee  simple  of  the  land  from 
the  landlord  to  the  tenant  was  a  mere 
abuse  of  language.  It  was  said,  how- 
ever, that  the  Bill,  at  all  events,  would 
substantially  convert  the  landlord  into 
a  rent-charger,  and  would  therefore  tend 
to  drive  the  landlords  out  of  Ireland. 
One  fact  was  worth  a  dozen  theories  of 
this  kind.  In  Ulster,  where  this  system 
existed  to  the  fullest  extent — where  it 
had  existed  for  centuries — and  espe- 
cially in  those  parts  of  Ulster  in  which 
it  was  unfettered  and  unrestrained,  there 
were  more  resident  landlords  than  in 
any  other  part  of  Ireland,  and  they  had 
just  as  much  notion  of  quitting  Ulster 
as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
of  quitting  England.  They  had  better 
tenants,  and  thev  had  far  happier  re- 
lations with  their  tenants,  than  were 
found  in  other  parts  of  Ireland  where 
such  a  system  did  not  prevail. 

Me.  PAKNELL  :  Yet  the  ejectments 
in  Ulster  are  more  numerous  than  else- 
where 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  If  a  man  in 
Ulster  could  not  pay  his  way  he  dis- 
appeared, and  instead  of  an  insolvent 
the  landlord  obtained  a  solvent  tenant. 
The  tenant  simply  went  out  because  he 
could  not  meet  his  engagements.  That 
was  how  the  Ulster  landlords  and  tenants 
managed  their  affairs.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  in  a  dim,  shadowy  way, 
made  a  claim  for  compensation  to  the 
landlord  on  the  ground  that  his  rights 
could  or  might  be  in  some  undefined  re- 
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epects  infringed  upon,  and  proposed  that 
the  ascertainment  of  this  should  be  de- 
volved on  the  Court.  But  was  the  Court 
to  determine  the  question  of  compensa- 
tion to  be  paid  out  of  public  money? 
He  should  entirely  object  to  the  Court 
having  the  matter  of  compensation  sub- 
mitted to  it.  If  landlords  as  a  class,  or 
any  class  of  landlords,  claimed  to  be 
entitled  to  compensation,  the  question 
must  be  decided  by  that  House.  The 
Government,  however,  did  not  admit 
that  there  would  be  any  loss  to  the  land- 
lord except  the  loss  of  a  power  which 
he  ought  not  to  exercise ;  and  he  must 
protest  against  the  idea  that  landlords, 
any  more  than  other  people,  could  be 
regarded  as  having  a  vested  interest  in 
a  right  to  commit  injustice.  The  car- 
din^  and  central  principle  of  the  Bill 
was  one  which  was  admitted  by  states- 
men on  all  sides — that  they  must  have 
a  tribunal  to  determine  what  were  fair 
rents  as  between  landlords  and  their 
occupying  tenants.  The  farm  and  all 
its  equipments  in  England  belonged  to 
one  man,  and  therefore  he  could  charge 
what  he  liked.  The  farm  with  its  equip- 
ments  in  Ireland  belonged  to  two  men 
— the  landlord  and  the  occupying  tenant 
— and  to  allow  the  landlord,  under  the 
terror  of  eviction,  to  enforce  from  the 
occupying  tenant  as  much  rent  as  he 
could,  under  such  pressure,  be  induced 
to  promise  to  pay,  was  a  thing  which 
that  House  would  not  sanction,  and 
which  every  Commission  had  protested 
against.  In  Ireland,  part  of  the  farm 
as  it  stood  belonged  to  the  tenant,  and 
for  that  part,  whatever  it  was,  he  could 
not  honestly  be  charged  with  rent. 
[Mr.  Tottenham  :  In  Illster  or  out  of 
Ulster?]  In  Ulster  or  out  of  Ulster, 
just  the  same.  No  good  landlord  in 
Ireland  ever  dreamt  of  acting  in  any 
other  way.  Unfortunately,  in  cases  of 
this  kind  the  class  feeling  was  very 
strong,  and  the  best  landlords,  many  of 
whom  were  in  that  House,  made  com- 
mon cause  with  the  worst  because  they 
thought  that  a  common  danger  threat- 
ened their  entire  order.  He  knew  very 
well  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Tottenham)  did  not  act  upon  the 

Erinciple  of  the  proverb  which  he  had 
astily  quoted  on  a  former  occasion.  He 
knew  very  well  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  perfectly  willing  to  treat,  and  did 
treat,  his  own  tenants  fairly ;  but  there 
was  the  question  of  what  those  might  do 
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who  should  come  after  him.  Hon.  Qtm^ 
opposite  were  doubtless  willing  to  b«tt 
their  tenants  with  all  possible  fainea; 
but  it  seemed  as  if,  in  their  opxnioi, 
this  must  be  the  outcome  of  their  own 
free  grace,  and  not  be  claimable  as  t 
right  by  the  tenants,  who  must  be  Batis- 
fied  to  get  as  much  as  the  landlord  wtt 
pleased  to  give,  trusting  simply  to  lui 
sense  of  honour.     He  (the  Attorney  (h- 
neral  for  Ireland),  however,  would  re- 
mind them  that  during  the  debates  npoo 
the  Agricultural    Holdings  Act  wlueh 
was  passed  for  England,  the  true  piin- 
ciple  was  laid  down  by  the  late  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  who  said  that  the  rigbUtl 
tenants  must  depend,  not  on  honour,  but 
on  justice.  Now,  apply  that  prindpld  to 
the   present  case.     It  was  dear  tlMre 
must  be  a  tribunal  to  determine  what 
was  a  fair  and  just  rent;    and  there 
could  be  no  right  to  compensatioii  for 
enforcing  what  was  just  and  fair.  Anin* 
he  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ireund] 
submitted  there  could  be  no  right  to 
compensation  for  enabling  the  tenant 
to  sell  his  interest,  for  mej  carefully 
guarded  the  landlord's  right.   Allow  the 
tenant  to  sell  what  belonged  to  himself 
There  was  here  no  transfer  of  proper^ 
from  one  class  to  the  other.     The  hanh 
and    unjust  landlord  could  not  claim 
compensation  because  his  harshness  and 
injustice  would  be  checked ;   and  as  to 
the  other  class  of  landlords  refened  to 
— the  good  landlords,  who,  it  was  said, 
did  half  the  improvements  and  chazg«d 
a  moderate  rent — ^their  case  was  fallj 
provided  for  in  the  Bill.    The  landlord 
would  be  entitled  to  come  to  the  Oocot, 
and  in  dealing  with  the  purchase  moiMy, 
the  value  of  me  improvements  made  bj 
him  and  not  charged  for  was  to  be  ooo- 
sidered ;  so  that  if  the  landlord,  onder 
such  circumstances,  had  made  the  whoJe 
of  the  improvements,  then  he  would  get 
the  value  of  the  whole.    As  to  the  aign- 
ments  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Q«n* 
tleman  had  founded  on  the  letter  of 
Mr.  Kavanagh  or  on  that  of  the  corre- 
spondent of  Ths  Pall  Mall  QautU,  why, 
tne  sale  of  the  tenancies  by  the  teaantB 
in  the  cases  mentioned  was  no  moh 
alarming  matter,  though  the  amount 
might  be   equal  to  many  years'  rest. 
Had    those    gentlemen     stated    what 
amount  of  building  or  other  improve- 
ments had  been  done  by  the  tenant! 
No ;  all  that  was  omitted,  and  yet  wfstf- 
thing  depended  on  it.    It  was  idle  to 
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argue  irom  a  special  case  without  know- 
ing the  facts.    Suppose  the  tenant  had 
added  valuable  builain&^s  or  turned  wild 
mountain  into  arable  land,  was  he  not 
to  get  the  full  value  of  those  improve- 
ments because  that  value  amounted  to 
30  or  even  40  times  the  rent  of  the  land 
in  its  improved  or  natural  state  ?    So, 
alaOf  as  to  the  case  in  Kerry,  where  the 
holding    at   £35  a-year  rent  sold    for 
£800,  what   did   thoy  know  about  the 
value  of  the  improvements  ?  Every  Com- 
mission, from  the  Devon  Commission  in 
1845  down  to  the  Bessborough  and  the 
Bichmond    Commissions    in    1881 — all 
stated  that  as  a  general  rule  the  build- 
ings, improvements,  and  equipments  of 
a  farm  were  the  work,   and   therefore 
the  property,  of  the  tenant.     These  high 
figures,  then,  did  not  necessarily  mean 
extravagant    prices.      Could    the  hon. 
Member   explain  why    all  the    Ulster 
Conservativo    landlords    acknowledged 
that  the  system  did  them  no  harm,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  did  them  good  ?    They 
knew  that  the  tenant  right,  with  its  ele- 
ment of  ^e  sale,  meant  greater  exertion 
on  the  part  of  the  tenant,  better  cultiva- 
tion, and  more  and  more  improvements, 
and  therefore  increased  security  for  the 
rent.    If  the  tenant  fell  into  arrears,  the 
landlord  was  thus  secured  against  all 
risk  of  loss.     With  regard  to  the  number 
of  Amendments  on  the  Paper,  and  the 
allegation  that  this  of  itself  showed  the 
Bill  to  be  badly  drawn,  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  the  Government  had  to 
deal  with  a  large  and  complex  question, 
and  had  to  regulate  the  rights  of  land- 
lord and  tenant,  so  that  if  possible  the 
one  should  be  secured  against  the  en- 
croachment of  the  other.     In  conclusion, 
he  must   repeat  that,  for  his  part,  he 
could  see  nothing  in  the  Bill  that  inter- 
fered with  the  just  rights  of  the  land- 
lord, though  he  saw  in  it  a  great  deal 
which  preserved  the  just  rights  of  the 
tenants,  by  preventing  unjust  conduct 
on  the  part  of  landlords  ;  but,  as  he  had 
already  said,  ho  submitted  that  no  land- 
lord had  a  vested  interest  in  injustice, 
or  any  title  to  be  compensated  for  not 
being  allowed  to  practise  it.     The  Uo- 
vemment,  therefore,  could  not  accept  tJie 
Motion  which  had  been  proposf  d  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  (tpposite. 

Mr.  QOnST  said,  that  the  language 
of  the  Bill  was  extremely  obscure.  II  o 
believed  that  it  was  intentionollv  and 
purpoaely  obscure.  No  man  knew  better 


than  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
that  it  was  not  because  the  draftsman 
was  deficient  in  skill,  nor  because  he  and 
his  Colleagues  were  incapable  of  show- 
ing the  Government  how  to  make  the 
Bill  clear,  that  it  was  obscure.  It  was 
not  a  Bill,  but  a  treaty.  It  came  before 
the  House  in  the  shape  of  a  Bill ;  but  it 
was  a  treaty  which  satisfied  the  conflict- 
ing views  of  at  least  two  parties  in  the 
Cabinet,  and  it  was  difficult  to  say  how 
many  parties  out-of-doors.  If  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Bill  was  such  that  it  was 
not  easy  to  be  understood  outside  that 
House,  it  was  because  it  had  been  care- 
fully framed  to  mean  one  thing  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  and  another  to  the  Secretary 
of  {State  for  Indian-one  meaning  for  the 
Constitutional  Whigs  behind  the  Trea- 
sury Bench,  and  another  for  the  Irish 
Members  —  and  everybody  must  have 
remarked  the  oscillation  in  the  Attorney 
General's  speech  between  the  Scylla  of 
one  and  the  Charybdis  of  the  other.  If 
the  Government  would  allow  him  to  g^ve 
them  a  piece  of  advice,  it  would  be  that 
before  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair,  and 
before  they  began  the  discussion  of  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill,  the  Government 
should  make  up  their  minds  what  it  was 
they  really  meant  to  enact;  for  there  was 
an  irreconcilable  difference  of  opinion 
between  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Birmingham.  They 
should  throw  one  or  the  other  overboard, 
and  go  into  Committee  with  the  distinct 
understanding  in  their  own  minds  what 
the  measure  was  they  intended  to  try 
and  carry  through  the  House.  It  did 
not  require  much  Parliamentary  experi- 
ence or  political  foresight  to  predict  that 
if  they  did  go  into  Committee  without 
making  up  their  minds,  they  would  find 
themselves  imable  to  carry  some  par- 
ticular clauses  without  creating  such  a 
split  in  their  own  Party  as  might  pos- 
sibly prove  fatal  to  them. 

Mr.  RiVTUBONE  said,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  Gentlemen  opposite  would  beet 
consult  their  own  interests  if  they  were  to 
put  aside  all  Party  feeling  and  prejudices 
and  lend  their  practical  knowledge  to 
the  Committee  in  the  consideration  of 
the  clauses  of  the  Bill.  The  noble  Lord 
who  was  to  have  fathered  the  Besolu- 
tiou  adopted  to  express  the  deliberate 
convictions  of  the  Conservative  Party  on 
the  Irish  Land  Bill  asked  a  very  perti- 
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nent  question.  It  was — "  What  is  the 
difficulty  which  we  have  to  meet  ? " 
He  thought  he  could  answer  that  ques- 
tion ;  and,  further,  he  thought  he  could 
show  from  facts  and  experience  how 
that  difficulty  had  arisen.  The  diffi- 
culty which  they  had  to  meet,  and  which 
must  be  met  before  Ireland  could  be- 
come contented  and  prosperous,  a  source 
of  strength  instead  of  weakness  to  the 
Empire,  was  that  the  bulk  of  the  Irish  peo- 
,  pie  were  not  on  the  side  of  the  law  ;  that 
they  did  not  regard  it  as  their  protector, 
their  friend,  and  their  ally ;  and  they 
could  not  so  regard  it  as  long  as  the 
law  did  not  protect  the  property  of  so 
large  a  portion  of  the  Irish  nation,  and 
left  that  property  to  be  protected  only 
by  custom  and  good  feeling.  The  great 
misfortune  in  the  case  of  Ireland  was 
that  the  law  in  the  past  had  been  in  so 
many  ways  unjust,  especiaUy  in  rela- 
tion to  the  tenure  of  land,  that  the  bulk 
of  the  people  had  acquired  a  conviction, 
which,  unfortunately,  was  not  unnatural, 
that  the  law  was  their  enemy,  and  not 
their  friend  and  protector.  In  the 
matter  of  land,  the  injustice  of  the  law 
had  been  admitted  even  by  authorities 
such  as  the  Duke  of  Eichmond,  the 
Duke  of  Buocleuch,  and  other  persons, 
whose  position  and  circumstances  cer- 
tainly would  not  expose  them  to  the 
suspicion  of  being  affected  with  Com- 
munistic ideas.  What  did  the  Duke  of 
Bichmond's  Eeport  say — 

**  Bearing  in  mind  a  system  by  which  the 
improvements  and  equipments  of  a  farm  are 
very  generally  the  work  of  the  tenant,  and  the 
fact  that  the  yearly  tenant  is  at  any  time  liable 
to  have  his  rent  raised,  in  consequence  of  the 
increased  value  c^ven  to  his  holding  by  the 
expenditure  of  his  own  labour  and  capital,  the 
desire  for  legislative  interference  to  protect 
him  from  an  arbitrary  increase  of  rent  does 
not  seem  unnatural,  and  wo  are  inclined  to 
think  that  by  the  majority  of  landowners  legis- 
lation to  accomplish  this  end  would  not  be 
objected  to." 

He  did  not  know  that  they  could  find 
anywhere  more  clearly  expressed  than 
in  this  extract  the  radical  injustice  of 
theLandLaws  in  Ireland,  which  injustice 
consisted  in  not  recognizing  the  pro- 
perty which  the  tenant  had  acquired  in 
his  holding  by  furnishing  the  labour  and 
capital,  which  had  greatly  added  to  the 
permanent  value  of  the  land.  One  mis- 
chievous consequence  of  this  state  of 
things  was  that  it  had  stimulated  the 
demand  for  the  separation  of  the  two 

Mr.  Rathhon$ 


countries,  because  the  Irish  contended 
that  if  they  had  made  their  own  lavt 
such  an  injustice  as  this  could  not  have 
remained  unremedied.   They  had,  there- 
fore,   a  deep  interest  in  settling  this 
question,  not  only  in  order  to  cement 
upon  a  firm  and  peaceable  httma  the 
union  of  the  two  countries,  but  alao  be- 
cause they  might  depend  upon  it  that 
in  these  days,  when  throughout  Earopt 
Communistic  ideas  were  in  the  air,  it 
was  not  the    interests    of    holden  of 
any  kind  of  property  to  allow  the  law 
to  remain   in   such  a  state  that  large 
masses  of  the  population  were  induced 
to  question  and  cavil  at  the  fundamentd 
basis  on  which  the  rights  of  property 
rested.     The   difficulty  being  probably 
admitted,  could  it  be  removed  ?    They 
had  the  actual  facts  of  experience  to 
show  that  it  could.     In  alluding  to  these 
facts,  he  must  correct  a  statement  that 
was  made  with  respect  to  the  action  of 
the  landlord  of  the  Portsmouth  estate, 
and  the  effect  of  the  custom  which  wae 
introduced  by  the  late  Lord  Portsmouth 
some   60  years    ago.     They  had  there 
exactlv  the  results  they  wanted  to  pro- 
duce oy  this  Land  Bill;  they  wanted 
to  have  landlords  receiving  fair  rente 
punctually  from  prosperous  tenanta,  and 
farms  which,  without  cruel  evictions, 
should  yet  be  of  a  size  large  enough  to 
maintain   a  family  in    prosperity  and 
comfort.     At  the  last  annual  settlement 
he  had  Lord  Portsmouth's  authority  for 
stating  that  he  had  only  £500  of  arrMin 
out  of  a  rental  of  £1 3,000  a-year ;  so  the 
landlord  was  satisfied,  and  he  could  go 
to  any  of  the  farms  on  his  property  and 
be  certain  of  a  cordial  welcome,  while 
the  fact  that  the  tenants  could  and  did 
pay  the  rents  after  the  bad  times  they 
nad  passed  through  wae  in  itself  a  proof 
that    they  were  prosperous  and  con- 
tented.    He  believed,  moreover,  it  iras 
the  one  part  of  Ireland  where  the  visits 
of  the  Land  League  had  not  been  mic- 
oessful.    But  perhaps  the  most  valuable 
experience  of  all  which  this  pronerty 
furnished  was  the  effect  of  free  sale  in 
doing  away  with  tenancies  too  small  to 
be  profitably  worked.    The  tenants,  by 
the  effect  of  free  sale,  when  they  fooiid 
that  they  could  not  properly  cultivate 
farms  under  20  acres,  sold  out  before 
they  were  ruined,  and  had  taken  their 
capital  and  their  labour  elsewhere ;  and 
he  was  assured  by  Lord  Portsmouth  that 
what  the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge* 
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shire  (Mr.  Eodwell)  stated  the  other  day 
— that  thifl  was  the  result  of  evictions 
—was  a  mistake.  It  was  the  natural 
result  of  free  sale  in  enabling  a  tenant 
to  realize  his  capital  when  he  found  that 
it  was  not  advantageously  employed  in 
the  cultivation  of  unusually  small  farms. 
But  the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridgeshire 
and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the 
Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  objected  that,  under  such 
a  system,  the  landlord  became  a  mere 
rent-charger.  Well,  of  course,  it  was 
much  better  to  have  wealthy  landlords 
who  could,  by  doing  all  the  improve- 
ments to  their  own  property,  with  justice 
to  the  tenant,  retain  the  whole  of  their 
property  in  their  own  hands.  But  you 
could  not  produce  that  result  by  leaving 
unprotected  the  property  of  the  teneoit 
or  confiscating  it ;  and  if  you  had  not 
landlords  in  the  position  to  be  generous, 
they  should,  at  least,  begin  to  be  just. 
That  was  what  Lord  Portsmouth  had 
been ;  and  as  long  as  the  tenant  had  a 
property  we  should,  if  we  protected  it, 
teach  the  tenant  to  consider  the  law  as 
his  protector  and  his  friend.  Much  had 
been  said  of  the  importance  of  produc- 
ing peasant  proprietors.  On  that  point 
all  were  agreed.  But  he  would  ask 
hon.  Members  to  consider  whether,  if 
that  could  not  be  done  to  the  extent 
wished,  could  they  not  do  something 
very  much  akin  to  it,  and  which  would 
have  the  same  effect,  by  letting  the  ten- 
ant feel  that  he  had,  protected  by  the 
law,  in  his  tenant  right,  a  property  in 
the  land  ?  The  sense  of  property  was 
M)  Conservative,  that  he  was  satisfied 
that  if,  by  this  Bill,  they  could  accomplish 
for  Ireland  what  Lord  Portsmouth  had 
done  for  his  own  property,  they  would 
find  Ireland  to  be  the  most  Conserva- 
tive and  easily  governed  part  of  the 
Empire. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  that,  as  one  of 
those  sitting  on  the  Opposition  side  who 
voted  in  favour  of  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  he  desired  to  say  a  few  words 
in  order  to  put  himself  right  with  the 
public  and  his  constituents.  He  should 
support  the  Motion  to  go  into  Com- 
niittee  on  the  ground  that  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  do  something  with 
reference  to  the  relations  of  landlord  and 
tenant  in  Ireland.  Whatever  might  be 
the  causes,  those  relations  were  simply 
intolerable ;  and  if  he  had  to  speak  of 
the  cauaoB  he  should  speak  mainly  of 


the  part  the  Government  had  taken  in 
allowing  the  present  state  of  things  to 
be  brought  about.  It  was  useless  to  go 
very  far  back  or  minutely  to  investigate 
the  causes ;  but  they  must  recognize  the 
fact  that  the  Bill  would  and  could 
fairly  be  looked  at  as  neither  more  nor 
less  than  the  endowment  of  agitation 
and  outrage.  He  supported  the  Bill  in 
the  main,  because  in  one  of  the  later 
portions  it  afforded  the  opportunity  to 
landlords  to  escape  from  the  difficulty  of 
their  position — namely,  by  sellingtheir 
ownership  to  occupying  tenants.  He  be- 
lieved that  experience  told  them  that 
unless  they  dealt  with  the  question  of 
ownership  and  the  occupation  of  the  land 
in  Ireland  in  that  way,  they  would  be 
only  nibbling  with  the  fringe  of  the  evil. 
He  took  a  strong  view,  because  they  had 
experience  to  guide  them.  No  one 
could  doubt,  although  the  experiment 
had  been  a  small  one,  that  the  working 
of  sales  to  tenants  under  the  Church 
Act  had  been  satisfactory.  It  was  idle 
to  attempt  to  fritter  away  the  great  re- 
sults of  that  experiment.  A  large  num- 
ber of  purchases  of  Church  lands  by 
occupying  tenants  had  been  carried  out, 
the  advances  having  been  repaid  with 
singular  regularity  ;  and  when  they 
looked  at  the  amount  of  the  arrears  they 
could  not  fail  to  appreciate  that  the  re- 
sult had  not  only  been  advantageous  to 
the  tenants,  but  that  the  State  was  not 
likely  to  run  much  risk  by  the  transac- 
tion. This  system  gave  the  tenant  the 
solid  position  as  owner,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  it  gave  solidity  t<J  the  State, 
loyalty  to  the  people,  and  good  order  to 
society.  He  believed  by  a  due  exten- 
sion of  the  purchasing  portion  of  the 
Bill  they  had  one  of  the  best  solutions 
of  a  grave  public  difficulty.  He  thought 
the  State  might,  with  great  advantage, 
advance  a  larger  portion  of  the  purchase 
money  than  was  now  proposed.  There 
liad  been  a  good  deal  of  discussion  as  to 
the  principles  of  this  Bill.  What  were 
thoy  ?  The  first  was  the  iustitution  of 
a  Court  of  Arbitration  with  reference  to 
rents.  Such  a  Court  was  necessary  and 
expedient;  but  they  had  a  right  to  ask 
the  Government  for  some  distinct  state- 
ment of  their  definite  views  as  to  this 
Court.  The  foundation  of  the  whole 
matter  was  the  establishment  of  a  satis- 
factory Court  likely  to  do  justice  and  g^ve 
satisfaction  to  both  parties  that  came 
before  it.   The  County  Court  Judges  had 
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accumulated  a  vast  amount  of  experience 
in  deciding  land  cases.  The  tenant,  of  his 
own  motion,  might  pass  by  the  Civil  Bill 
Court.  He  strongly  objected  to  the  power 
which  was  given  to  the  Court  of  naming 
Assistant  Commissioners,  about  whose 
qualifications  and  emoluments  nothing 
was  said  in  the  Bill.  They  were  to  have 
plenary  powers,  but  they  would  exercise 
them  with  a  rope  rouna  their  necks,  for 
they  were  subject  to  almost  instant  dis- 
missal. It  was  of  the  greatest  import- 
ance to  have  further  information  as  to 
the  structure  of  this  Court  from  the  Go- 
vernment. It  had  been  found  fault  with 
on  both  sides.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  rSir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  had 
discussed  the  question  of  compensation, 
a  claim  which  was  based  in  justice.  This 
opened  up  a  great  practical  question. 
What  was  likely  to  be  the  condition  of  the 
Land  Court  under  this  Bill  for  three  or 
four  years  ?  It  would  be  congested  with 
business.  There  must  inevitably  be  a 
vast  amount  of  delay  and  arrears.  What 
was  likely  to  be  the  result  ?  The  tenant 
knew  that  by  taking  his  landlord  into 
Court  to  fix  a  judicial  rent,  he  would  be 
able  to  delay  the  enforcement  of  all 
arrears  of  rent  till  the  case  was  dis- 
posed of.  That  would  be  a  great  hard- 
ship on  the  small  owners  of  land  in  Ire- 
land, of  narrow  means  and  solely  de- 
pending on  their  rents.  He  would  next 
deal  with  the  question  of  compensation, 
as  to  which  he  thought  that  the  land- 
owners could  clearly  make  out  a  case 
with  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood.  What 
were  the  ordinary  conditions  of  owner- 
ship of  property  ?  There  was  the  right 
of  resuming  possession  —  the  right  of 
selecting  a  tenant.  Were  not  these 
rights  taken  away  by  the  Bill  ?  That 
first  right  was  one  of  the  primary  ad- 
vantages of  property  in  land,  and  was 
entirely  destroyed  by  the  Bill,  if  the 
tenant  thought  fit  to  exercise  his  power 
of  bringing  the  landlord  into  Court. 
Was  not  that  a  valuable  right  ?  Then 
the  right  of  entering  into,  or  rather  re- 
suming possession,  was  taken  away.  He 
was  not  speaking  of  Ulster,  for  in  some 
respects  ne  thought  the  Bill  would  be 
disadvantageous  to  the  tenant  in  Ulster. 
He  was  speaking  of  property  in  the  rest 
of  Ireland.  What  would  be  the  direct 
and  immediate  result  of  the  Bill  ?  He 
thought  owners  of  property  would  have 
a  right  to  say,  with  respect  to  the  appli- 
cation of  theoompensation  for  disturbance 


clause,  as  the  value  of  the  tenant  right, 
that  the  amount  of  the  judicial  rent  was 
being  fixed  on  a  new  standard,  created 
ex  posifactOf  a  standard  wholly  beneficial 
to  the  tenant,  and  necessarily  taking 
away  from  the  owner  some  of  tbe  pri- 
mary elements  of  property.  Would 
not  the  result  of  the  establishment  of 
that  system  be  to  limit  the  number  of 

?urchasers  from  the  owners  of  land  in 
reland  ?  In  many  cases  the  only  persons 
who  would  buy  would  be  the  tenants. 
In  that  way  the  Bill  was  redaoiDg  the 
enjoyable  and  the  money  value  of  the 
property  of  landowners  in  Ireland,  and 
formed  a  just  basis  for  a  claim  to  crom- 

?ensation.  The  Attorney  General  for 
reland  had  said  that  the  landlord  who 
bought  the  tenant  right  of  a  farm  and 
then  let  it  to  another  tenant  would  do  a 
foolish  thing.  [The  Attorney  GiarER.iL 
for  Irelaio)  dissented.]  He  (Mr.  Lewis) 
was  in  the  hearing  of  the  House,  and  be 
believed  they  would  bear  him  out  in  say- 
ing that  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
stated  that  a  landlord  who  let  a  farm  after 
he  had  bought  the  tenant  ri^ht  would  be 
guilty  of  a  folly,  thus  showing  that  in- 
justice might  be  done  under  the  Bill, 
in  compelling  a  landlord  to  farm  his  own 
land,  or  to  re-let  under  the  disadvantage 
of  incurring  liability  to  pay  the  value  of 
tenant  right  twice  over.  The  landlord 
could  not  go  to  the  Land  Court  un- 
less the  tenant  brought  him ;  and,  as 
the  Prime  Minister  had  said,  the  land- 
lord could  only  get  into  Court  by  in- 
creasing his  rent  so  that  ;the  tenant 
would  deem  it  necessary  to  drag  him 
there.  This  was  not  a  mere  matter  of 
sentiment,  but  it  would  bring  about  a 
state  of  bad  feeling  between  landlord 
and  tenant,  and  the  landlord  only  in 
these  circumstances  could  come  into 
Court  as  an  accused  person,  so  to  speak. 
He  would  next  advert  to  the  condition 
of  another  class  of  persons,  who  bad 
been  entirely  overlooked.     They  were 

Eersons  who  had  bought  under  a  Par- 
amentary  title — under  the  Church  Act 
of  1869.  He  was  not  referriog^  to 
the  occupiers,  who  were  not  the  only 
purchasers  from  the  Church  Cominia- 
sioners.  He  had  received  a  letter  from 
a  gentleman — a  stranger  to  himself— 
which  described  the  condition  of  ordi- 
nary purchasers.  His  correspondent 
stated  that  about  four  years  ago  he  bsd 
invested  all  his  money,  and  that  broaght 
to  him  by  his  wife,  £2,400,  in  land  par* 
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chased  ^m  the  Commissioners  of  Church 
Temporalities.  The  rental  of  the  estate 
had  remained  unchanged  for  the  last 
30  years,  but  was  about  50  per  cent 
abore  Ghriffiths'  valuation,  and  the  price 
paid  for  the  land  was,  therefore,  corre- 
spondingly high.  Now,  if  the  Court  to 
be  established  by  the  Bill  reduced  the 
rente,  as  it  probably  would,  it  came  to 
this — that  the  Government,  having  sold 
land  as  worth  a  certain  price,  now  pro- 
posed to  reduce  its  value  without  giving 
compensation.  That  was  an >  exception- 
ally strong  statement  of  the  haraship 
that  would  be  inflicted  by  the  Bill.  £f 
buch  a  thing  were  done  by  a  private  in- 
dividual, it  would  be  barely  possible  to 
describe  or  denounce  it  in  sufficiently 
strong  language.  The  case  he  had  men- 
tioned was,  no  doubt,  one  of  those  in- 
stances in  which  small  and  suffering  in- 
terests had  to  content  themselves  with 
being  overridden  for  the  good  of  the 
State;  but  its  injustice  was  palpable 
and  undeniable.  He  feared  it  was  only 
a  sample  of  many  others,  and  that  it 
represented  in  a  minor  degree  the  un- 
fauness  with  which  a  landlord  would  be 
treated  who  found  himself  for  the  first 
time  under  new  rules  and  a  new  valua- 
tion. He,  however,  did  not  despair,  de- 
spite the  disadvantageous  circumstances 
of  the  Bill,  as  it  had  been  presented  to 
the  House,  that  it  might  be  made  a  more 
workable  measure.  They  had  been  told 
in  that  House,  and  outside  it,  what  might 
be  expected  to  happen  to  the  Opposition 
if  they  attemptea  to  alter  the  Bill  to 
any  extent,  and  also  what  might  happen 
to  those  in  **  another  place  "  if  they  in- 
terfered with  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
He,  however,  should  hope  and  believe 
that  it  would  be  so  amended  before  it  ulti- 
mately left  the  Legislature  that  it  would 
be  made  lesa  liable  to  objection  than  it 
was  in  its  present  form.  He  hoped  that 
the  Government  would,  as  regarded  up- 
holding the  authority  of  the  law,  act  m 
the  bold  and  intrepid  manner  indicated 
ia  the  Prime  Minister's  recent  speech, 
and  that  it  would  not  be  followed  by 
weak  and  vacillating  conduct.  Whilst 
he  had  stated  his  principal  objections  to 
the  Bill,  he  (Mr.  Lewis)  would  not  vote 
for  anything  that  would  delay  its  re- 
ceiving full  consideration,  because  he 
beheved  that  by  means  of  substantial 
alteration  it  would  be  possible  to  remove 
•ome  of  the  provisions  unfavourable  to 
landlords,  and  so  make  it,  on  the  whole, 


a  safe  and  expedient  measure  under  the 
difficult  circumstances  of  the  position. 

Mr.  A\  G  E  E  Y  observed,  that  he 
would  not  follow  the  example  of  the  two 
hon.  Members  who  had  preceded  him 
by  making  a  second  reading  speech,  nor 
would  he  attempt  to  explain  the  vote 
which  he  had  given  in  favour  of  the  second 
reading  by  professing  his  belief,  as  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  had  done,  that 
this  Bill  was  an  endowment  of  agitation 
and  outrage.  He  was  anxious — earnestly 
anxious — that  the  Bill  should  reach 
Committee  stage  with  the  least  possible 
delay ;  and  he  would  only  trespass  upon 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  a  very 
few  moments.  The  Question  before  the 
House  was  that  the  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,  and  [no  Amendment 
had  been  moved  as  yet  to  prevent  this 
course  being  taken  by  the  House ;  for 
he  understood  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  opposite  had  not  moved  the 
Amendment  which  he  had  placed  upon 
the  Notice  Paper,  and  very  glad  he  was 
that  he  had  not  done  so,  for,  although  bo 
agreed  with  the  substance  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet's  Amendment,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  him  to  vote  for 
it,  if  pressed  to  a  division  at  the  present 
moment  as  a  vote  against  the  Speaker 
leaving  the  Chair  would  be  as  hostile  to 
the  Bill  as  a  vote  against  the  second 
reading.  At  the  proper  stage,  how- 
ever, when  the  Bill  was  in  Committee, 
he  hoped  to  support  an  Amendment 
in  the  direction  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet's  Resolution.  He  was  em- 
boldened to  hope,  too,  that  the  Prime 
Minister  would  give  to  such  an  Amend- 
ment his  very  favourable  considera- 
tion, for  what  did  such  an  Amendment 
amount  to?  It  amounted  to  this  — 
that  in  those  cases  where  it  might  be 
proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Court 
that  injury  had  been  done  to  any 
party  by  the  operation  of  the  Bill, 
that  the  Courts  should  have  the  power 
of  awarding  fair,  reasonable,  and  just 
compensation.  He  was  aware  that  tho 
Prime  Minister  was  of  opinion  that  m* 
injury  would  be  inflicted  on  anyone 
under  the  provipions  of  the  Bill,  and  lie 
heartily  hoped  that  that  would  be  tho 
case  ;  but  he  ventured  to  submit,  that  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  right, 
there  could  be  no  objection  to  granting 
to  the  Court  such  powers  as  were  pro- 
posed to  be  confeired  upon  it  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet's  Amendment, 
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inasmuch  as  those  powers  would  never 
be  called  into  play.  But  if,  on  the  other 
hand,  it  did  happen  that  in  some  way, 
perhaps  unforeseen  at  present,  the  Bill 
did  inflict  injury,  then  it  was  unques- 
tionably only  fair  and  right  that  the 
Court  should  have  the  power  of  award- 
ing such  compensation  as  might,  in  its 
opinion,  appear  just.  The  terms  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet's  Amendment 
were,  he  thought,  capable  of  improve- 
ment. He  only  contemplated  the  case 
of  the  landowner.  But  there  were  other 
persons  besides  landowners  whose  inte- 
rests might  be  injuriously  affected  by 
the  working  of  this  Bill.  There  was 
the  case  of  the  middle  man,  who  would 
be  required  to  fulfil  the  terms  of  his 
lease  and  pay  the  rent  agreed  upon  to 
the  head  landlord,  but  who  might  have 
the  rents  which  he  received  consider- 
ably lessened  by  the  intervention  of  the 
Court.  This  Bill  was  admittedly  a  de- 
parture from  sound  principle,  brought 
forward  as  an  exceptional  measure  in 
consequence  of  the  exceptional  condition 
of  the  country;  but  when  a  departure 
from  what  was  recognized  to  oe  the 
principles  which  should  govern  general 
legislation  was  taken,  then  it  became 
impossible  to  foresee  all  the  conse- 
quences that  might  arise.  It  might 
very  well  happen  that  cases  unforeseen 
and  uncontemplated  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister might  occur  in  which  this  Bill 
would  inflict  direct  injury  on  certain 
persons.  He,  therefore,  maintained  that 
he  was  on  very  strong  ground  when  he 
asked  that  the  Court  should  have  the 
power  of  awarding  compensation  in 
those  cases  in  which,  in  its  opinion,  in- 
jury had  been  proved.  He  hoped  the 
Prime  Minister  would  give  the  House 
some  assurance  that  an  Amendment 
such  as  that  proposed  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  would  receive  his  fa- 
vourable consideration  when  in  Com- 
mittee *f  and  he  would  most  respectfully 
venture  to  hint  to  the  right  lion.  Gen- 
tleman, if  it  were  not  presumption  in  so 
younff  a  Member  to  do  so,  that  if  he 
would  ffive  the  House  such  assurance 
he  womd  conciliate  and  disarm,  both 
inside  and  out  of  the  House,  what 
threatened  to  be  a  very  angry  opposi- 
tion, and  he  would  greatly  facilitate  the 
passing  of  this  Bill  through  the  diflor- 
ent  stages  of  Committee. 

Mb.  QBANTHAM  said,  it  was  rather 
anomalous,  that  the  strongest  speeches 

Mr.  A,  Grey 


against  the  Bill  had  been  made  by  two 
hon.  Members  who  either  voted  for  tbe 
second  reading  or  abstained  from  voting 
for  it.  The  great  difficulty  which  he 
and  others  had  in  this  matter  was  in 
determining  whether  there  would  be  in- 
jury or  not,  and  he  hoped  that  a  satis- 
factory answer  would  be  given  to  the 
question.  He  had  heard  with  pleasure 
the  speech  made  by  the  Prime  Miniflter 
in  introducing  the  Bill,  and  agreed  with 
nearly  all  he  had  said ;  but  when  the 
Bill  was  brought  in  they  found  that  it 
went  far  beyond  what  the  right  boa. 
Gentleman  said  or  intended.  He  com- 
plained that  the  Government  had  giroi 
four  or  five  different  constructions  of  the 
meaning  of  the  clause  relating  to  fixed 
rents,  and  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land had  delivered  two  speeches  that 
were  altogether  inconsistent  with  one 
au other.  On  the  first  occasion  he  hid 
given  his  opinion  as  to  the  way  in  which 
the  clause  would  affect  the  Ulster  teoants. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said — 

^*  Although  I  am  not  going  to  tell  yon  what 
it  does  mean,  it  at  any  rate  means  a  mnm» 
quantity,** 

He  would,  however,  vote  for  the  Bill  if 
those  who  were  responsible  for  it  would 
give  to  the  clause  the  same  interpreta- 
tion which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  given  to  it  to-night.  [Mr. 
Gladstone  :  Hear,  hear !]  He  was  glad 
to  hoar  the  Prime  Minister  adopt  that 
interpretation.  But  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  in  his  first  speech  asserted 
that  the  Ulster  Custom  was  to  be  treated 
as  a  m\nu9  quantity,  and  how  could  they 
have  a  minus  quantity  unless  it  were 
taken  from  something  ?  To-night,  the 
Prime  Minister  had  intimated  that  it 
was  not  his  intention  that  anything 
should  be  deducted  from  the  rent  in 
consequence  of  the  right  of  sale.  [J^* 
Attokney  Geneeal  for  Irelaio)  :  What 
do  you  mean  by  rent  ?]  He  wanted  to 
know  what  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  meant  by  rent  Judging 
from  what  he  had  said,  there  was  no- 
thing to  show  that  those  persons  who 
were  in  receipt  of  rents  qua  rents  would 
have  justice  done  to  them  under  this 
Bill.  In  reference  to  sub-section  B. 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
said  it  was  clear  that  something  was  ifi 
be  deducted  from  the  rent  He  pre- 
sumed it  would  be  for  compensation  Ua 
disturbance  and  other  rights  which  were 
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equitalent  to  the  Ulster  right.  Conse- 
quentljy  if  there  were  to  be  a  minus 
quantity  in  the  one  case  there  must  also 
DO  a  minus  quantity  in  the  other,  and  it 
most  be  deducted  from  the  property  of 
the  landlord.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  informed  the  House  to- 
night that  it  was  no  loss  to  the  landlord 
to  have  the  power  to  commit  injury  taken 
from  him.  That  he  quite  admitted.  If 
that  power  existed  now  he  would  not 
more  a  hand  to  enable  the  landlord  to 
retain  it.  He  quite  agreed  also  that 
the  landlord  ought  not  to  be  able  to  get 
a  rent  or  to  increase  hie  rent  for  any 
improvement  which  had  been  made  by 
the  tenant.  This  was  a  different  thing, 
however,  from  deducting  from  the  rent 
something  which  the  tenant  had  in  the 
shape  of  a  right  to  sell.  If  the  tenant 
was  to  give  more  for  the  right  of  sale 
why  was  it  to  be  deducted  from  the 
landlord  in  the  first  instance  ?  He  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man to  say  to-night  that  if  the  landlord 
took  to  himself  the  land  and  bought  up 
the  tenant  right  he  would  get  a  higher 
rent  when  he  let  the  land  again.  He 
presumed  the  meaning  of  that  to  be, 
that  where  a  tenant  had  the  right  of 
selling  his  holding  it  was  worth  some- 
thing to  him  plus  the  rent.  He  believed 
the  JPrime  Minister  wished  to  improve 
the  position  of  the  landlord  rather  than 
to  make  it  worse.  He  would  like  to  see 
the  Bill  leave  Parliament  in  such  a  form 
that  while  justice  was  done  to  the  tenant 
justice  would  also  be  done  to  the  land- 
lord, and  there  would  be  no  need,  there- 
fore, for  a  clause  providing  for  compen- 
sation to  the  landlord.  But  if  the  matter 
were  left  in  the  uncertain  state  in  which 
it  now  was,  he  was  certain  that  difficul- 
ties II  ere  in  store,  because  the  clause 
would  be  interpreted  differently  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  country.  It  had  been 
assumed  that  the  question  of  tenant 
right  was  one  which  only  affected  people 
in  Ireland,  and  that  there  was  no  such 
thing  as  tenant  right  in  England.  As 
far  as  he  knew,  there  was  no  county  in 
England  in  which  tenant  right  did  not 
exist.  The  county  of  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  be  one  of  the  Members 
(Surrey)  had  as  extensive  a  tenant 
nght  as  any  county  in  England.  In 
Ireland  the  foundation  of  tenant  right 
was  exactly  the  same  as  in  England— 
that  was  to  say,  when  a  tenant  was 
going  oat  of  a  farm  he  would  be  en- 


titled from  the  incoming  tenant  to  the 
value  of  what  he  had  done  in  preparing 
the  soil  for  future  crops,  and  of  the 
crops  which  were  in  the  ground  at  the 
time.  He  approved  of  the  proposal  for 
fixing  a  judicial  rent ;  but  he  thought 
the  landlord  should  have  power  to  apply 
to  the  Court  to  take  some  of  the  onus 
and  responsibility  from  him  in  the  fixing 
of  rents.  He  hoped  that  the  Bill  would 
be  so  shaped  that  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  could  vote  for  it,  and 
he  believed  that  it  would  then  go  a  great 
way  towards  bringing  peace  and  pros- 
perity to  Ireland. 

Me.  MACARTNEY  wished  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  a  question. 
He  understood  him  to  say,  in  stating  what 
was  the  position  in  Ireland  with  regard 
to  rent,  that  landlord  and  tenant  had  a 
joint  interest  in  the  holding,  that  each 
of  them  had  a  certain  interest,  and  that 
in  estimating  the  rent  the  value  of  the 
improvements  by  the  tenant  was  to  be 
taken  from  the  rent.  Now,  he  wished 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, and,  if  he  could  not  answer,  the 
Prime  Minister  or  the  Solicitor  General, 
might  explain  what  was  the  real  meaning 
of  those  words.  The  other  day  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld) 
gave  a  meaning  to  the  clause  that  was 
60  satisfactory  as  to  make  him  (Mr. 
Macartney)  feel  quite  happy  about  it. 
But  to-night  he  felt  as  much  confused 
as  before.  If  they  were  to  take  the 
meanings  given  by  four  or  five  Gentle- 
men on  the  Treasury  Benches,  and  that 
given  by  their  followers  which  had  not 
been  contradicted,  how  were  they  to  look 
at  the  Bill  ?  He  was  completely  puzzled, 
and  should  be  glad  to  receive  an  ex- 
planation. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  explained  that 
what  he  had  said  was  this  —  He  was 
drawing  a  contrast  between  England 
and  Ireland,  and  said  that  in  England » 
where  the  farm  with  all  its  equipments 
belonged  to  one  man,  and  he  the  land- 
lord, he  was  entitled  to  the  highest  rent 
he  could  get — in  other  words,  a  full 
competition  rent — but  that  in  Ireland, 
where  the  farm  only  belonged  to  the 
landlord,  whilst  all  the  improvements 
and  equipments  belonged  to  the  tenant, 
it  was  impossible  to  allow  the  landlord 
to  charge  that  tenant  the  highest  rent 
that  might  be  obtained  from  a  stranger 
in  the  open  market,  because  this  would 
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be  making  the  tenant  pay  for  what  be- 
longed to  himself  as  well  as  for  what 
belonged  to  the  landlord. 

Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL  complained 
of  the  want  of  explanation  of  the  Bill  in 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  and  said,  that  if  this  Bill  had 
said  exactly  what  was  proposed  to  be 
done  he  should  not  have  ventured  to 
trouble  the  House  either  now  or  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  But  the 
measure  was  drawn  with  such  a  singular 
facility  of  difficulty  that  it  was  impos- 
sible that  anyone  could  let  it  pass  by 
without  inquiry  for  some  answers  on 
one  or  two  points.  He  did  not  wish  to 
go  further  into  the  subject  of  the 
Amendment  now  before  the  House  than 
,  to  quote  the  words  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
who  had  said — 

"  I  deny  that  there  is  confiscation ;  but  if 
there  is  confiscation,  then  I  agree  that  there 
should  be  o-ompensation." 

On  that  it  might  be  sufficient  to  remark 
that  it  might  be  left  to  the  House  after 
they  got  through  Committee  to  say 
whether  there  was  any  confiscation  in 
the  Bill,  and  then  they  should  inquire 
whether  there  should  be  compensation. 
He  next  called  attention  to  the  first  five 
lines  in  the  operative  part  of  the  Bill. 
They  began  thus — 

**The  tenant  for  the  time  being  of  every 
tenancy  to  which  this  Act  applies  may  sell  his 
tenancy." 

Now,  before  they  could  understand  the 
meaning  of  that  part  of  the  clause  they 
must  turn  to  the  Interpretation  Clause, 
and  there  they  would  find  that  the  in- 
terpretation of  the  word  ** tenancy**  was 
'*  the  interest  in  a  holding  of  a  tenant." 
That  reminded  him  of  the  definition  he 
once  saw  in  a  Cattle  Plague  Order  of 
the  term  **  private  sale  "  —  namely, 
'*  everything  shall  be  considered  to  be 
a  private  sale  which  is  not  a  public 
sale."  The  definition  in  the  Bill  was 
very  little  better  than  that.  It  might 
be  meant  that  every  occupier  of  land 
might  sell  any  interest  which  he  had  in 
that  land ;  but  if  that  was  what  they 
meant,  why  did  they  not  say  so  ?  The 
Ist  clause  stated  that  every  tenant  for 
the  time  being  to  whom  the  Act  applied 
might  sell  his  tenancy — 

"Subject  to  the  following  regulations,  and 
subject  also  to  the  provisions  in  this  Act  con- 
tained with  respect  to  the  sale  of  a  tenancy  sub- 
ject to  statutory  conditions.'* 

jns  AtUmey  General  for  Ireland 


In  order  to  understand  what  those  very 
obsure  words  in  the  first  ^yq  op6ritiT« 
lines  of  the  Bill  meant  they  had  to  tan 
to  five  different  parts  of  the  measure. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  stated  Uiat 
he  was  proud  of  his  draftsman;  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  preoioos  little 
to  be  proud  of,  and  he  (Mr.  Staveley 
Hill)  hoped  he  might  have  g^reater  cause 
to  be  proud  of  him  hereafter.  It  was  a 
matter  of  great  difficulty  for  any  pereon 
to  understand  the  Bill.  He  would  in 
particular  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
what  was  the  explanation  of  the  7th 
clause  ?  The  Prime  Minister  waved  his 
hand  as  if  he  would  say — **  What  a 
very  stupid  person  you  are  not  to  under- 
stand that.''  He  had  listened  to  every 
word  of  the  Prime  Minister  and  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  and  aleo 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld).  Bat  he 
was  sorry  to  say  he  had  not  yet  been 
able  to  grasp  its  meaning.  Now,  he 
would  first  controvert  the  statement 
which  he  had  heard  that  evening  that 
there  was  such  a  thing  as  an  Ulster 
Custom  in  this  country.  There  was  no 
such  custom,  and  every  effort  was  made 
to  prevent  such  a  custom  arising.  Bat 
he  would  ask,  was  it  meant  by  the  7th 
clause  that  when  a  man  had  kept  his 
agpreement  he  should  receive  something 
W^a  what  he  had  bargained  for?  He 
agreed  to  the  justice  of  giving  a  15 
years'  tenancy  when  a  fair  rent  was 
fixed.  But  when  they  spoke  in  the 
clause  of  a  fair  rent  being  what  a  sol- 
vent tenant  could  pay,  did  they  mean 
a  man  who  intended  to  remain  solvent? 
The  second  question  he  had  to  ask  was^ 
Did  they  consider  that  the  total  amount 
of  fair  rent  was  to  be  caloalated  as  the 
profit  arising  out  of  the  land  ?  If  so, 
what  proportion  of  that  amount  as  fair 
rent  was  to  be  returned  to  the  landlord, 
and  how  much  to  the  tenant  in  reepect 
of  tenant  right,  and  as  compensation  for 
his  improvements?  Outside  of  Ulster 
the  valuation  was  to  be  made  on  the 
scale  of  compensation  for  disturbance, 
80  that  where  the  rent  was  £30  per 
annum  the  capital  sum  represented 
would  be,  on  seven  years'  purchase, 
£210,  the  interest  upon  which  would  be 
about  £8  10#.  Now,  what  he  wanted 
to  know  was  whether  that  £8  10«.  would 
be  deducted  from  the  landlord's  rent? 
Under  the  3rd  sub-section  of  the  7th 
clause — [*'  Order,  order ! "] 
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Mb.  SPEAKEB  reminded  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  that  he  could  not 
criticize  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  at  the 
present  stage. 

Mb.  STAYELEY  HILL  bowed  at 
once  to  the  ruling  of  the  Chair.  As  an 
Englishman,  he  cared  nothing  about 
Ulster  tenant  right.  If  they  liked  to 
have  their  custom  in  Ireland,  let  them 
have  it.  But  if  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  give  persons  who  were  carrying 
out  a  contract  something  outside  and 
beyond  the  contract,  they  would  violate, 
not  only  the  principles  of  political  eco- 
nomy, but  of  honesty  also.  Now,  the 
rifrht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  put 
the  case  in  this  way.  He  spoke  of  the 
sales  of  tenant  right  taking  place  on  the 
Duke  of  Abercom*s  estates  for  land  that 
produced  a  rent  of  £1,093  a-year,  as 
realizing  when  bought  in  £26,000.  Tak- 
ing these  figures,  and  for  the  purposes 
of  calculation,  the  proportionate  prices 
of  land  in  Ireland  with  26  years  pur- 
chase, did  the  clause  mean  that  taking 
the  rent  at  £1,093,  and  the  tenant  right 
at  £26,000,  if  you  multiply  £1,093  by 
25  that  brings  £27,325,  and  adding 
£26,000,  was  it  to  be  understood  that 
the  capital  value  of  that  estate  must  bo 
taken  as  £53,325  ?  Of  this,  was  a  25th, 
or  4  per  cont,  to  be  taken  as  the  tenant's 
interest  ?  Alluding  to  the  words  used 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in  re- 
ference to  the  murder  of  the  late  Em- 
peror of  Hussia,  ho  said  he  trusted  that 
nothing  was  about  to  bo  done  by  the 
Government  which  might  bring  about  a 
state  of  things  akin  to  the  present  pea- 
sant proprietorship  in  Hussia.  ["  Ques- 
tion !  "]  He  concluded  by  assuring  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  that  he  had  no 
wish  to  impede  the  progress  of  improve- 
ment in  their  country,  and,  exhorting 
them  to  forget  grievances  of  days  gone 
by,  asked  what  would  be  thought  of 
the  Saxon  population  in  England  were 
they  ceaselessly  to  bemoan  the  miseries 
brought  upon  them  by  the  filthy  Nor- 
man robbers  ? 

Mr.  W.  fowler  hoped  the  House 
would  go  into  Committee.  He  should 
have  liked  to  make  some  observations 
on  the  question,  but  he  did  not  think 
that  was  the  right  time  to  do  so ;  and  he 
thought  the  evening  woiild  have  been 
■pent  far  more  usefully  if  the  House 
had  been  in  Committee,  because  all  the 
tpoeehM  had  been  on  details  which  arose 


out  of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill.  He  would 
only  refer  to  two  points  in  connection 
with  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister 
in  introducing  the  Bill,  which  had  dis- 
appointed him.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  English  managed 
estates  could  be  taken  out  of  the  Bill ; 
but  it  appeared  from  the  Bill  itself  that 
the  Court  had  power  to  take  such  estates 
out  of  the  operation  of  the  Bill  as  to 
one  clause  only.  The  representation 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister  was  thus 
not  borne  out  by  the  Bill.  Then  there 
was  a  point  respecting  tenants'  improve- 
ments which  he  thought  required  great 
consideration.  A  great  deal  had  been 
heard  about  the  improvements  in  Ireland 
made  by  tenants ;  but  sufficient  had  not 
been  heard  as  to  how  far  those  improve- 
ments were  due  to  the  land  being 
under-let,  and,  therefore,  were  practi- 
cally made  out  of  the  property  of  the 
landlord — out  of  the  rent  which  would 
have  been  the  landlord's  if  he  had  chosen 
to  take  it.  That  had  been  spoken  of  as 
a  matter  of  great  importance,  and  he 
thought  more  ought  to  have  been  made 
out  of  it.  Then,  ne  failed  to  understand 
how  injustice  to  the  landlords  would  bo 
prevented  when  free  sale  was  established 
where  the  land  was  notoriously  under- 
rented  and  where  the  landlord  had  mado 
theimprovementsformanyyears.  Hehad 
listened  with  the  utmost  attention  to  all 
that  had  been  said,  and  the  only  answer 
he  had  heard  had  been  that  the  landlord 
might  raise  the  rent,  and  thereby  pro- 
tect himself  from  the  effect  of  the  Bill. 
That  was  to  say,  on  all  those  estates 
which  were  now  decidedly  under-rented, 
and  where  there  existed  most  content- 
ment, the  rents  were  suddenly  to  be 
raised  in  order  to  protect  the  landlords. 
If  that  were  done,  the  Bill  would  prove 
a  great  disappointment  to  its  authors, 
ana  he  earnestly  hoped  that  would  not 
be  the  result.  Those  hon.  Members  who 
were  in  the  House  in  1870  could  not 
forget  that  the  Act  of  1 870  was  described 
as  an  Act  which  would  bring  about  a 
great  and  happy  settlement  of  the  Land 
Question t  He  hoped  they  might  so  con- 
sider this  Bill  in  Committee  that  their 
prophecies  might  not  again  be  unfulfilled. 
He  had  voted  for  the  second  reading 
because  he  strongly  felt  that  a  measure 
with  regard  to  the  Land  Question  in 
Ireland  was  required;  but  he  also  felt 
that  in  passing  such  a  measure  they 
must  have  regaxd  to  justice  to  all  classes. 
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They  must  do  justice  to  the  tenants,  and 
they  must  do  justice  to  the  landlords; 
and  if  they  lost  sight  of  either  class  they 
would  find  it  out  hereafter.  If  there 
were  injustice  under  the  Bill,  that  in- 
justice ought  to  be  compensated ;  but 
he  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  there 
would  be  injustice.  He  hoped  the  Bill 
would  be  so  framed  that  there  would  be 
no  injustice,  and  if  there  were  none, 
they  would  not  need  to  talk  about  com- 
pensation. The  House  ought,  however, 
to  go  into  Committee  at  once,  and  not 
waste  more  time  in  discussing  details  of 
the  Bill  when  they  were  not  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  rise  for  the 
-purpose  of  seconding  the  appeal  with 
which  my  hon.  Friend  commenced  his 
speech,  and  I  think  I  could  have  done 
BO  with  greater  effect  but  for  the  latter 
portion  of  the  speech,  which  practi- 
cally amounted  to  a  contradiction  of 
the  recommendation  with  which  it 
began.  There  is,  however,  only  one 
point  to  which  I  need  refer.  It  was 
with  great  regret  that  I  heard  his  refer- 
ence to  the  Act  of  1870.  He  thinks 
that  was  a  bad  measure,  and  his  re- 
marks were  cheered ;  but  sentiments  of 
a  peculiar  order  and  penitential  expres- 
sions by  those  who  voted  for  the  Act  of 
1870  will  draw  plenty  of  cheers  from 
that  quarter  of  the  House.  I  am  sorry 
he  thought  it  necessary  to  go  that  far, 
and  I  am  not  at  all  disposed  to  accom- 
pany him  in  that  operation — I  hope  we 
shall  go  into  Committee  now — because 
that  might  involve  us  in  controversy.  I 
rose  to  second  his  appeal,  and  at  the 
same  time  to  say  that  I  had  listened  not 
without  satisfaction  to  the  discussion 
which  has  taken  place  this  evening. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Staffordshire  (Mr.  Staveley  Hill)  was  so 
good  humoured  and  kindly  in  the  most 
energetic  part  of  his  speech,  that  I  was 
quite  sorry  when  the  Rules  of  Order 
made  you,  Sir,  find  it  necessary  to  check 
him.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
passing  from  clause  to  clause,  appeared 
to  me  Uke  a  bee  flitting  from  flower  to 
flower,  gathering  from  each  a  fresh  load 
of  honey.  That  is  a  most  pleasant  pro- 
cess ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  we  cannot 
make  practical  progress  at  this  stage  by 
a  discussion  of  tnis  Kind.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  calls  energetically  for 
an  explanation  and  definition  of  the  7th 
clause.     In  speaking   on   the   aeoond 

Mr.  W.  Fowler 


reading,  I  endeavoured  to  give  as  good 
and  full  an  explanation  and  defimtion 
as  I  could ;   but  if  that  was  not  suffi- 
ciently full  and  explicit,  the  best  way 
to  get  a  more  full  and  explicit  definition 
is  to  go  into  Committee.     Then  we  can 
get  to  the  point  of  the  definition  of  a 
fair  rent,  so  that  every  man  may  be  held 
to  it ;  but  when  we  pass  from  point  to 
point  of  the  Bill,  as  must  necessarily  be 
the  case,  all  these  discussions  become 
indeterminate,  and  although  they  may 
be  useful,  yet  there  is  a  point  beyond 
which  they  cease  to  be  usefuL     I  think, 
after  the  long  discussion  we  have  had 
on  the  second  reading,   I  may  fairly 
urge  that  that  point  has  been  reached, 
and  if  we  are  in  earnest,  as  the  majority 
of  the  House  are,   it  is  well  that  we 
should  go  into  the  details  of  the  BilL 
For  instance,  a  good  deal  has  been  said 
to-night  on  the  subject  of  the  arrange- 
ment by  which  the  landlord    and  the 
tenant  are  placed  on  a  different  footing 
as  to  the  power  of  going  into  Court ; 
but  the  House  will  recollect  that  we  have 
never  stated  that  as  one  of  the  essential 
conditions  of  the  Bill.  We  have  referred 
to  it  as  a  matter  fairly  open  to  discus- 
sion.    That  arrangement  was  misunder- 
stood ;  but  we  have  left  it  open  for  dis- 
cussion in  Committee,  when  we  could 
hold  ourselves  bound  to  come  to  a  par- 
ticular conclusion.      But  it  is  plain  that 
we  cannot  make  further  progress  until 
we  get  into  Committee.    There  is,  how- 
ever, one  subject  on  which  I  wish  to  give 
an  assurance.   With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  fair  rent,  although  the  deduction 
has  been  an  idea,  as  we  think,  forced 
upon  us  by  the  interpretation  placed 
on  the  clause  by  hon.  Qentlemen,  we 
have  never  once,  on  any  occasion,  pro- 
pounded that  method  of  proceeding  as 
the  mode  in  which  we  thought  fair  rent 
should  be  arrived  at.     I  disclaim  that 
altogether,  and  when  we  get  into  Com- 
mittee we  shall  be  prepared  to  deal  with 
the  clause  in  that  spirit.    AMin,  it  is 
asked  what  a  tenant  has  to  seU  ?     Well, 
Sir,  that  we  should  consider  when,  in 
the  1st  clause,  we  come  to  deal  with 
tenant  right.    But  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  what   it  is  that 
traders  in  England  have  to  sell,  and  how 
it  is  that  a  tradesman  when  he  wishes 
to  sell,  finds  his  successor  quite  prepared 
to  give  him  something  not  only  equal  to 
the  value  of  his  premises  and  his  stock, 
but  something   considerably   beyond  f 
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That  shows  that  there  may  be  something 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  contract  under 
which  the  tradesman  holds,  that  he  may 
have  to  sell  and  for  which  another  per- 
son is  willing  to  give  him  money,  and 
for  which  it  is  right  and  legitimate  that 
he  should  receive  money,  and  in  receiv- 
ing money  for  which  he  does  not  inter- 
fere in  the   slightest  degree  with  any 
just  right.     The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber also  asked  whether  it  is  not  a  mon- 
strous thing  that  where  there  are  two 
parties  to  a  contract  one  is  to  receive 
something  for  the  mere  performance  of 
his  contract — something  not  included  in 
the  contract  ?  That  was  put  as  a  crucial 
test,  the  answer  to  which,  if  wo  meant 
to  do  that,   would  be  absolutely  fatal. 
But  what  was  my  surprise  when,  after 
he  had  declared  that  where  there  are  two 
parties  to  a  contract,  neither  of  them  is  to 
receive  anything  except  what  was  in  the 
contract,   he  said  he   found  that  when 
a  judicial  rent  was   fixed   the   tenant 
might  enjoy  it  for  15  years  without  any 
removal  or  change,  except  for  his  own 
misconduct,  and  he  thought  that  was 
perfectly  just  and  right.     Then   he  is 
prepared  to  give  to  the  tenant  for  keep- 
ing his  contract  something  that  is  not  in 
the  contract  ?    The  remarks  I  am  now 
offering  are,  I  admit,  open  to  the  criti- 
cism 1  have  mentioned ;  but  it  is  only  in 
Committee  that  we  can   make  further 
progress.     I  have  noticed  the  spirit  of 
most  of  the  speeches  with  great  satisfac- 
tion, and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  East  Surrey  (Mr.  Grantham),  who 
said  he  had  not  been  able  to  vote  for 
tbe  second  reading,  delivered  a  speech 
the  spirit  of  which  was  eminently  calcu- 
lated to  encourage  rational  and,  at  the 
same  time,  sanguine  hopes  that  we  may 
find  some  solution  of  the  problem.     I 
would  also  offer  my  congpratulations  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  opposite 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  in  respect,  not 
of  the  Motion  he  has  made,  but  of  the 
Motion  he  has  not  made.    AVhen  I  saw 
that  Notice,  and  that  it  was  to  be  perse- 
vered with,  I  regretted  it.     It  appears 
to  me  that  if  he  had  made  that  Motion 
in  the  present  state  of  Business,  it  would 
have  been  an   error  from   his  point  of 
view,  and  would  have  interposed  oustacles 
to  the  legitimate  discussion  and  progress 
of  this  Bill.     Clearly,  I  think  that,  ac- 
cording  to  the  ordinary  and  reasonable 
mode  of  proceeding,  we  could  now  set 
about  dealing  with  the  actual  provisions 


of  the  Bill  which  will  determine  the 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant 
under  the  new  law  ;  and  when  you  have 
fixed  those  relations,  then  will  be  the 
time  to  consider  whether  there  is  injury 
of  a  nature  requiring  compensation  on 
the  one  side  or  the  other.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  has  allowed  us — and  I 
thank  him  for  it — to  approach  the  con- 
sideration of  these  practical  questions, 
and  according  to  the  decisions  on  these 
practical  questions,  and  according  to  the 
light  that  may  be  thrown  upon  them,  he 
will  have  the  means  of  judging  at  the 
proper  time  whether  he  has  occasion  to 
raise  them  or  not.  If  I  do  not  in  detail 
refer  to  some  of  the  remarks  upon  other 
passages  of.  the  Bill,  I  hope  it  will  be 
understood  that  is  from  no  want  of  re- 
spect for  the  hon.  Members  who  have 
made  them,  but  is  simply  because  we 
have  reached  a  point  when  we  cannot 
make  proper  progress  except  in  Com- 
mittee. The  preliminary  obstacle  has 
been  removed,  for  it  appears  that  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  proposed  to  give 
Instructions  to  the  Committee  were  not 
in  a  position  to  give  those  Instructions. 
That  being  so,  I  hope  that,  the  evening 
being  now  spent,  we  may  be  permitted 
to  take  the  preliminary  and  first  essen- 
tial step  of  dealing  with  the  Motion  that 
you  shall  leave  the  Chair,  and  then  we 
can  proceed  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  one  by  one  to-morrow. 

8iR  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
am  not  at  all  disposed  to  deny  that  the 
time  has  come  when  it  would  be  conve- 
nient to  take  the  step  which  has  been 
suggested.  At  the  same  time,  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  blame  to  be  thrown 
on  the  House  for  the  manner  and  the 
fulness  of  the  discussion  that  has  taken 
place  upon  this  Bill ;  and  even  if  there 
had  been  a  disposition  to  carry  on  the 
discussion  at  tho  present  moment  for  a 
longer  time,  I  think  there  would  have 
been  much  to  be  said  in  view  of  the 
very  large  number  of  Amendments  which 
have  been  i)laced  on  the  Paper,  with 
regard  to  which  it  is  not  inconvenient 
that  there  should  bo  some  discussion 
indicating  which  of  those  were  the 
Amendments  upon  which  the  greatest 
stress  would  be  laid,  for  the  matter  now 
seems  to  have  resolved  itself  into  this — 
that  we  may  do  well  to  enter  into  a  dis- 
cussion of  tho  clauses  as  they  stand, 
bearing  in  mind  that  when  we  are  in 
Committee  wo  shall  be  met  with  another 
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difficulty  in  discussing  the  principle  of 
these  clauses — that  the  whole  scheme 
hangs  a  great  deal  together  ;  but  when 
we  are  discussing  one  clause  we  shall 
not  be  allowed  to  refer  to  another  when 
the  two  are  connected.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  expressed 
surprise  and  regret  at  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cambridge  (Mr.  W.  Fowler)  having 
made  some  observations  with  regard  to 
the  Land  Act  of  1870.  Well,  but  we 
certainly  cannot  help  from  time  to  time 
recalling  the  memory  of  that  Act.  There 
were  many  things  in  connection  with 
that  Act ;  and  when  the  Prime  Minister 
told  us  that,  in  reference  to  a  particular 
question,  neither  he  nor  any  of  his  Col- 
leagues had  propounded  a  particular 
mode,  or  a  particular  interpretation  of 
a  clause,  we  could  not  be  satisfied  with 
what  he  and  his  Colleagues  propounded. 
We  must  look  into  the  Bill  itself,  for 
there  were  a  great  many  things  that 
were  propounded  which,  after  all,  we 
find  are  now  thrown  aside.  We  are 
referred,  in  regard  to  certain  matters, 
not  to  the  interpretation  put  on  the 
clause,  but  to  the  Bill  itself ;  and  there- 
fore I  was  not  surprised  to  hear  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cambridge,  who  took 
an  active  part  in  the  proceedings  on  your 
Bill,  express  some  astonishment  at  the 
change  which  seems  to  have  come  over 
the  feelings  of  the  friends  of  the  Act  of 
1870  in  respect  to  every  important  ques- 
tion such  as  those  we  are  discussing. 
With  regard  to  the  question  that  has 
been  raised  by  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  behind  mo  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bart- 
telot),  it  is  really  one  of  the  very  highest 
importance.  It  is  one,  I  readily  grant, 
that  we  could  not  bring  to  the  vote  at 
the  present  moment  with  full  advan- 
tage, because  it  is  difficult  to  show  what 
is  the  precise  amount  of  damage  and 
confiscation  this  Bill  will  cause  until  we 
have  made  some  progress  with  it.  But 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  having 
called  attention  to  the  subject  as  one  of 
the  prominent  matters  for  consideration, 
it  will  be  understood  before  we  discuss 
the  Bill  that  we  have  the  question  at  all 
events  in  our  minds.  I  think  I  may 
gather  from  what  has  been  said  by 
other  Gentlemen  that  that  feeling  is  not 
confined  to  Members  who  sit  on  this 
side ;  but  I  think  that  there  will  bo  a 
mutual  disposition  to  do  justice  to  those 
who  may  suffer  in  consequence  of  any 
steps  which  may  be  taken.      I  under- 

8ir  Siaford  NorihcoU 


stand  that  we  are  now  asked  simply  to 
move  the  Speaker  out  of  the  Chair,  and 
that  we  shall  proceed  to  discuas  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill  to-morrow  mondng 
at  the  Morning  Sitting.  We  shall  be 
quite  prepared  to  do  all  we  can  to  give 
proper  facilities  for  the  discussion  oithe 
Bill  with  no  desire  whatever  to  obstruct 
it.  At  the  same  time,  I  hope  that  we 
may  not  be  called  to  task  if  we  discuas 
very  fully  and  carefully  the  important 
questions  which  will  be  raised,  and 
tiiat  we  shall  not  be  taken  too  atricUj 
to  account  for  considering  the  beaiing 
of  particular  provisions  upon  the  otlur 

parts  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  R.  N.  FOWLER  must  apologiie 
to  the  House  for  rising  at  that  moment, 
after  the  two  speeches  they  had  just 
listened  to  from  the  Leaaers  of  the 
House.  His  apology,  however,  must 
be  this — that  in  ,the  course  of  the  long 
debates  which  must  ensue  in  Committee, 
he  did  not  intend  to  trespass  upon  the 
attention  of  the  House.  He  was  only 
anxious  now  to  state  the  objectionfl 
which  he  entertained  to  the  BiU.  His 
views  were  in  accordance  with  those 
which  had  been  expressed  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  county  of  Had- 
dingtonshire (Lord  Elcho).  He  objected 
to  the  BiU  on  two  g^unds.  In  the  first 
place,  it  was  a  BUI  which  violated  the 
great  principle  of  freedom  of  contract ; 
and  in  the  next  place,  he  regarded  the 
measure  as  a  concession  to  sedition.  In 
regard  to  the  first  objection,  he  knew 
that  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  were  staunch  maintainors  of 
the  principle  of  freedom  of  contract,  and 
for  the  life  of  him  he  could  not  under- 
stand why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Ijancagtw 
was  to  have  the  privilege  of  buying 
his  goods  in  the  cheapest  market  and 
selling  them  in  the  dearest,  whUe  his 
CoUeague  the  Lord  Chamberlain  was  to 
be  refused  the  privUeg^  of  letting  his 
farms  to  the  highest  bidder.  In  the  next 
place,  he  could  not  but  feel  that  the  BiU 
was  a  concession  to  the  sedition  whieh 
had  prevailed  for  some  time  in  Ireland. 
He  had  referred  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
Lord  Chamberlain.  He  recoUeoted  the 
present  Lord  Chamberlain,  when  Lord 
Uastlerosse,  sitting  on  the  Benches  op- 
posite ;  and  the  Members  of  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  would  agree  with  him, 
although  he  was  afraid  they  would  con- 
cur with  him  in  nothing  else,  that  a  more 
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high-minded  and  oourteous  Gentleman 
never  oooupied  a  seat  on  the  Treasury 
Bench.  But  what  did  they  find  in  re- 
gard to  the  Earl  of  Kenmare?  This 
high-minded  Nobleman,  who  had  done 
80  much  to  improve  his  estates  in  Ire- 
land, and  who  was  not  an  object  of 
any  religious  difficulty,  because,  as  was 
well  known,  his  religious  views  coin- 
cided with  those  of  the  great  majority  of 
the  Irish  people — this  excellent  and  dis- 
tinguishea  Nobleman  had  been  driven 
out  of  Ireland  by  the  conduct  of  his 
neighbours  and  tenants.  It  seemed  to 
him  (Mr.  Fowler)  that,  under  these  cir- 
cnmstances,  they  ought  to  hesitate  be- 
fore they  assented  to  a  Bill  which  was 
a  concession  to  the  sedition  of  the  Irish 
people.  He  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in 
that  House  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  present  Prime  Minister  came 
down  and  proposed  to  cut  down  the 
Upas  tree  of  Protestant  ascendancy,  in 
order  to  send  a  message  of  peace  to 
Ireland.  At  that  time  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  at  the  head  of  as  power- 
ful a  majority  as  he  possessed  at  this 
moment.  It  might  not  be  numerically. 
as  large,  but  it  was  practically  as  power- 
ful. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  cut 
down  the  Upas  tree  of  Protestant  ascen- 
dancy ;  he  abolished  the  Irish  Church  ; 
and  when  he  TMr.  Fowler)  recollected 
the  debates  which  took  place  on  the 
Irish  Church,  he  might  say  that  there 
was  no  portion  of  his  life  upon  which 
he  looked  back  with  more  unmingled 
thankfulness  and  satisfaction  from  the 
knowledge  he  had  that  in  every  division 
ho  had  voted  against  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. The  Upas  tree  of  Protestant 
ascendancy  had  now  been  cut  down ;  and 
be  should  like  to  know  how  many  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  Houso 
would  get  up  and  tell  him  that  Ireland 
was  as  peaceful,  at  this  moment,  as  it  was 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  acceded 
to  power  in  1 868?  He  should  like  to  know 
if  any  hon.  Member  would  say  that  Ire- 
land, at  the  present  moment,  was  in  as 
peaceful  a  condition  as  when  the  Duke 
of  Abercom  left  it  in  that  year  ?  The  ro- 
solt  of  the  legislation  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  previous  Government 
was  depicted  in  a  few  burning  words 
uttered  by  that  illustrious  man  whoso 
recent  loss  they,  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  so  deeply  deplored.  Mr.  Disraeli, 
when  sitting  on  the  Bench  below  him, 


*^  Under  the  guidance  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman we  have  legalized  confiscation ;  we  have 
consecrated  sacrilege,  and  we  have  condoned 
high  treason." 

He  (Mr.  Fowler)  believed  there  was  no 
more  sacrilege  to  consecrate ;  but  with 
regard  to  legalizing  confiscation  and  con- 
doning hi^h  treason,  although  he  hoped 
never  again  in  the  course  of  these  de- 
bates to  trouble  either  the  Committee  or 
the  House,  he  wished  emphatically  to 
say  that  on  every  occasion  he  hoped  to 
give  his  vote  against  this  Bill. 

Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Pabt  I. 

Obdinaby  Conditions  of  Tenancies. 

Clause  1  (Sale  of  tenancies). 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  (ifr. 
O  lads  tone,) 

SibR.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  there 
was  one  question  he  would  like  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister.  In  the  course  of 
the  debate  on  the  second  reading  he 
understood  that  the  wording  of  the  Bill 
in  the  second  part,  which  related  to  the 
intervention  of  the  Court,  and  especially 
of  the  7th  clause,  was  not  happy,  and 
that  it  was  desirable  to  amend  it.  He 
wished  to  know  from  the  Prime  Minister 
whether  any  Government  Amendments 
were  likely  to  be  put  down  ?  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  indicate  at  an 
early  period  how  the  language  of  the 
7th  clause  might  be  amended,  it  would 
probably  greatly  facilitate  the  discussion 
of  the  clause  in  Committee. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  thought  it  would  be  a 
great  convenience  to  the  House  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  explain  the 
course  he  proposed  to  adopt  in  regard  to 
the  further  progress  of  the  Bill,  and 
whether  ho  intended  to  take  Morning 
Sittings  or  not.  It  would  be  convenient 
for  private  Members  to  kn,ow  whether 
Morning  Sittings  would  now  be  con- 
tinuous ;  because,  if  they  were,  private 
Members  would  be  deprived  of  the  only 
days  now  open  to  thorn. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  thought  it 
was  understood  that  the  Government  in- 
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tended  to  proceed  witli  the  Bill  at  Morn- 
ing Sittings  on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays. 
With  regard  to  the  question  put  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  we  have  con- 
sidered the  matter  to  which  he  refers, 
and  our  proposal  is  to  deal  with  Clause  1 
in  the  first  instance.  By  taking  that 
course  we  believe  that  we  shall  raise  the 
several  points  in  the  most  convenient 
form.  After  we  have  dealt  with  Clause 
1 ,  we  shall  have  something  to  guide  us 
in  framing  the  proper  phraseology  of 
the  rest  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  this  was  a  convenient  opportunity  for 
asking  the  Government  if  it  was  intended 
to  take  perpetual  Morning  Sittings  for 
the  rest  of  the  Session,  to  give  to  private 
Members  some  opportunity  for  bringing 
on  the  questions  they  desired  to  submit, 
by  making  a  House  and  keeping  it  in  the 
evening?  He  alluded  more  especially 
to  Tuesday  evenings.  The  Government 
were  already  under  an  absolute  obliga- 
tion to  make  a  House  so  far  as  Friday 
evening  was  concerned ;  but  the  duty  of 
keeping  it  devolved  upon  independent 
Members  themselves.  He  took  it  that 
the  duty  of  making  a  House  was,  by  the 
Rules  of  the  House  which  related  to 
Sittings  on  Friday,  a  positive  engage- 
ment on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
But  then  came  the  Tuesday  Sittings.  Ho 
thought  that  the  House  had  some  claim 
upon  the  Government  to  assist  hon. 
Members  in  making  and  keeping  a  House 
on  Tuesdays,  at  all  events,  during  the 
remainder  of  the  present  Session.  The 
same  claim  might  not  apply  to  an  ordi- 
nary Session;  but,  as  the  House  was 
aware,  all  the  private  Members'  nights 
before  Easter  were  taken  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  independent  Members 
were  obliged  to  give  up  a  large  number 
of  Motions  they  were  anxious  to  bring 
forward.  He  therefore  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  give  some  kind 
of  assurance  that  the  Government  might 
be  able  to  find  it  in  their  power  to  make 
some  bond  fide  effort  to  make  a  House 
both  upon  Tuesday  and  upon  Friday,  in 
the  event  of  private  Members  not  ob- 
jecting to  Morning  Sittings  on  those 
days. 

Mr.  HEALY  hoped  that  the  Chair- 
man would  be  able  to  give  some  contra- 
diction to  a  rumour  to  the  effect  that 
when  the  consideration  of  the  2,000 
Amendments  of  which  Notice  had  bean 
given  came  on,  it  was  his  intention  to 

Mr,  Oladitone 


'  allow  the  first  Amendment  to  be  dispoMd 
of,  and  then  to  follow  the  course  adopted 
in  the  debates  on  the  Coercion  Bill,  and 
rule  all  other  Amendments  relating  to 
the  same  matter  to  be  out  of  Order.  He 
knew  what  newspaper  gossip  was,  and 
did  not  himself  give  much  credence  to 
the  rumour.  It  would  be  most  unfair, 
in  the  event  of  an  hon.  Member  obtain- 
ing precedence  for  a  bad  Amendment, 
to  rule  that  any  other  Amendmeati 
although  there  might  be  several  good 
ones  on  the  same  point,  were  to  be  shat 
out.  He  would,  therefore,  put  the  Ques- 
tion direct  to  the  Chairman,  whether 
there  was  any  foundation  for  the  nunonr, 
and  whether  such  an  intention  really 
existed,  so  that  hon.  Members  in  that 
and  other  parts  of  the  House  who  pro- 
posed to  move  Amendments  might  have 
timely  Notice?  He  certainly  Uiought 
that  a  clear  and  distinct  intimation  ought 
to  be  given  by  the  Chair. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  not  for  me 
to  interpose  between  the  Chairman  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy),  or  to  make  any  answer  to  his 
appeal ;  but  I  must  say  that  I  heard  the 
assertion  with  surprise  that  the  Boles 
upon  which  the  procedure  was  conducted 
in  Committee  upon  the  Protection  of 
Person  and  Property  Bill  for  Ireland  in- 
volved anything  new.  The  proceedings 
in  regard  to  that  Bill  were  conducted 
upon  the  fixed  and  established  and 
usual  Rules  of  the  House,  and  which 
are,  in  fact,  justified  by  the  necessity  of 
making  progress.  No  doubt,  the  hon. 
Member  is  justified  in  saying  that  there 
is  a  great  deal  that  is  arbitrary  in  the 
precedence  given  to  one  Member  over 
another ;  and  it  may  often,  unfortunately, 
happen  that  an  insignificant  Amendment 
obtains  precedence,  while  an  important 
and  significant  Amendment  is  excluded. 
But  that  is  an  evil  under  which  we  con- 
tinually suffer.  For  instance.  Motions 
are  put  down  for  a  private  Members' 
evening.  It  so  happens  that  the  fint 
two  or  three  of  them  are  Motions  in 
which  no  one  feels  the  slightest  interest, 
except  the  Members  who  bring  them  for- 
ward, whereas  there  may  bo  Motions  in 
the  rear  of  them  of  very  great  interest 
and  importance,  which  are  shut  out  by 
those  which  have  been  more  favoured 
by  fortune.  I  do  not  know  whether  our 
Rules  in  this  respect  can  be  improved ; 
but  it  is  quite  clear  that  they  cannot  be 
arbitrarily  changed,   and  we  must  pro- 
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eeed  npon  tbem  until  we  are  able  to 
substitute  better.  In  regard  to  the  ob- 
serrations  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill),  while  it  is  perfectly  true  that 
independent  Members  suffered  heavily 
during  the  first  three  moaths  of  this 
year,  I  am  sure  the  candour  with  which 
the  noble  Lord  has  spoken  will  prevent 
him  from  saying  that  there  was  any 
gain  to  the  Government.  The  Govern- 
ment were  themselves  as  completely  shut 
out  from  prosecuting  Public  Business  as 
private  Members  were  shut  out  from 
prosecuting  the  Motions  they  wished  to 
bring  forward.  It  was  a  common  loss. 
With  regard  to  Morning  Sittings,  my 
understanding  is  this — So  far  as  Tues- 
days are  concerned,  the  making  and 
keeping  of  a  House  is  an  affair  for 
private  Members  themselves;  and  the 
House  must  take  its  chance,  depending 
entirely  on  the  interest  taken  in  the  Mo- 
tions about  to  be  submitted.  But  with 
reg^ard  to  Fridays,  the  case  is  different » 
because  while  the  Government  are  called 
upon  to  use  their  best  endeavours  to 
make  a  House — and,  I  believe,  their 
engagement  does  not  go  further — it  is 
their  duty,  I  think,  as  far  as  they  can, 
to  make  every  reasonable  endeavour  to 
keep  a  House. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  remarked,  that, 
10  far  as  he  understood,  the  Morning 
Sitting  on  Friday  had  been  obtained  by 
appointing  a  Bill  of  comparatively  no 
importance — the  Land  Tax  Commis- 
sioners' Names  Bill — for  2  o'clock  on 
that  day.  By  that  means  the  arrange- 
ment was  made  without  the  knowledge 
of  many  hon.  Members.  So  far  as  he 
was  concerned,  he  should  certainl]^  not 
offer  any  opposition  to  the  appointment 
of  a  Morning  Sitting  for  to-morrow ;  but 
he  thought  the  matter  ought  not  to  have 
been  settled  at  the  backs  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers. It  was  most  desirable  that,  when 
it  was  intended  to  take  Morning  Sit- 
tings, hon.  Members  having  Notices  on 
the  Paper  should  be  aware  of  it,  so  that 
they  might  have  an  opportunity  of  chal- 
lenging the  proposal  if  they  thought  £t 
to  do  so. 

^  Ma.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  not 
in  the  House  when  the  arrangement  was 
made ;  but  he  understood  tliat  the  an- 
nonncement  would  be  that  tho  Govern- 
ment would  ask  for  Morning  Sittings  for 
the  purpose  of  prosecuting  this  Bill. 
The  anangement,  he  believ^,  was  made 

YOL.  OOLXI.      [thibd  sxries.] 


with  the  concurrence  of  all  persons  con- 
cerned in  it.  In  order  that  there  might 
be  no  misunderstanding,  he  should  ask, 
when  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair,  that 
the  Bill  be  fixed  for  a  Morning  Sitting 
to-morrow. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE 
wished  to  note  that  there  was  a  distinct 
step  backwards,  so  to  speak,  in  what 
the  Government  now  said.  With  regard 
to  tho  Sittings  on  Tuesdays,  of  course 
no  one  understood  that  the  Government 
were  under  any  special  obligation  to 
make  or  keep  a  House ;  but,  up  to  the 
present  time,  it  had  been  the  rule — at 
all  events,  the  late  Government  acknow- 
ledged and  continually  acted  upon  it — 
to  come  down  and  make  a  House  at  9 
o'clock,  leaving  the  House  to  continue 
or  not  according  to  the  view  which  might 
be  taken  by  hon.  Members.  It  appeared 
that  tho  present  Government  acted  on 
tho  principle  of  reversing  this  policy. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
that  his  recollection  did  not  confirm  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.  The  imperative  duty,  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  to 
belong  to  the  late  Government,  of  mak- 
ing a  House  on  Tuesday  evenings  must 
have  been  very  imperfectly  performed, 
because  he  was  quite  sure  that  on  many 
occasions  those  unfortunate  **  counts- 
out  **  actually  occurred,  in  spite  of  what, 
he  had  no  doubt,  was  the  sincere  de- 
sire of  the  late  Government  to  prevent 
them. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  observed,  that 
he  had  a  distinct  recollection  that  during 
the  tenure  of  Office  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment, the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man opposite  was  very  rarely  in  his 
place  at  9  o'clock  on  Tuesdays  and  Fri- 
days when  there  had  been  Morning 
Sittings.  From  his  own  knowledge, 
having  been  present  in  the  House 
throughout  the  greater  part  of  the  last 
Parliament,  he  could  say  that  when  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  late  Government  to 
ask  the  House  to  sit  on  Tuesdays,  they 
made  it  the  rule  to  be  in  their  places  at 
9  o'clock  in  the  evening.  It  was  true 
that  the  House  had  been  frequently 
counted  out ;  but  on  those  occasions 
there  were  some  18  or  20  Members  of 
the  Government  present.  The  late  Go- 
vernment regarded  it  as  their  duty  to 
make  a  House ;  but,  having  done  so, 
they  were  not  responsible  for  what  after- 
wards occurred. 
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LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  that,  whatever  had  been  the  rule 
of  the  Government,  they  were  certainly 
unfortunate  in  their  endeavours  to  carry 
it  out.  He  remembered  that  when  the 
Motion  on  the  Endowed  Schools  of  Ire- 
land was  appointed  for  discussion  at  an 
Evening  Sitting  after  a  Morning  Sitting, 
the  House  was  obviously  and  notoriously 
counted  out  through  the  influence  of  the 
late  Government. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  sudden  announcement  of  Morn- 
ing Sittings  for  12  or  2  o'clock  the  fol- 
lowing day  would  not  be  made  after  12 
o'clock  at  night.  It  was  totally  impos- 
sible that  hon.  Members  could  conduct 
their  correspondence  and  their  ordinary 
business  if  they  were  not  informed  by 
that  time  at  what  hour  the  House  would 
meet  next  day.  He  remembered  this 
had  been  the  practice  during  a  former 
Administration  of  the  present  Prime 
Minister;  and  he  trusted  the  House 
would  insist  that  at  an  early  hour  of  the 
Sitting  on  the  dav  previous  they  should 
be  informed  at  what  hour  they  were  to 
meet  again.  Unless  this  was  done  it 
was  impossible  for  private  Members,  or 
for  any  Member  of  the  House,  to  con- 
duct the  necessary  communications  with 
their  constituents,  or  to  prepare  them- 
selves for  debate.  The  result  of  violating 
this  understanding  was  the  perpetutd 
moving  of  adjournments.  Again,  when 
the  Rules  of  Urgency  were  adopted  by 
the  House,  it  was  provided  that  adequate 
Notice  of  bringing  those  Rules  into  force 
should  be  given.  That  was  the  last  pre- 
cedent set  up  by  the  House  bearing  upon 
the  subject;  and  he  trusted  that  the 
House,  out  of  self-respect,  would  insist 
upon  its  observance,  and  that  it  would 
never  submit  to  Morning  Sittings  un- 
less Notice  was  given  before  post  time 
on  the  preceding  day. 

The  chairman  said,  before  the 
Question  was  put  he  should  be  glad  to 
relieve  the  mmd  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  by  stating  that 
after  a  hard  day's  work  he  had  only 
succeeded  in  getting  through  the  Amend- 
ments on  Clause  1 .  He  had  been  work- 
ing with  the  object  of  preventing  one 
Amendment  killing  another. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 


Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Qpreni- 
ment  proposed  to  take  the  BiU  to- 
morrow, immediately  after  the  Report 
of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 
Bill. 

ALKALI,  &c.  WORKS  REGULATION 
BILL— [Lorrf*.]— [Bill  119.] 

{Mr,  Dodson.) 
COMMITTEE.     [^Progrees  2nd  ITtfjr.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  3  to  8,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Provisional  Order  to  pre- 
vent discharge  of  certain  gases  in  salt 
works). 

Mr.  WILBRAHAM  EGERTON  said, 
there  was  an  Amendment  down  in  the 
name  of  his  nohle  Friend  (Earl  Percy), 
which,  in  his  absence,  he  would  move. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  4,  line  8,  after  **  carried  on,**  iniett 
**  or  in  any  galvanizing  or  tin-plate  woriu  ia 
which  iron  is  treated  with  acid  preriooj  to 
receiving  a  coating  of  tin  or  other  metiL"— 
{Mr,  Wilbraham  Mgerton,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  wordi 
be  there  inserted.'* 

Mb.  dodson  was  sorry  to  saj  he 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment.  He 
would  not  detain  the  Committee  by  dis- 
cussing its  merits;  but  would  merelj 
point  out  that  if  it  were  accepted  it 
would  be  extremely  unfair  to  a  grett 
many  works  in  the  countiy  which  hid 
been  given  to  understand  that  tbej 
would  not  be  affected  by  the  measure. 
There  were  a  considerable  number  of 
these  works  scattered  over  a  wide  p«ii 
of  the  country  which  would  come  under 
inspection  if  this  proposal  were  adopted, 
and  a  large  additional  staff  of  Inspec- 
tors would  have  to  be  appointed.  Un- 
der the  circumstances,  although  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Boyal  Commie- 
sioners  had  not  been  followed,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  press  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  said, 
that  at  this  hour — 1  o'clock  in  the 
morning — and  as  they  had  a  Morning 
Sitting  before  them,  he  thought  it  onlj 
reasonable  that  they  should  now  allow 
the  Chairman  to  report  Progress.  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  appeared  to  be  so  exhausted  tint 
he  could  not  speak  Imid  enough  for  tnj 
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hon.  Members  to  hear  him.  f*  Oh, 
oh !  "]  Well,  he  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor) 
had  been  unable  to  catch  one  single 
word  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said,  and  it  must  be  confessed  that  the 
lilembers  of  the  Government  were  not 
the  only  persons  in  the  House  who  were 
ezhanstea.  He  would  move  to  report 
Progpress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
[Mr,  Arthur  O'Connor.) 

Mb.  DODSON  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  could  hear  him  now,  and  was  sorry 
that  the  words  he  had  uttered  had  failed 
to  reach  everyone  in  the  House.  As 
far  as  he  and  his  Friends  were  con- 
cerned— and  he  thought  that,  on  this 
matter,  he  could  speak  for  the  majority 
of  hon.  Members  opposite— they  were 
anxious  to  see  this  matter  settled.  The 
clauses  he  was  asking  the  Committee  to 
go  through  were,  suostantially,  agreed 
to.  He  might  say  that  with  the  excep- 
tion of  that  now  under  discussion  there 
was  not  an  Amendment  to  the  clause  he 
wished  the  Committee  to  take  which  was 
opposed  by  any  hon.  Member  interested 
in  the  measure  on  either  side  of  the 
House.  He  might  say  that  all  he  pro- 
posed to  do  to-night  was  to  go  through 
the  Bill  as  far  as  the  25th  clause,  which 
was  a  contested  provision.  Under  the 
circumstances,  he  trusted  hon.  Members 
opposite  would  allow  the  measure  to  go 
forward.  It  was  not  in  any  sense  a 
Party  measure.  It  was  a  Bill  in  which 
manufacturers  and  residents  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  manufactories  were 
alike  interested,  both  being  anxious 
that  it  should  become  law  as  soon  as 
possible. 

Mr.  A.  M.  SULLIVAN  pointed  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  that  ho  had  had 
sufficient  proof  that  he  had  been  labour- 
ing under  a  misconception  as  to  the 
physical  powers  of  the  Member  of  the 
fJovemment  in  charge  of  the  Bill,  and 
appealed  to  him  to  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion. It  had  been  clearly  demonstrated 
that  not  only  was  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Dodflon)  physically,  but  men- 
tally, and  in  the  best  possible  temper, 
prepared  to  go  on  with  the  Bill.  There 
waa  another  reason  he  would  venture  to 
wggest  to  the  hon.  Member  why  he 
ahoold  not  press  on  his  Motion,  and  it 


was  this — that  in  the  future  an  Irish 
Bill  would  have  to  make  large  demands 
on  the  time  of  the  House  ;  and  for  that 
reason  he  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan),  for  one, 
as  an  Irish  Member,  was  prepared  to 
remain  in  the  House  an  hour  or  two 
longer  in  order  to  help  through  an  Eng- 
lish Bill  which  was  desired  by  the  Eng- 
lish people.  He  was  sure  he  was  not 
appealing  in  vain  to  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  WILBRAHAM  EGERTON  said, 
that  after  the  appeal  from  the  Govern- 
ment he  would  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. It  was  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
missioners—or so  his  noble  Friend  (Earl 
Percy)  had  thought— that  such  a  clause 
as  this  should  be  inserted  in  any  mea- 
sure introduced  on  this  subject.  So  far 
as  the  Bill  dealt  with  a  certain  class  of 
works,  however,  it  had  his  (Mr.  Wil- 
braham  Egerton's)  support,  and  he 
would  not  delay  its  progress  by  pressing 
his  Amendment. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  A.  M. 
Sullivan)  must  have  a  very  short  memory 
if  he  thought  the  Irish  Members  were 
anxious  to  pass  the  Government  Land 
Bill,  which  they  looked  upon  as  a  most 
absurd  measure.  He  would  not  ask  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  to 
withdraw  his  Motion.  What  they  had 
to  consider  was,  were  they  going  to  con- 
sent to  stay  in  the  House  until  2,  3,  and 
4  o'clock  every  morning  ?  For  his  own 
part,  whenever  a  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress was  made  after  1  o'clock  in  the 
morning  he  should  support  it. 

Mr.  call  AN  said,  that  before  the 
Committee  went  to  a  division  he  wished 
to  say  that,  for  an  opposite  reason  to 
that  given  by  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down,  he  intended  to  vote  with 
the  Government.  In  his  opinion,  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  was  not  an 
**  absurd "  measure,  and  he  would 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
County  not  to  offer  any  obstruction  to 
any  Government  measure  which  could 
in  any  form  or  way  delay  the  progress 
of  that  Bill.  It  must  not  be  supposed 
that  many  of  the  Irish  Members — he 
amongst  the  number — abstained  from 
voting  on  the  second  reading  because 
they  considered  the  measure  absurd; 
and  he  wished  to  enter  a  most  decided 
protest  against  any  such  language  being 
used  in  roj^ard  to  the  Land  Bill. 

Mr.  AliXnUR  O'CONNOR  said, 
that  after  the  very  satisfactory,  though 
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unusual  exhibition  they  had  had  of 
sympathy  and  agreement  between  the 
hon.  Members  for  Heath  and  Louth  (Mr. 
A.  M.  Sullivan  and  Mr.  Callan),  he  was 
not  disposed  to  interfere  with  the  con- 
tinuance of  those  feelings.  Unques- 
tionably, there  was  a  disadvantage  in 
proceeding  with  measures  at  this  hour 
of  the  morning,  when  their  Business 
was  conducted  in  whispers.  Yesterday 
an  hon.  Member  sitting  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench,  distinctly  and  intentionally 
placing  his  hand  before  his  mouth,  had 
conducted  a  portion  of  the  Business  in 
a  low  whisper,  in  order  that  the  course 
he  desired  the  House  to  take  should 
meet  with  no  opposition.  In  the  lowest 
tone  that  he  could  contrive,  he  had  pro- 
posed that  the  House  should  sit  at  2 
o'clock  to-morrow  ;  and  it  was  not  until 
the  Speaker  had  refused  to  recognize  such 
an  imusual  proceeding,  and  had  called 
upon  the  hon.  Member  to  state  his  pro- 
posal clearly,  that  the  proposal  was 
made  known  to  the  House.  That  was 
one  example  of  the  dangers  they  would 
have  to  face  if  they  allowed  the  Busi- 
ness to  be  conducted  in  whispers ;  and  it 
had  taught  him  that  it  was  always  de- 
sirable, when  they  could  not  hear  what 
was  going  on,  to  propose  an  adjourn- 
ment of  the  discussion.  The  first  short 
speech  of  the  ri^ht  hon  Gentleman  (Mr. 
iDodson)  he  had  been  unable  to  hear, 
and  he  had  said  so  to  the  Committee ; 
but  after  the  manifestation  the  right 
hon.  Member  had  since  given  of  the 
excellence  of  his  physical  powers — which 
he  hoped  he  might  long  continue  to 
enjoy — he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  was  ready  to 
admit  that  the  President  of  the  Local 
(Jovemment  Board  was  in  a  position  to 
conduct  the  Business  of  the  Committee. 
As  it  was  the  feeling  of  the  Committee 
that  they  should  go  on  with  the  Bill  he 
would  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  4,  line  13,  after  **  diacharged,"  to 
insert  ''Also  whether  in  any  works  in  which 
alominous  deposits  are  treated  for  the  purpose 
of  making  cement,  hereinafter  called  '  cement 
works,'  snch  means  as  aforesaid  can  be  adopted 
with  respect  to  the  noxious  or  offensivo  gases 
evolred  nom  such  works."— (iSir  Sydns^  Water- 
low,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr,  Arthur  O'Connor 


Mb.  DODSON  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Amendment  was  to  insert  cement 
works  in  Clause  9.  That  had  been  tob- 
stantially  agreed  to  in  an  Amendment 
already  adopted,  and  the  present  pro- 
posal was  only  a  formal  one  to  make  the 
words  of  the  clause  agree  with  the  in- 
tention of  the  Committee. 

Mb.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  failed  to  see 
how  that  was  so. 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  the  hon.  Member 
evidently  had  a  wrong  copy  of  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  agrtod  to. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  4,  line  19,  after  **  gas,**  insert  *'  tad 
in  the  case  of  cement  works  of  any  noxioQi  or 
offensive  gas." — {Sir  Sidney  WtUerhve.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  4,  line  23,  at  end,  add,  **  The  Botrd 
shall  take  such  steps  as  they  may  think  fit  for 
giving  notice  to  persons  interested  of  the  pro- 
visions  of  any  order  made,  by  them  under  tfaif 
section  before  any  Bill  for  confirming  the  nait 
is  introduced  into  Parliament." — {Mr,  Dodtm,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Pabt  m. 

(♦.)  Registration  of  Works. 

Clause  10  (Hegistration  of  works,  and 
stamp  duty). 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  he  now  roM  to 
move  an  Amendment  which  had  beea 
put  down  by  the  hon.  Member  behind 
him  (Sir  Sydney  Waterlow). 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  rose  to 
Order.  He  wished  to  ask  the  Chairman 
whether  it  was  competent  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment of  another  Member  without  giving 
Notice  ?  The  Speaker  had  ruled  that  it 
could  not  be  done. 

Sib  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  said, 
the  Amendments  were  put  down  vexy 
late  last  night,  and  they  appeared  in 
his  name  by  a  mistake. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Arthur  0*Connor)  refers  to  i 
Rule  of  the  House  which  is  not  a  Bale 
of  the  Committee.  There  is  no  pre- 
vious Notice  necessary. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  lint 
84,  leave  out  '•  scheduled.'^  —  (ifr- 
Dodson.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
34,  after  "work,"  insert  '*to  which 
Part  n.  of  this  Act  applies."— (ifr. 
Jhdion,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendments  proposed. 

In  pa^  5,  lino  1,  leave  out  **Bcheduled/'  and 
page  5,  line  1,  line  8,  and  line  17,  after  "  work," 
iniert  •*  required  to  be  registered.  *' — {Mr. 
Dodton.) 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
17,  after  "  work,"  insert  "  not  being  an 
alkali  work."— (i/r.  Stevenson.) 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

daose,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  11  (Certificate  of  inspector 
prior  to  registration  of  new  works;. 

Mb.  STEVENSON  moved,  in  page  5, 
line  34,  to  leave  out  "  an,"  and  insert 
"the  chief."  His  object  was  to  lay 
the  responsibility  upon  the  Chief  In- 
spector. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  STEVENSON  formally  moved, 
in  page  6,  line  34,  after  ''inspector,"  to 
insert  ''after  his  own  examination  or 
that  of  an  inspector." 

Mb.  R.  power  thought  it  but  proper 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  should  state 
why  he  proposed  to  make  this  altera- 
tion. 

Mb.  STEVENSON  said,  he  had  under- 
stood  no  objection  was  raised  to  the 
Amendment.  In  explanation,  he  might 
say  that  this  was  a  case  in  which  a  cer- 
tificate was  required  before  a  new  work 
was  allowed  to  be  registered.  The  cer- 
tificate wa«,  by  the  Amendment  just 
adopted,  to  be  granted  by  the  Chief 
Inspector ;  and  he  (Mr.  Stevenson)  now 
proposed  that  either  the  Chief  Inspector, 
or  a  Sub-Inspector,  should  make  the 
preliminary  examination  of  the  works. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Claoae,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

(iV.)  Impeetion. 

Ganse  12  (Appointment  of  Inspec- 
tors). 

Mb,  DODSON  moved  to  add,  after 
line  20,  page  6 — 

"Th«  MUriet  and  remuneration  of  the  in- 
■pectora,  and  all  inch  expenses  of  the  execution 
cs  thia  Act  ma  the  Commisaionera  of  Uer  Ma- 


jesty's Treasury  mav  sanction,  shall  be  paid  out 
of  money  provided  by  Parliament.** 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WILBRAHAM  EGERTON 
moved  to  add  at  end  of  the  Clause — 

"A  person  holding  the  office  of  Chief  In- 
spector, other  than  the  person  at  the  commence- 
ment  of  this  Act  mentioned,  shall  not  be 
employed  in  any  other  work  except  by  the 
authority  appointing  him  to  such  office.*' 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  those  words 
be  there  adaed." 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  the 
Amendment  was  worded  quite  differ- 
ently to  that  of  which  Notice  had  been 
given.  He  took  it  for  granted  that,  as 
it  W6LS  now  put,  it  referred  to  the  office 
of  Chief  Inspector;  and  he  supposed 
they  would  have  an  assurance  that  the 
salary  of  the  Chief  Inspector  would  be 
something  very  different  to  that  which 
he  now  received. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  which  had  been  proposed 
by  his  hon.  Friend,  and  which  he  (Mr. 
Dodson)  had  accepted,  was  to  ^ve  effect 
to  the  recommendations  of  the  Royal 
Commission  that  all  the  Inspectors  em- 
ployed by  Government  should  give  their 
undivided  services  to  the  public.  The 
only  exception  was  in  the  csise  of  the 
very  eminent  person  who  now  held  the 
office  of  Chief  Inspector,  and  he  had 
always  been  in  an  exceptional  posi- 
tion. 

]Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  answered 
him.  He  said  he  took  it  for  granted 
that  the  Amendment  applied  only  to  the 
case  of  the  Chief  Inspector.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  now  said  all  the 
Assistant  Inspectors  were  to  devote  their 
whole  time  to  the  public  service.  They 
now  received  something  like  £200  or 
£300 ;  but  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
the  expense  would  be  three  or  four  times 
as  large  as  now  if  they  were  to  give  all 
their  time. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  labouring  under  a  mis- 
take. All  the  Inspectors  except  the 
Chief  Inspector  now  gave  their  whole 
time. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  13  (Disqualification  of  certain 
persons  for  inspectors). 
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Mr.  EEKINGTON  moved,  in  page  6, 
lino  39,  after  **  applies,"  to  insert  *'or 
in  any  other  chemical  work  for  gain." 
The  Amendment  was  simply  intended  to 
extend  the  definition  of  disqualification 
of  certain  persons  holding  inspector- 
ships. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  pell  asked  at  what  point  it 
was  intended  to  report  Progress  ? 

Mr.  DODSON  proposed  to  go  to  the 
end  of  the  24th  clause.  Hon.  Members 
would  excuse  him  for  reminding  them 
that  that  was  what  he  proposed  at  the 
onset  to  do,  and  in  doing  so  he  stated 
there  was  no  seriously  contested  Amend- 
ment up  to  that  point.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  trusted  the  Committee 
would  allow  them  to  proceed. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  would  be  sorry  to  in- 
terrupt the  progress  of  the  Bill;  but  it 
was  possible  they  might  have  to  wait 
half  an  hour  or  an  hour,  or  even  an  hour 
and  a-half,  before  they  got  to  the  end  of 
the  24th  clause.  He  must  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that,  although 
some  of  them  might  not  be  taking  an 
active  part  in  the  consideration  of  the 
Bill  now  before  the  Committee,  there 
were  several  Bills  on  the  Paper  which 
they  felt  obliged  to  remain  for  and  watch. 
As  they  all  hoped  to  be  in  their  places 
again  at  2  o'clock  this  afternoon,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  consent 
to  report  Progress  at  this  point. 

Mr.  STEVENSON  believed  10 
minutes  would  enable  them  to  complete 
the  work  contemplated  at  the  rate  of 
progress  they  were  making. 

Mr.  pell  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Dodson)  did  inform  them 
at  the  commencement  that  there  was 
no  cause  for  serious  disagreement ;  but 
since  then  an  Amendment  had  been 
moved  which  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth)  declared  would  impose 
an  enormous  cost  on  the  country. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  hoped  his 
hon.  Friends  would  allow  the  Amend- 
ments to  go  on,  because  really  they  were 
most  imimportant.  The  Bill  was  greatly 
needed,  and,  as  everyone  knew,  was  ori- 
ginally prepared  under  his  direction. 

Ma.  HEALY  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  consent  to  report  Pro- 
gress at  2  o'clock  ? 

Mb.  R.  POWER  said,  he  would  sup- 
port hiB  hon.  Friends,  unless  the  Govern- 
ment would  say  they  would  consent  to 


report  Progress    in   10    minutes  or  a 
quarter  of  an  hour. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  they  would  mike 
much  better  progress  with  the  Bill  if 
they  proceeded  with  the  clauses  up  to 
the  point  he  had  mentioned,  than  if  thej 
stopped  to  discuss  at  what  precise  mo- 
ment they  should  report  Progress.  If 
it  should  be  found  the  hoar  was  getting 
late  before  they  reached  the  24th  clause, 
they  might  then  consider  whether  thej 
would  report  Progress. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Powers  of  inspectors)  tp^t$i 
to. 

Clause  15  (Facilities  for  inspection). 

Major  NOLAN  (for  Mr.  Dillwti) 
moved,  in  page  7,  line  22,  to  leave  out 
all  after  **  shall,"  to  ''render,"  in  line 
80.  It  was  very  proper  that  the  owner 
of  the  works  should  bo  obliged  to  giTs 
a  plan  to  the  Chief  Inspector  of  the 
furnace  in  which  he  carried  on  his  secret 
process,  and  the  Amendment  was  to  se- 
cure that  this  should  be  done. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
22,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  **  shall," 
to  the  word  **  render,"  in  line  30.— 
{Major  Nolan.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
aause." 

Mb.  DODSON  hoped  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  would  not  press  the 
Amendment.  If  he  would  look  into  the 
matter,  he  would  find  that  the  Bill  wm 
a  Consolidation  Bill  of  the  Acts  relating 
to  alkali  works,  and  this  provision  wta 
in  those  Acts,  and  the  marginal  note 
showed  them  where  it  was  to  be  found. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  it  was  quite  detr 
they  ought  to  report  Progress.  They 
had  come  to  a  very  seriondy  contested 
point,  and,  therefore,  he  moved  to  report 
Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pat, 
**That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  ait  again.'*— 
{Mr.  Goret.) 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  20 • 
Noes  108:  Majority  88.— (Div.  Lift, 
No.  214.) 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  he  could 
not  believe  that  the  Government  reallj 
intended  to  go  on  with  the  Bill ;  and,  in 
order  to  give  them  an  opportunity  <d 
explaining  their  position  to  the  Hoos^ 
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he  would  move  that  the  Chairman  leave 
the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (i/r.  Arthur  Balfour.) 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  21 ; 
Noes  104  :  Majority  83.— (Div.  List, 
No.  215.) 

Lord   RANDOLPH    CHURCHILL 
thought  the  Government  would  now  be 
willing  not  to  insist  on  making  further 
Progress  with  the  Bill,  and  he  should, 
therefore,  move  that  Progress  be  re- 
ported.      He    wished    the    Committee 
clearly  to  understand  that  the  reason 
why  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  objected 
to  further  Progress  being  then  made 
was,  not  that  they  objected  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  or  the  purpose  of  the 
Bill,   but    to    the    extremely  unusual, 
irregular,  and  he  thought  he  might  say 
slovenly  manner  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  had 
carried  it  on.     The  Bill  affected  im- 
portant and  large  pecuniary  interests ; 
out  it  had  been  perfectly  clear  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  made  up 
his  mind  as  to  the  particular  Amend- 
ments which  he   would  or  would  not 
accept.   He  had  never  seen  a  Committee 
of  tnat  House  the  proceedings  of  which 
more  nearly  approached  to  farce.     Hon. 
Members  prodaced  Amendments  from 
their  pockets  ;  the  Chairman  of  the  Com  • 
mittee  could  not  understand  them ;  he 
was  assisted  by  the  Parliamentary  Secre- 
tary to  the  Local  Government  Board, 
who  was  again  assisted  by  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  who  was 
himself  contradicted  by  the  former  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
Hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
had  been  anxious  to  take  part  in  the 
proceedings ;  but  they  could  not  under- 
stand what  was  going  on.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  he  would  only 
go  as  far  as  the  24th  clause,  because 
there  were  no  seriously  contested  Amend- 
ments before  that  clause ;  but  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Galway  (Major 
Nolan)   had  produced  an  Amendment 
nusing  a  most  important  question,  and 
therefore  the  ground  on  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thought  the  Committee 
should  go  was  altered,  and  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  see  that 
discretion  was  the  better  part  of  valour, 
and  would  not  insist  upon  proceeding. 
The  Bill  was  not  blocked,  so  that  Pro- 


gross  could  be  very  well  made  at  some 
other  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (Lord  Ban- 
dolph  Churchill.) 

Mr.  OTWAY  thought  the  best  answer 
to  the  noble  Lord  would  be  found  in  the 
division  that  had  just  taken  place.  Mem- 
bers of  great  experience  on  that  side  of 
the  House  had  supported  the  Gt>vem- 
ment ;  but  the  noble  Lord  said  he  had 
never  known  a  Bill  managed  in  a  more 
slovenly  manner.  He  (Mr.  Otway)  had 
sat  in  the  House  for  a  great  many  years, 
and  he  had  rarely  known  a  Bill  to  be  so 
well  managed.  This  was  a  Bill  of  very 
great  interest  to  the  country  generally ; 
and  it  was  a  Bill  of  a  highly  technical 
character  not  easily  to  be  contemplated 
by  hon.  Members  who  were  not  in- 
terested in  the  subject.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  followed  the  extremely 
sensible  course  of  coming  to  an  agree- 
ment with  hon.  Members  who  had 
Amendments  on  the  Paper,  and  the  re- 
sult was  that  up  to  the  2drd  clause  there 
had  been  no  Amendment  of  any  im- 
portance upon  which  he  had  not  been 
able  to  arrive  at  an  understanding.  The 
noble  Lord,  and  some  hon.  Members 
who  supported  him,  had  chosen  to  pre- 
vent the  prosecution  of  the  Bill  to  a  suc- 
cessful issue  ;  but  ho  would  put  it  to 
him  and  those  who  supported  him — for 
he  felt  certain  they  had  no  wish  to  in- 
terfere with  Business  that  was  not  of 
a  Party  character,  but  was  of  substantial 
benefit  to  the  country — to  allow  the 
Committee  to  proceed.  Two  divisions 
had  shown  a  great  majority;  and  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, representing  the  action  of  the  late 
Government,  might  claim  the  adhesion 
of  the  noble  Lord.  He  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  would  withdraw  his  Motion  and 
allow  the  Committee  to  proceed  in  a 
reasonable  manner. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  he  was 
in  accord  with  the  feeling  that  the  Bill 
should  proceed,  and  he  regretted  that 
his  hon.  Friends  had  not  shown  a  little 
more  self-restraint,  seeing  that  by  that 
time  they  could  have  made  fair  progress. 
At  the  same  time,  he  was  not  prepared 
to  sit  up  all  night ;  and  he  would  put  it 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppoHite 
(Mr.  DocUon)  whether  he  had  not  al- 
ready advanced  to  within  a  few  minutea 
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of  the  time  which  he  had  expected  to 
reach. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  did  not  wish  to  enter 
into  a  discussion  as  to  whether  the  Bill 
had  been  well  or  ill  managed,  nor  did 
he  presume  for  a  moment  to  criticize  the 
mode  in  which  the  measure  had  been 
conducted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Dodson).  The  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Otway)  had  said,  very 
truly,  that  there  was  no  desire  to  im- 
pede the  Bill ;  but  there  was  a  great  de- 
sire on  the  part  of  the  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House,  of  whom  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  say  he  was  one,  to  go  to  bed, 
because  they  would  be  obliged  to  be 
there  again  at  2  o'clock  that  day.  There 
were  other  Notices  and  Orders  still  on 
the  Paper  which  possessed  great  interest 
for  some  hon.  Members,  and  which  they 
were  obliged  to  watch ;  but  until  the  dis- 
cussion of  that  Bill  came  to  an  end  it 
was  impossible  for  them  to  go  home  to 
bed.  He  hoped  the  Government,  at  that 
time  in  the  morning,  would  not  persist. 
It  was  all  very  well  to  say  that  the  dis- 
cussion would  be  over  in  a  few  minutes ; 
but  Amendments  had  been  introduced 
raising  important  questions,  and  the  dis- 
cussion might  last  one  and  a-half  hours 
or  longer. 

Mr.  dodson  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  continue  this  matter  unnecessarily, 
and  he  would  make  a  proposal  to  hon. 
Members  opposite,  which  he  hoped  they 
would  be  willing  to  accept — namely, 
that  they  should  dispose  of  the  clause 
they  were  then  on  and  then  agree  to  re- 
port Progress.  He  would  not  enter  into 
a  controversy  with  the  noble  Lord  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  he  had  conducted 
the  Bill.  He  would  not  dispute  with 
the  noble  Lord  as  to  his  competency  or 
incompetency ;  but  he  wished  to  say  that 
he  had  endeavoured  in  conducting  the 
Bill,  whether  ill  or  well,  to  conduct  it 
with  courtesy  to  hon.  Members,  and  he 
did  not  wish  to  make  an  exception  in 
that  respect,  even  with  regard  to  the 
noble  Lord. 

Mr.  HEALY  remarked,  that  if  half- 
an-hour  ago  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  accepted  his  suggestion  to  continue 
until  2  o'clock  he  would  have  got  the  Bill 
through  whole  and  entire  by  this  time. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said, 
that,  after  all,  this  was  only  a  question 
of  one  or  two  clauses,  and  he  objected  to 
working  at  that  hour,  because  he  be- 
lieved that  legislation  after  midnight  was 

Mr.  acUier-Booth 


fraught  with  serious  inconvenience  to  the 
country.  Acts  were  habitually  passed 
with  very  little  consideration  and  exa- 
mination in  the  small  hours  of  the  morn- 
ing ;  and  it  was  invariably  found,  afters 
Session  or  two,  that  they  were  incom- 
plete, and  must  be  amended.  That  waa 
his  objection  to  proceeding  further  witk 
this  Bill. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  wished  to  know 
how  it  was  possible  that  any  measure 
of  a  non-contentious  character  could  be 
passed  if  such  objections  were  raised. 
This  was  a  Bill  in  which  there  was  no 
disputed  principle,  and  he  thought  the 
Committee  should  proceed  with  it. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Major  NOLAN  complained  that  the 
Bill  proposed  to  extend  the  principle  of 
requiring  people  to  give  up  plans  to 
other  than  works  involving  muriatic 
gas.  There  were  certain  processes  in 
regard  to  sulphur  which  were  very  ex- 
pensive, and  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
the  Bill  would  increase  the  force  of  that 
provision  at  least  10  times.  It  was  oae 
thing  to  give  up  ordinary  plans,  but 
quite  another  to  give  up  secret  and  tech« 
nical  plans.  He  thought  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn),  who  spoke  with  great 
authority,  was  a  very  proper  one;  and 
he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Dodson)  would  give  a  pledge 
that  the  provision  should  only  apply 
to  works  in  which  muriatic  gas  was  pro- 
duced. 

Mr.  STEVENSON  said,  this  was  a 
Consolidation  Bill ;  it  included  principles 
which  had  been  the  law  of  the  land  since 
the  passing  of  the  Alkali  Act  of  1862, 
and  by  the  Act  of  1874  it  was  apphed 
to  other  gases  than  muriatic  gas.  He 
believed  there  was  no  real  objection  to 
this  clause  on  the  part  of  the  mannfsc- 
turers 

Mr.'  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  re- 
marked, that  if  the  words  were  omitted 
which  were  proposed  to  be  left  out,  all 
reasonable  objects  would  be  attained  bj 
the  clause.  The  owners  would  still  li 
required  to  render  all  reasonable  facili- 
ties for  inspection.  In  the  third  line  of 
the  clause  it  was  provided  that  plans 
should  be  given,  but  that  they  should 
be  kept  secret.  In  the  second  part  of 
the  clause,  however,  it  appeared  that 
the  plans  were  to  be  communicated  to 
the  Inspectors,  the  Assistant  Inspectors) 
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and  all  the  agents  of  the  Inspectors. 
What  amount  of  secrecy  could  there  be 
in  such  an  arrangement?  It  was  upon 
this  ground  that  he  supported  the 
Amendment. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  that  if  he  got 
no  answer  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  he  should  certainly  move 
to  report  Progress.  He  thought  he  was 
entitled  to  some  kind  of  answer  when 
he  brought  forward  a  reasonable  pro- 
position. 

Mk.  DODSON  said,  he  had  not  an- 
swered  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member, 
first  of  all  because  he  thought  he  had 
answered  the  objection  already;  and, 
secondly,  because  an  answer  had  been 
given  by  his  hon.  Friend  behind  (Mr. 
Stevenson),  who  spoke  from  practical 
experience  of  the  working  of  the  exist- 
ing Acts.  It  was  not  from  any  want  of 
oonrtesy  towards  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  that  he  had  not  risen  to  re- 
ply. He  was  sorry  that  he  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment,  which  would  in- 
volve a  breaking  down  of  what  had 
hitherto  been  the  legislation  of  the 
country.  He  hoped  the  Committee 
would  ag^ee  to  the  clause,  and  he 
should  then  be  prepared  to  report  Pro- 
gress. 

2Iajob  NOLAN  remarked,  that  the 
references  in  the  Bill  to  previous  Acts 
were  badly  drawn.  He  would  not  press 
the  Amendment ;  but  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn),  in 
whose  name  it  appeared  on  the  Paper, 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  bringing 
it  up  again  upon  the  Report. 

Mk.  WARTON  complained  that  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  dictated  to  the  Chairman 
seated  in  his  place  with  his  hat  on  when 
he  should  put  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
tgain  To-morrotc, 


PETTY   SESSIONS   CLERKS    (IRELAND) 
BILL-[BiLL  41.] 

(Jfr.  Litton,  Mr.  Jamit  Richardson.) 

coxxiTTSS.     {^Progreu  XQth  Ifay.] 
Bill  coneidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 


New  Clause, — 

(Superannuation. } 

''The  superannuation  or  retiring  allowance 
of  each  petty  sessions  clerk  retiring  from  office 
through  age  or  infirmity  shall  be  estimated 
upon  his  salary  and  emoluments  of  his  office  at 
the  time  of  his  so  retiring,  and  shall  be  charge- 
able on  the  petty  sessions  clerk* s  fund,'* — {Mr. 
Litton^) 

— brought  up  J  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  would 
object  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
clause  unless  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber in  charge  of  the  Bill  could  inform 
the  Committee  what  were  the  emolu- 
ments received  by  the  clerks  of  petty 
sessions  in  addition  to  the  salaries  paid. 
He  believed  that  in  some  instances  these 
emoluments  were  very  considerable,  and 
the  effect  of  this  clause  might  be  to 
throw  an  unfair  burden  upon  the  rate- 
payers. 

Mr.  LITTON  said,  the  case  stood 
thus — under  21  &  22  Vict,  provision 
was  made  by  which  the  petty  sessions 
clerks  received  pensions  regulated  by  the 
amount  of  the  salaries  they  received,  but 
which  salaries  fluctuated  with  the  amount 
of  fees  received  from  year  to  year. 
The  present  Bill  required  that  these 
pensions  should  be  based  upon  the 
amount  of  emoluments  received,  as  well 
as  salaries,  which  by  the  Bill  were  pro- 
posed to  be  fixed  for  the  future.  The 
emoluments  had  reference  to  a  certain 
portion  of  the  dog  licence  tax,  which  the 
petty  sessions  clerks  received  as  remu- 
neration. It  was  only  reasonable  that 
when  they  came  to  receive  their  pen- 
sions the  pensions  should  be  calculated 
upon  the  emoluments  as  well  as  the 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
what  the  emoluments  were  ?  He  ques- 
tioned very '  much  whether  any  non. 
Member  could  inform  him. 

Mr.  MELDON  said,  that  he  knew 
something  about  the  matter.  The 
clause  originally  stood  in  his  name,  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  who  had 
charge  of  the  Bill  agreed  to  adopt  it. 
The  petty  sessions  clerks  were  paid 
in  two  ways — by  salaries,  and  by 
emoluments  from  fees  on  prosecutions, 
fees  on  licences,  &c.  The  Bill  provided, 
as  it  was  introduced,  that  the  clerks 
should   be   entitled  to  superannuation 
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allowances  on  their  salaries  only,  ignor- 
ing the  fact  that  they  were  also  paid  by 
fees.  Thet  present  clause  merely  pro- 
vided that  the  fees  as  well  as  the  salaries 
should  be  taken  into  account,  as  they 
were,  at  this  moment,  in  the  remunera- 
tion received. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  the  BiU  took 
away  all  inducement  from  the  petty 
sessions  clerks  to  advise  the  magistrates 
in  favour  of  convictions.  Looking  at 
the  measure  from  a  popular  point  of 
view,  or  from  what  was  called  the  peo- 
ple's standpoint,  it  was  a  very  desirable 
Bill.  Strange  to  say,  it  received  the 
sanction  of  every  class  in  Ireland,  so  far 
as  he  could  ascertain.  In  a  recent  visit  to 
Ireland  he  had  discussed  the  matter  with 
every  class  of  the  people,  and  he  had 
found  there  was  a  universal  feeling  in 
favour  of  the  Bill.  He  therefore  hoped 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  would  with- 
draw his  opposition,  unless  he  had  re- 
ceived strong  representations  from  Ire- 
land against  the  measure.  In  the  event 
of  his  hon.  Friend  not  having  received 
such  representations,  he  hoped  he  would 
allow  himself  to  be  guided  by  the  opi- 
nion of  those  who  had  really  considered 
the  question. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  not  the  least  objection  to  the 
Bill,  and  had  promoted  it  as  much  as  he 
could  on  the  second  reading.  He  knew 
that  it  was  a  good  Bill,  and  all  that  he 
objected  to  was  this  particular  clause. 
He  objected  to  it  because  he  believed 
that  the  emoluments  of  the  potty  sessions 
clerks  were  not  exactly  known,  and, 
therefore,  that  it  would  be  unfair  to 
saddle  the  ratepayers  with  a  permanent 
charge  on  the  strength  of  emoluments  of 
which  they  knew  nothing.  Among  the 
emoluments  were  the  licences  on  the 
dog  tax.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber in  charge  of  the  Bill  said  nothing 
about  that. 

Mr.  LITTON  said,  the  hon.  Member 
was  mistaken.  He  had  referred  to  the 
dog  tax. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  was  cer- 
tainly of  opinion  that  the  majority  of 
the  Irish  Members  were  not  aware  what 
these  emoluments  were.  His  contention 
was  that  they  were  not  of  a  kind  that 
superannuation  ought  to  be  calculated 
upon. 

Mb.  HEALY  was  in  favour  of  the 
Bill;   but  he  should  certainly  like  to 

Mr.  Meldon 


know  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Kildare 
(Mr.  Meldon)  what  was  done  with  the 
dog  tax  ? 

Mb.  meldon  replied  that  the  dog 
tax  was  one  of  the  sources  from  which 
the  petty  sessions  clerks  were  paid.  Up 
to  the  present  time  it  had  been  to  the 
interest  of  the  petty  sessions  clerks  to 
bring  about  as  many  convictions  as  pos- 
sible, and  it  was  for  the  interest  of  the 
public  that  the  present  mode  of  proceed- 
ing should  be  altered.  In  bringiag  in 
the  Bill  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Litton)  had  apparently  forgotten 
that  the  superannuation  allowances 
should  be  calculated  on  certain  fees  re- 
ceived from  fines  which  did  not  fall  upon 
the  ratepayers  at  all;  It  was  to  remedy 
that  omission  that  the  present  clause  had 
been  proposed. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the 
BiU. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To'tnorroiOf  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

SUMMABY    JTTBISDICriON    (PBOCESS)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Marjokibaxk^,  BiU  I® 
amend  the  Law  respecting  the  sorrice  of  Pro- 
cess of  Courts  of  Summary  Jurisdiction  in 
England  and  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Maiuoribanks,  Colonel  Hobcb,  Sir 
Matthew  RiDLEr,  and  Mr.  Authub  Elliot. 

HiM presented yKJi(\  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  179.] 

House  a(^oumed  at  half  after 

Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    L0ED8, 
Friday,  27th  May,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Select  CoMMrrrEB— Irish  Jury 

Laws,  appointed. 
Public  Bills— F<>»<  Reading — Gas  Proviiioosl 

Orders*  [97]. 
Second  Reading  —  Married  Women*s  Propff^ 

(Scotland)    (75) ;   Local  Goveniment  Prori- 

sional   Orders  (Berwick-upon-Tweed,  &c-)  * 

(86). 

RAILWAYS  — ADMINISTRATION    OF 
FOREIGN   RAILWAYS.— QUESnOX. 

Lord  BRABOURNE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If 
there  had  been  a  Report  received  from 
from  liklr.  Crow,  British  Consul  at  Berlin, 
with  respect  to  railwayrates  and  ohaig«fi 
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and  the   administration  of  railways  by 
the  Government  of  Germany  ? 

Eart.  GKANYILLE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  there  was  such  a  Report.  It  had 
been  presented  to  Parliament  in  March 
last,  and  would  bo  found  among  the 
Consular  Beports. 

VALUATION  OF  UATEABLE  PROPERTY 
(IREIiAND)-GRIFFITH*S  VALUATION. 

OBSERVATIONS.        QUESTION. 

The  Duke  of  ST.  ALBANS,  in  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  law  relating  to 
the  Taluation  of   rateable  property  in 
Ireland  known  as  Griffith's  valuation, 
and  to  the  unsatisfactory  assessment  of 
such  property  now   in   force,  said,  the 
subject    of    his    Notice    had    been    so 
threshed    out  during  the   past   winter 
that  it  was  unnecessary  he  should  offer 
their  Lordshi^^  any  explanation  beyond 
reminding   them  it  was  admitted  that 
the  prices,    except   in   the   instance   of 
wheat,  on  which   Sir  Richard   Griffith 
founded  his  valuation,  were  so  below 
their  present  value  as  to  make  it  a  falla- 
cious test  of  what  the  land  which  pro- 
duces them  was  worth  at  the  present  time. 
It  therefore  followed  that  the  principle 
held  in  Scotland,  and  partially  in  Eng- 
land, that  the  ratal  should  bo  dependent 
on  the  rental,  could  not  be  fairly  univer- 
sally applied  in  Ireland  that  rents  should 
be  governed  by  rates.     There,  however, 
was  always  the  fact  that  Griffith's  valua- 
tion existed,  stamped  with  the  authority 
of  the  Government  in  force  for  purposes 
of  taxation,  as  their  estimate  of  what 
the  land  was  worth,  and  ho  said  this 
was  misleading.      A  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  might  recopjnize  the  uses  of 
such  a  scheme  as  Griffith's  valuation  ; 
but  it  was    another  thing  what   Irish 
tenants  would  think  of   it  when    insi- 
diously placed  before  them  by  agitators 
for  their  own  purpose,  nor  was  it  easy 
to  explain  why  a  landowner  could  justly 
and  legally  demand  a  larger  sum  from 
the  tenant  than  that  on  which  ho  paid 
Income  Tax.     It  was  impossible  to  deny 
that  Griffith's  valuation  played  a  great 
part  in  economic  relations  in  land  in  Ire- 
land.   The  landlord,  the  tenant,  and  the 
passer-by  inquired  the  relation  between 
the  rent  and  the  rates.     He  thought 
he  was  justified  in  making  this  appeal 
^y  the  terms  in  which  Mr.  Baxter  in- 
troduced the  General  Valuation   (Ire- 
land) Bill  in  1873,  at  a  time  when  the 


present  Lord  President  of  the  Council 
(Earl  Spencer)  was  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  and  the  now  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
was  his  Chief  Secretary.  On  that  occa- 
sion, Mr.  Baxter,  expressing,  as  he  (the 
Duke  of  St.  Albans)  supposed,  the  opi- 
nion of  those  noble  Lords,  said  that' the 
valuation  of  the  Southern  and  Western 
Provinces  of  Ireland  was  made  when 
prices  were  exceptionally  low,  shortly 
after  the  Famine  of  1847,  and  that  the 
valuation  of  these  Provinces  was  less 
than  it  ought  to  bo.  Mr.  Baxter  con- 
cluded his  remarks  by  saying  he  be- 
lieved the  result,  if  his  recommendations 
were  carried  out,  would  be  as  beneficial 
in  Ireland  as  they  had  been  in  Scotland. 
On  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  Mr. 
Kavanagh,  who  knew  Ireland  as  well  as 
any  man  did,  speaking  from  the  Con- 
servative Benches,  said  the  whole  valua- 
tion of  land  in  Ireland  was  far  below 
what  it  ought  to  be,  and  that  it  ought 
to  be  placed  on  a  fair  basis.  A  Scotch 
Member  (Mr.  Duncan  M'Laren),  in  the 
course  of  the  debate,  mentioned  that 
Scotland  was  re-valued  every  1 2  months, 
and  he  (the  Duke  of  St.  Albans)  could 
not  see  why  Ireland  should  not  be  so  as 
well.  He  believed  most  of  their  Lord- 
ships who  were  experienced  in  land 
matters  in  Ireland  would  welcome  such 
a  valuation.  The  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject to  those  resident  in  Ireland  would 
be  his  excuse  for  bringing  it  under  their 
Lordships'  attention.  He  believed  if  he 
had  challenged  a  direct  expression  of 
opinion  on  this  subject,  many  of  their 
Lordships  most  conversant  with  Ireland 
would  have  supported  him  ;  but  he  had 
no  desire  to  embarrass  the  Government 
in  their  present  attempt  to  improve  the 
condition  of  Ireland,  and,  therefore,  with- 
out attempting  to  deal  furtlior  with  the 
general  question,  he  would  simply  ask 
Iler  Majesty's  Government,  Whether 
they  would  take  any  steps  to  have  the 
law  amended,  so  that  m  future  the 
valuation  of  land  in  Ireland  made  by 
the  Government  Department  for  the  pur- 
poses of  Imperial  and  local  taxation 
might  not  mislead  public  opinion  as  to 
the  real  value  of  such  land  ? 

The  Earl  of  BELMORE  said,  he 
agreed  with  much  that  the  noble  Duke 
opposite  (the  Duke  of  St.  Albans)  ha^ 
said.  He  desired,  however,  before  the 
Question  was  answered,  to  point  out  how 
undesirable,  in   the  opinion  of  nearly 
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everyone  who  had  given  evidence 
or  written  on  the  subject,  it  was  to 
make  valuations  made  for  Imperial 
and  other  purposes  the  basis  of  rent. 
He  had  heard  from  a  friend  that  in  his 
part  of  the  country  the  land  was  at  least 
50  per  cent  under  Griffith's  valuation ; 
while  in  his  own  part  of  the  country 
Griffith's  valuation  was  much  nearer,  and 
he  therefore  paid  much  higher  rates 
than  his  friend.  He  did  not  think  it 
was  necessary  to  have  an  entirely  new 
valuation,  as  there  were  materials  in 
hand  for  correcting  them,  and  those 
materials  should  be  made  use  of,  the 
only  thing  required  being  a  careful  study 
of  the  data  upon  which  Sir  Bichard 
Griffith  worked,  and  a  careful  compari- 
son of  the  old  value  of  properties  with 
the  present  price  of  farm  produce, 
making  the  necessary  alterations  so  as 
to  arrive  at  a  new  valuation.  He 
thought,  however,  that  it  was  most  de- 
sirable that  they  should  have  an  issue 
of  new  Ordnance  maps  in  reference  to 
the  boundaries  of  estates  and  other 
matters.  There  ought  also  to  be  a  broad 
distinction  between  the  valuation  of  land 
and  the  valuation  of  houses,  because  in 
many  instances  the  landlords  had  to  pay 
taxation  upon  the  valuation  of  houses 
that  belonged  to  the  tenants.  As  changes 
were  about  to  be  made  at  the  present 
time,  he  thought  it  only  fair  that  a  land- 
lord should  only  be  taxed  on  the  valua- 
tion of  his  land,  on  something  like  the 
real  value  of  the  rental  he  received. 

The  Marquess  ofLANSDOWNE  said, 
that  Griffith's  valuation  had  been  one  of 
the  thorns  which  had  recently  been  con- 
stantly stuck  into  the  sides  of  landlords, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  one  of  those 
delusions  that  had  been  perpetually 
dragged  before  the  attention  of  tenants, 
who  were  often  only  too  willing  to  listen 
to  the  statements  of  agitators.  While  he 
sympathized  with  the  noble  Duke  who 
had  raised  the  question  (the  Duke  of 
St.  Albans),  in  his  wish  to  see  the 
question  settled  on  a  satisfactory  basis, 
he  was  not  sure  that  the  suggestion 
made  by  him  was  likely  to  bring  about 
the  best  possible  solution  of  the  ques- 
tion. He  felt  some  doubt  if  the  re- 
valuation of  land  in  Ireland  would 
be  of  such  value  as  the  noble  Duke 
seemed  to  think.  The  noble  Duke  was 
perfectly  candid  in  stating  that  he  did 
not  wish  the  Commission  so  much  to  ob- 
tain a  perfect  basis  for  valuation,  as  to 

Th$  Etnrl  of  B$lmore 


prevent  the  public  mind  being  misled 
with  regard  to  the  rating  value  of  land. 
He  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne),  how- 
ever, doubted  whether  an  amended  va- 
luation would  be  either  a  useful,  a  prac- 
ticable, or  desirable  measure  at  that 
moment ;  while  as  to  its  effect  on  either 
public  opinion  or  taxation,  he  doubted 
whether  it  would  be  very  important.  As 
regarded  local  taxation,  it  would  pro- 
bably lead  to  the  result  that  the  taxpayer 
would,  in  most  cases,  pay  about  the  same 
amount  of  rates  as  at  present,  but  in  a 
different  way.  He  would  pay  a  lower 
percentage  upon  a  higher  valaation. 
When  they  came  to  the  question  of  the 
general  valuation  of  land  the  noble 
Duke,  in  dwelling  upon  its  fallacies, 
seemed  to  be  trying  to  slay  the  slain. 
He  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  did 
not  think  anyone  believed  in  it  as  an 
absolute  or  relative  standard  of  rent, 
except,  perhaps,  those  trho  conceived 
that  by  some  Divine  dispensation  the 
land  ought  to  be  the  property  of  those 
who  tilled  it.  For  some  time  past  no 
one  had  been  able  to  take  up  a  paper 
in  Ireland  or  England  without  finding 
an  exhaustive  demolition  of  Griffith's 
valuation.  It  had  again  been  demo- 
lished in  the  able  pamphlets  issued  by 
the  Dublin  Land  Committee,  and  it  had 
finally  been  put  out  of  Court  by  the 
Eeports  of  the  two  Commissions  on 
the  subject.  He,  therefore,  doubt€d 
whether  a  new  valuation  would  effect 
any  good  result.  He  ventured  to  think 
that  the  difficulties  in  the  way  of  making 
such  a  valuation  were  so  serious  that  at 
no  time  would  it  be  very  expedient  to 
encounter  them  with  a  light  heart ;  but, 
at  the  present  moment,  and  under  the 
present  circumstances,  it  would  be  most 
inexpedient  to  do  so.  It  must  either 
be  intended  as  a  gauge  of  rent  or  it 
must  not.  If  it  was  not  intended  as  a 
gauge  of  rent,  it  would  be  valueless  for 
the  purposes  of  the  noble  Duke.  If,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  was  to  be  the  future 
measure  of  the  letting  value  of  land,  then 
he  asked  their  Lordships  to  consider  the 
difficulties  and  obstacles  which  remained 
to  bo  overcome.  In  the  first  place,  they 
would  have  to  consider  the  principle  on 
which  the  valuation  was  to  be  based. 
Would  they  calculate  the  rent  on  what 
was  called  a  scientific  basis — that  was  io 
say,  what  the  tenant  would  be  able  to 
pay  to  the  owner  after  providing  for  hi* 
own  maintenance  and  tnat  of  his  famil/i 
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and  after,  in  addition  to  that,  secnring 
for  himself  a  fair  profit  for  his  expendi- 
ture and  industry  ?  In  that  view,  they 
would  be  met  with  this  difficulty — that 
on  the  authority  of  two  or  three  Mem- 
bers of  Her  Majesty's  Government  there 
were  many  holdings  in  Ireland  so  small 
that  if  the  tenants  held  them  rent  free 
they  would  not  have  sufficient  means  to 
keep  their  families  in  a  decent  state  of 
comfort.  What,  then,  should  be  the  rent 
of  such  holdings  ?  Would  it  be  a  minus 
quality  ?  Then  there  was  a  further 
difficulty — with  reference  to  what  stan- 
dard of  agriculture  would  the  valuer  fix 
the  rent  ?  Would  the  Public  Depart- 
ment intrusted  with  the  valuation  have 
to  estimate  the  rent  with  reference  to  the 
results  which  would  be  obtained  from  a 
proper  treatment  of  the  soil ;  because 
obviously  it  would  be  unjust  to  fix  rents 
with  reference  to  the  sort  of  agriculture 
which  prevailed  in  some  parts  of  Ire- 
land, where,  to  use  the  words  of  the 
Duke  of  Richmond's  Commission,  it  was 
*'  miserably  backward  and  feeble."  Was 
the  rent,  then,  to  be  computed  on  that 
basis,  or  on  tho  basis  of  a  more  advanced 
and  improved  system  of  agriculture  ?  But 
let  them  assume  that  these  and  other  for- 
midable difficulties  had  been  overcome, 
there  remained  to  be  considered  the 
question  of  time.  They  would  have  to 
deal  with  every  one  of  these  600,000 
tenancies  at  present  existing  in  Ireland. 
His  noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of  St. 
Albans)  had  mentioned  seven  years  as 
the  lime  within  which  tlie  valuation 
might  be  completed.  lie  (tho  Marquess 
of  Lansdowne)  felt  doubt  whether  it 
could  be  concluded  in  that  time,  as  it 
would  be  necessary  to  examine  into  such 
questions  as  that  of  the  subsoil,  tho 
climate,  the  nearness  of  markets,  and 
the  thousand  and  one  other  questions 
which  entered  into  tho  value  of  land. 
And,  after  all,  when  they  had  got  their 
valuation,  it  would  be  inconclusive  upon 
the  most  important  point.  It  might  give 
with  perfect  justice  the  letting  value  of 
a  farm  as  it  stood ;  but  that  would  not 
determine  the  fair  rent  as  between  tho 
actual  owner  and  occupier,  which  could 
not  be  arrived  at  without  ascortaininj; 
the  tenant's  interest  in  his  holding,  aixl 
whether  he  or  the  landlord  had  made 
the  improvements.  Before  all  these 
points  could  be  efTectually  cleared  up,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  have  upon  every  on  o 
of  the  600,000  tenandea  wnat  was  com- 


monly spoken  of  as  "a  land  case."  The 
noble  Duke  had  referred  to  Mr.  Baxter'  b 
speech  delivered  in  the  year  1873.  But 
in  that  year,  so  far  as  he  (the  Marquess 
of  Lanndowne)  was  aware,  there  was  no 
proposition  before  Parliament  to  deprive 
the  landlord  and  the  tenant  of  the  power 
of  entering  into  contracts  for  the  letting 
of  land,  and  to  compel  them  to  place  that 
duty  in  the  hands  of  a  Land  Court.  He 
would  not  be  guilty  of  the  irregularity  of 
discussing  a  measure  which  was  not  be- 
fore their  Lordships'  House  ;  but,  with- 
out any  breach  of  Order,  ho  thought  he 
might  say  that  it  would  require  some 
courage  to  assort  that  some  kind  of  mea- 
sure  affecting  land  tenure  in  Ireland 
would  not  be  likely  to  pass  within  a 
reasonable  period,  and  that  one  incident 
of  that  measure  would  not  be  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  Court  which  could  be  in- 
trusted with  the  duty  of  fixing  a  fail 
rent.  If  so,  would  the  new  valuation 
be  binding  on  the  Court,  or  would  it 
not  ?  He  had  no  doubt  that  a  valuation 
such  as  that  proposed  by  his  noble 
Friend  would  not  be  regarded  as  bind- 
ing on  the  Land  Court  when  considering 
the  circumstances  of  each  individual 
case ;  and,  if  so,  it  followed  that  after 
all  the  trouble,  expense,  and  delay  they 
would  have  a  valuation  which  would  not 
be  accepted  by  either  the  landlord  or  the 
tenant,  and  would  not  be  binding  upon 
tho  Court  which  might  hereafter  be  called 
upon  to  decide  questions  of  this  kind. 
He  therefore  submitted  that,  although 
Griffith's  valuation  was  not  to  be  relied 
on  or  regarded  as  an  absolute  or  even 
relative  gauge  of  rent,  it  would  be,  in 
present  circumstances,  unwise  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
undertake  such  a  valuation  as  that  which 
had  been  sngfrostod. 

Lord  WA\  EXEY  said,  that,  while 
there  was  much  to  complain  of  in  Grif- 
fith's valuation,  ho  did  not  think,  for 
tho  reasons  pointed  out  by  the  noble 
Marquess  who  had  just  sat  down  (tho 
Marquess  of  Lausdowne),  that  a  new 
valuation  sliould  be  made  at  tho  nresent 
time.  Tlie  Land  (\>urts  woula  have 
limited  distri(  ts  to  d«'al  with,  and  they 
would  have  tho  opportunity  of  arriving 
at  a  fuir  mHnstivt*  of  rent  in  tho  case  of 
different  holdin^^.  Tlio  principal  diffi- 
culty wo'ihl  be  owing  to  the  number  of 
holdin;^^'5 ;  but  that  could  be  overcome 
by  taking  tho  valuation  in  acres,  and  bo 
arrive  at  a  conclubion.     It  appeared  to 
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him  that  the  tenant's  interest  would  be 
more  accurately  ascertained  in  the  way 
he  had  suggested  than  in  any  other, 
because  there  would  be  a  standard  of 
the  value  of  land  in  addition  to  the 
positive  value.  At  the  same  time,  he 
must  say  that,  after  many  years'  ex- 
perience in  Ireland,  he  thought  it  was 
possible  to  construct  a  valuation  upon 
much  more  accurate  principles  ;  and  the 
nearer  they  came  to  the  Ulster  Custom 
the  more  likely  would  they  be  to  obtain 
a  satisfactory  result.  The  Ulster  Cus- 
tom was  an  immense  advantage  in  deter- 
mining the  interest  of  the  tenant,  and 
it  was  wanting  in  the  other  three  Pro- 
vinces, in  which  all  interests  were 
massed  together.  Therefore  he  insisted 
strongly  on  some  regulated  and  well- 
understood  scale  which  should  give  the 
characteristic  value  of  the  land.  It 
would  be  the  most  fatal  termination 
of  any  Session  of  late  years  if  the  House 
of  Commons  returned  to  their  consti- 
tuents and  their  Lordships  to  their 
duties  in  the  country  without  passing 
a  Land  Bill  which  should  be  acceptable 
to  Ireland. 

LoED  ORANMORE  and  BROWNE 
said,  there  could  be  no  doubt  about  the 
difficulty  in  getting  a  proper  valuation, 
and  he  did  not  think  that  difficulty  had 
been  overrated  by  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne).  Griffith's 
valuation  took  a  very  long  time  to  make, 
and  was  only  made  after  considerable 
preparation  by  experienced  men ;  but, 
notwithstanding  the  preparation  with 
which  it  was  undertaken  and  the  ability 
with  which  it  was  carried  out,  it  was,  on 
the  whole,  totally  inadequate,  and  did 
not  make  sufficient  allowance  for  con- 
tiguity to  towns  and  markets  or  to  the 
seaboard,  where  valuable  manure  for 
potatoes  could  be  obtained  for  nothing. 
That  made  a  considerable  difference. 
He  knew  men  who  rented  land  close  to 
where  fairs  were  held,  and  they  made 
their  rent  by  letting  their  land  for  a 
few  nights'  grazing  at  fair  time.  Ho 
thought,  pending  a  settlement  of  fair 
rent  under  the  proposed  Land  Bill, 
Griffith's  valuation  would  be  good  as  a 
basis,  for  if  a  new  valuation  was  to  bo 
made,  the  valuation  would  take  a  num- 
ber of  years  to  complete.  If  the  Land 
League  continued,  it  would  choke  the 
new  Courts  ;  and  if  they  did  that,  owners 
might  as  well  say  good-bye  to  their  pro- 
perty at  once,  and  Parliament  might  as 
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well  pass  a  measure  giving  their  pro- 
perty to  the  tenants.   He  hoped  some- 
thing would  be  done  soon,  and  that  the 
Government  would  not  leave  rent  avaeue 
and  indefinite  thing,  but  would  fonniikte 
it  in  some  practical  way,  which  would 
show  that  it  was  not  their  intention  to 
transfer  land  absolutely  to  the  tenants, 
as  would  be  done  if  some  presently  ac- 
knowledged basis  were  accepted. 

LordCARLINGFORD  said,  he  agreed 
very  much  with  what  had  been  said  by 
the  noble  Marquess  behind  him  (the 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne),  who  appeared 
to  have  given  reasons  more  than  suffi- 
cient for  the  kind  of  answer  which  he 
had  to  give  to  the  noble  Duke  (the  Doke 
of  St.  Albans) — reasons  why  he  was  not 
able  and  did  not  think  it  expedient  to 
pledge  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
undertake  the  re-valuation  of  Ireland. 
But  if  the  noble  Marquess  meant— 
though  he  (Lord  Carlingford)  did  not 
suppose  he  did — that  the  present  va- 
luation was  in  all  respects  a  satisfac- 
tory one,  and  ought  to  be  permanendy 
maintained  in  its  present  position,  he 
(Lord  Carlingford)  was  unable  to  go 
with  him  as  far  as  that.  He  thought  it 
was  evident  that  the  present  valuation 
was  a  very  imperfect  one,  and  that  there 
were  reasons  which,  sooner  or  later, 
must  induce  the  Government  to  see  that 
it  was  revised  and  placed  on  a  sounder 
footing.  But  that  was  not  a  task  to  be 
lightly  undertaken,  and  he  did  not  think 
the  noble  Duke  would  expect  him  to 
pledge  the  Government  in  the  present 
state  of  Public  Business,  imd  of  Irish 
Business  in  particular,  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  for  that  purpose,  especially  in 
view  of  the  fate  which  had  met  former 
Bills  on  this  important  subject.  Two 
Bills  for  the  purpose  of  revising  the 
general  valuation  of  Ireland  and  provid- 
ing a  new  one  had  been  brought  in  by 
two  successive  Governments,  but  had 
signal I3' failed  to  make  their  way  throueh 
the  other  House  of  Parliament ;  and  he 
was  not  able  to  say  that  such  a  ta«k 
should  be  undertaken  now,  although  he 
fully  admitted  the  imperfections  of  the 
system  as  it  stood,  and  the  grave  rea- 
sons that  existed  for  improving  it.  There 
could  bo  no  doubt  that  in  Ireland  they 
ought  to  pay  a  little  more  Income  Tax. 
And  it  was  true  tlmt  the  inhabitant 
of  the  Middle  and  Southern  Province* 
of  Ireland  were  paying  less  than  their 
duo  share    of  taxation  in  oompariaon 
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with  Ulster.  It  was  also  true  that 
tenants  of  arable  land  in  Ireland 
were  paying  more  than  their  due  in 
comparison  with  those  who  held  grass 
lands  in  that  country.  But  the  noble 
Dake  who  introduced  this  subject  did 
not  refer  to  any  one  of  these  grievances, 
his  only  grievance  and  only  reason  for 
insisting  on  a  re-valuation  being  that 
Oriffith  s  valuation  misled  public  opinion 
as  to  the  real  value  of  land.  No  doubt 
that  had  been  the  case;  and  for  that 
result  landlords  and  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment were,  to  a  great  degree,  themselves 
responsible.  But  the  danger  of  mislead- 
ing the  people  of  Ireland  on  that  point 
no  longer  existed.  There  were  not  two 
opinions  on  the  subject,  even  in  Ireland. 
He  (Lord  Carlingford)  understood  that 
the  Land  League,  and  those  tenants  who 
were  influenced  by  that  body,  by  no 
means  swore  by  Griffith's.  There  seemed, 
therefore,  to  be  a  practical  unanimity  of 
opinion  that  that  valuation  was  out  of 
the  question  as  a  guide  for  rents  in 
Ireland.  That  opinion  had  been  stated 
in  the  strongest  way  in  the  evidence 
before  the  Royal  Commission  on  Agri- 
culture, and  also  in  the  clearest  way  in 
the  Report  of  the  Irish  Land  Commis- 
sion.   It  was  therein  stated — 

"If  anything  has  been  clearly  established  it 
is  this,  that  Oriffith^s  yaltiation  is  not  a  trust- 
worthy standard  for  the  settlement  of  rents." 

It  was  also  said — 

"If  a  new  valuation  is  required  for  rating 
purposes,  it  should  rather  bo  made  at  a  time 
when  there  was  no  general  desire  to  convert  it 
to  rent  purposes.** 

That  was  a  very  sensible  reason  for  not 
iotroducing  a  new  valuation  in  the  days 
through  which  they  were  now  passing. 
It  also  came  out  in  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion, and  he  thought  it  was  a  fact  worthy 
of  the  notice  of  their  Lordships,  that 
while  there  were  many  rents  in  Ireland 
far  above  Griffith's  valuation,  which, 
nevertheless,  were  fair  and  reasonable 
rents,  yet,  with  regard  to  the  poorer 
tillage  lands,  it  was  quite  high  enough, 
and  in  case  of  revision  would  not  admit 
of  any  addition  whatever.  That  was  an 
important  statement  made  by  Mr.  Ball 
Greene,  the  Commissioner  of  Valuation, 
that  in  the  case  of  the  poorer  tillage 
lands  the  rent  at  Griffith's  valuation 
might  be  considered  a  fair  rent,  quite 
sufficiently  high.  He  thought  the  uublo 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  St.  Albans)  need  not 
be  under  the  slighteat  apprehension  that 


the  Court  proposed  to  be  constituted  for 
the  settlement  of  rent  would  be  guided 
by  Griffith's  valuation.  No  such  tri- 
bunal would  judge  by  such  a  standard. 
Each  case  would,  undoubtedly,  be  con- 
sidered on  its  own  merits,  whatever  they 
might  be ;  and  the  noble  Duke  need  not 
have  any  alarm  that  it  would  be  guided 
by  any  such  valuation  as  that  now  in 
force  in  Ireland.  While,  therefore,  he 
fully  admitted  the  imperfections  of  the 
Irish  valuation,  and  the  reasons  that 
existed  for  improving  it  at  the  proper 
time,  he  could  not  undertake  to  pledge 
the  Government  to  make  that  change 
now. 

MARRIED  WOMEN'S  PROPERTY  (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL.— (Xo.  75.) 
{The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

SECOND     READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  that  it  had  passed 
the  House  of  Commons,  having  been  in- 
troduced there  by  a  Representative  of  one 
of  the  largest  of  the  Scotch  constituen- 
cies, and  having  received  the  assent  of 
the  majority  of  the  other  Scotch  Repre- 
sentatives. Two  Acts  had  been  passed  in 
Scotland  on  this  subject — one  in  1861, 
and  the  other  in  1877.  The  Act  of  1861 
provided  that,  in  the  case  of  a  wife 
being  deserted  by  her  husband,  or  in 
case  of  a  separation  by  decree  of  a 
Court,  sho  could  obtain  a  protection 
order  from  the  Court  or  Judge,  which 
would  have  the  eliect  of  piving  her  con- 
trol over  her  own  property,  and  remov- 
ing it  from  that  of  her  husband;  and 
there  was  a  further  clauso  in  that  Act 
which  said  that  if  after  marriage  the 
wife  should  acquire  any  property,  the 
husband  might  be  compelled  to  make 
proper  provision  out  of  it  for  her  benefit. 
The  Act  of  1877  extended  those  provi- 
sions. By  it  the  husband's  ripjht  was 
entirely  excluded  in  all  cases  of  the  earn- 
ings the  wife  might  make  by  any  sepa- 
rate eaiployinont,  or  literary,  scientific, 
or  artiHtio  oxortious;  and  the  husband 
was  exempted  from  liability  for  his  wife's 
ante-nuptial  contracts.  That  was  all 
that  had  as  yet  been  done  in  Scotland 
with  a  view  to  diminishing  the  powers 
of  the  husband  over  the  property  of  the 
wife.    In  England  a  good  deal  more  had 
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been  done,  for  in  the  year  1870  an  Act 
was  passed  to  enable  wives,  whether 
married  before  or  after  the  passing  of 
the  Act,  to  secure  fco  themselves  against 
the  husband  all  earnings  in  trade  or 
business,  literary,  scientific,  or  artistic 
exertions,  and  all  stock  of  more  than 
£25  in  the  public  funds  or  Joint  Stock 
Companies ;  and  with  regard  to  women 
married  after  the  passing  of  the  Act,  it 
secured  to  them  all  real  estate  which 
they  might  own,  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act,  up  to  the  value  of  £200.  The  pre- 
sent Bill  was  introduced  in  order  to  carry 
out  the  same  process  of  enlarging  the 
wives*  legal  rights,  and,  of  course,  dimi- 
nishing those  of  the  husband.  In  Scot- 
land the  question  which  arose  in  the 
minds  of  the  framers,  with  reference 
to  the  English  Act,  was,  whether  those 
provisions,  large  in  their  character  and 
special  in  their  particulars,  might  not 
be  better  dealt  with  in  a  wider  or  simpler 
form.  The  present  Bill  provided  that, 
in  regard  to  those  women  who  might  be 
married  after  the  Act  passed,  all  the 
personal  and  real  estate  which  they  had 
at  the  time  of  the  marriage,  or  might 
afterwards  acquire,  unless  there  was  a 
contract  to  the  contrary,  should  remain 
and  be  the  separate  property  of  the 
wife.  With  regard  to  those  who  were 
already  married,  there  were  provisions 
the  effect  of  which  he  would  state.  The 
3rd  clause  of  the  Bill  said  the  Act  should 
not  apply  to  those  already  married,  with 
this  exception — that  property  coming  to 
them  after  the  Bill  passed  would  also  be 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill ;  a 
provision  which,  no  doubt,  was  wider  in 
its  scope  than  the  corresponding  provi- 
sions of  the  English  Act.  The  4th  clause 
provided  that  married  persons  might,  if 
they  thought  fit,  by  mutual  consent,  and 
by  a  certain  procedure,  which  should  be 
registered,  place  themselves  under  the 
Act.  He  would  not  trouble  their  Lord- 
ships with  the  5th  clause  further  than  to 
say  that,  in  case  of  desertion,  the  Court 
might  dispense  with  the  husband's  con- 
sent to  any  deed  relating  to  her  estate. 
The  6th  clause  was  a  provision  which 
was  introduced  in  some  of  our  Colonies, 
especially  Canada,  and  which,  as  regarded 
its  principle,  appeared  to  be  neither  unjust 
nor  unreasonable — namely,  that  in  regard 
to  married  persons  domiciled  in  Scotland, 
in  the  case  of  the  intestacy  of  the  wife, 
the  husband  should  take  a  similar  in- 
terest in  the  wife's  estate  which  the 
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wife  would  take  in  the  husband's.  There 
was  also  a  provision  in  the  Bill  that  tf 
the  personal  estate  of  the  wife  shoold  be 
lent  or  intrusted  to  the  husband  who 
became  bankrupt,  it  should  be  treated 
as  assets  of  the  husband's  estate  in 
bankruptcy,  under  reservation  of  the 
wife's  claim  to  a  dividend  as  a  creditor 
for  the  value  of  such  money  or  other 
estates.  He  proposed,  in  Committee,  to 
amend  this,  by  postponing  the  wife's 
claim  to  dividend  until  all  the  hnsband's 
creditors  for  money  or  money's  worth  had 
been  paid.  As  to  Clause  7,  relating  to  the 
liability  of  the  husband  to  the  wife's 
estate  for  the  maintenance  of  the  flunilj, 
he  proposed  to  move  the  omission  of 
that  clause  in  Committee,  and  trust  to 
the  good  sense  and  good  feeling  of  the 
husband  and  wife.  He  had  now  said  all 
that  was  necessary,  and  would  ask  their 
Lordships  to  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time. 

Moved, '  *  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— (T^tf  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  that,  although 
he  had  some  objections  to  the  details  of 
the  measure,  he  had  nothing  whatever 
to  say  against  its  principle. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2'  aooord- 
ingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  fint  titttug 
day  after  the  recess  at  TThitMuntide, 

AFFAIRS  OF  TUNIS. 
OBSERVATIONS. 

Earl  DE  LA  WARE,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  state  of  affairs  in 
the  Eegency  of  Tunis  ;  and  to  ask,  what 
steps  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  pro- 
pose to  take  in  reference  to  the  French 
invasion  of  that  country,  the  breach  of 
International  law,  and  the  treaty  or  con- 
vention which  the  Bey  by  military  foree 
has  been  compelled  to  sign  ^  also  to  move 
for  Papers,  said,  he  did  not  think  theii 
Lordships  would  dissent  from  at  least 
one  remark  which  he  was  abont  to 
make — that  the  time  was  come  when 
the  country  ought  to  know  what  was  to 
be  the  future  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  regard  to  the  affairs 
of  Tunis.  Events  had  marched  rapidly 
onwards,  and  what  was  lately  foreseen 
in  the  future  had  now  become  history 
of  the  past.  But,  under  the  garb  of 
diplomatic  seoreoj,  information  had  ben 
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widiheld,  saye  vhat  had  been  given  by 
the  public  Press,  till  it  was  announced 
that  one  of  the  fairest  and  most  fertile 
countries  of  Northern  Africa  was  yirtually 
placed  under  a  French  Protectorate.  It 
was  but  a  few  weeks  ago  that  rumours 
reached  the  country  that  French  troops 
were  being  massed  on  the  Frontier  of 
Algeria  and  Tunis ;  and  it  was  soon  after- 
wards stated,  on  the  authority  of  M.  St. 
Hilaire,  the  French  Minister  of  Foreign 
Affairs,  that  the  sole  object  of  the  move- 
ment was  to  punish  and  repress  some 
lawless  mountainous  tribes  who  had  been 
committing  ravages  on  the  Algerine 
Frontier,  and  that  there  was  no  idea  on 
the  part  of  France  of  conquest  or  an- 
nexation. But  it  soon  became  apparent 
that  these  tribes  coidd  nowhere  be  found. 
The  troops  then  occupied  the  most  im- 
portant military  positions  in  the  country, 
with  the  view  of  encircling,  as  alleged, 
the  supposed  enemy.  But,  failing  in 
this,  after  throwing  some  hundred  shells 
into  a  fort  which  was  afterwards  disco- 
Tered  to  be  almost  unarmed,  the  troops 
advanced  to  within  a  few  miles  of  the 
City  of  Tunis.  Ships  of  war,  in  the 
meantime,  wore  engaged  in  operations 
on  the  coast ;  the  French  General, 
with  an  armed  escort  of  100  men  or 
more,  and  with  a  large  force  encamped 
within  two  miles  of  the  residence  of 
the  Bev,  went  to  the  palace  and  de- 
manded an  audience  of  the  Sovereign. 
Ouns  were  also  placed  in  position  com- 
manding the  palace.  He  was  now 
Btating  what  had  been  told  him  per- 
sonally by  an  eye-witness,  who  was  in 
the  palace  at  the  time.  A  Treaty  was 
produced,  of  the  contents  of  which  their 
Lordships  were  now  aware,  which  was 
at  lengtn  signed  by  the  Bey,  under  the 
pressure  of  military  force.  Thus  ended 
the  military  drama.  They  now  came  to 
the  diplomatic  part,  and  here  let  him 
iay  it  was  far  from  his  wish  in  any  way 
to  represent  what  was  not  strictly  correct 
in  what  had  taken  place.  He  knew  that 
excited  feelings  might  sometimes  lead  to 
statements  which  might  afterwards  bo 
viewed  with  regret.  But,  calmly  speak- 
ing, and  looking  at  the  events  which 
had  taken  place,  he  would  ask  the  Go- 
vernment what  value  they  placed  on  the 
uturances  that  had  been  givon  them  by 
the  French  Government.  Was  it  pos- 
•ible  that  this  was  not  a  premeditated 
plan  of  operation  ?  Would  an  army  of 
20,000  men,  and  he  believed  he  was 
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understating  the  number,  have  been  sent 
to  stop  the  incursions  of  a  few  almost 
unarmed  mountain  tribes  ?  And,  if  it 
was  not  premeditated,  what  change  of 
circumstances  caused  the  change  of 
operations  ?  Scarcely  any  hostile  tribes 
appeared,  save  some  harmless  Bedouins 
or  other  Natives  here  and  there  tending 
their  flocks  and  herds,  whose  tents,  as 
alleged,  were  burnt  and  themselves  some- 
times shot.  The  Bey  offered  no  hostility, 
but  only  protested,  carefully  avoiding  all 
collision  with  the  French  troops,  and 
treated  them  in  a  friendly  manner  up  to 
the  time  when  his  independence  was 
wrested  from  him.  And  that  was  done 
acting  upon  the  assurance  which  had 
been  repeatedly  given  that  the  opera- 
tions of  the  French  troops  would  be 
strictly  confined  to  the  punishment  of 
the  Kroumirs.  But  how  was  it  that 
Her  Malesty's  Government  were  left  un- 
informed of  that  ?  How  was  it  that 
they  assured  their  Lordships  and  the 
country  that  this  expedition  meant  no- 
thing beyond  repressing  some  hostile 
tribes,  while  the  French  General  must 
have  had  his  orders  to  force  submission 
upon  the  Bey,  and  carried  with  him  the 
Treaty  which  was  to  be  extorted  from 
him?  That  was  a  matter  upon  which 
their  Lordships  ought  to  be  informed. 
Did  Her  Majesty's  Government  believe 
that  the  avowed  object  of  this  expedi- 
tion was  the  real  one  ?  He  would  for  a 
moment  refer  to  the  Papers  which  had 
been  laid  before  the  House,  in  order  to 
show  that  there  was  information  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  which  had  not 
been  communicated  to  their  Lordships. 
It  was  impossible  not  to  see  that  this 
question  of  French  influence  in  Tunis 
was  one  of  long  standing,  and  that  it 
had  not  its  beginning  in  the  recent  out- 
break of  Frontier  Tnbes.  As  far  back  as 
the  year  1878  M.  Waddington,  the  then 
French  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs,  re- 
lated a  conversation  which  took  place 
between  himself  and  the  noble  Marquess 
below  him  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury), 
which  it  was  impossiole  to  read  without 
seeing  that  it  had  been  long  a  question 
of  taking  the  first  opportunity  of  spread- 
ing French  influence.  He  found  that 
the  noble  Marquess  did  not  admit  the 
construction  put  upon  his  words  as 
given  in  the  despatch  of  M.  Waddington  ; 
and  the  improbability  of  the  use  of  such 
words  was  much  confirmed,  if  confirma- 
tion were  needed,  by  what  had  been 
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stated  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Granville)  in  Lis  despatch  dated  June  1 7, 
1880,  in  which  he  said — 

•*  In  the  view  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
Tunis  was  a  portion  of  the  Ottoman  Empire,  to 
dispose  of  which  Great  Britain  had  no  moral  or 
International  right.** 

He  would  now  return  to  that  part  of 
the  subject  more  immediately  before  the 
House — the  recent  action  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  It  was  upon  the  5th 
of  April  last  that  the  French  Government 
announced  their  intention  of  takinp^  steps 
to  subdue  the  lawless  Frontier  Tribes, 
that  only  being  the  avowed  object.  But 
almost  immediately  after  that,  on.  the 
9th  of  April,  Lord  Lyons  informed  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  that  M.  St.  Hilaire's 
language  implied  that  the  expedition 
was  undertaken  solely  with  a  view  to 
chastise  the  lawless  tribes,  and  that  it 
was  not  intended  that  it  should  enter 
further  into  Tunisian  territory  than 
might  be  necessary  for  that  purpose. 
The  noble  Lord  further  said — 

"  It  may  he  that  the  present  intentions  of  the 
French  Goremment  do  not  go  much  heyond 
this.  I  am  not,  however,  hlind  to  the  prohahility 
that  they  may  he  led  on  much  further,  and  even 
M.  St.  Hilaire  hinted  that  the  opportunity  might 
he  taken  to  hring  the  Bey  of  Tunis  to  his  senses 
with  regard  to  other  matters,  affecting  French 
interests.*' 

Lord  Lyons  made  use  of  other  words 
indicating  anxiety  as  to  the  possible 
consequences.  This  very  important  de- 
spatch of  Lord  Lyons  was  received  at 
the  very  beginning  of  the  expedition, 
and  a  further  despatch,  dated  April  12, 
was  in  the  same  tone  of  apprehension, 
and  quoted  the  words  of  M.  Jules  Ferry 
in  the  French  Chambers,  who  **  spoke 
of  the  entrance  of  French  troops  on  Tu- 
nisian territory  as  a  matter  of  course." 
To  the  same  effect  were  the  despatches 
of  Mr.  Eeade,  Her  Majesty's  Consul  at 
Tunis.  He  wished  to  recall  the  atten- 
tion of  the  noble  Earl  opposite  to  these 
despatches  of  Lord  Lyons  and  Mr. 
Reade,  as  he  coidd  not  understand  how 
it  was  that  the  House  had  been  informed 
on  several  occasions  that  the  French  Go- 
vemment  had  no  idea  of  annexation  or 
conquest,  but  that  their  operations  would 
be  confined  to  the  punishment  of  the 
Frontier  Tribes.  On  the  6th  of  May 
the  noble  Earl  stated  in  the  House — 

'*It  does  not  appear  unreasonahle  that  the 
French  should  resent  outrages  within  the  Al- 
gerian frontier,  and  should  take  measures  to 

Eo/rl  De  La  Wan  ' 


prevent  the  recurrence  of  such  outrages.  TKs 
French  Government  have  constantly  givea  u 
assurances  that  they  have  no  intention  to  asaex 
territory,  and  yesterday  they  formally  and  du. 
tinctly  authorized  Lord  Lyons  to  misnre  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  there  was  no  idet  d 
conquest  or  annexation  with  regard  to  Timk'* 
[3  Hansard,  cclx.  1927.] 

Now,  at  the  very  time  that-  the  noble 
Earl  addressed  these  words  to  the  Home, 
he  was  in  possession  of  the  information 
that  the  French  troops  had  occupied  \h» 
fort  of  Bizerta  and  other  military  pod* 
tions,  and  were  advancing  in  the  direc- 
tion of  the  City  of  Tunis.  At  the  same 
time,  in  a  despatch  to  Lord  Lyons,  dated 
the  7th  of  May,  the  noble  Earl  said— 

**  They  (Her  Majesty's  Government)  cannot, 
however,  conceal  from  themselves  that  proceed- 
ings of  a  military  nature  such  have  been  in- 
stituted hy  the  French — the  occupation  of 
Bizerta  and  the  destruction  of  the  fort  of 
Taharca — seem  to  he  directed  to  some  object 
heyond  the  mere  chastisement  of  disorderly 
Arah  tribes  on  the  frontier,  nor  can  they  afisct 
to  misimderstand  the  intimations  which  hare 
been  given  to  your  Excellency  by  IL  Baitb^ 
lemy  St.  Hilaire  that,  although  the  French 
Government  did  not  seek  to  Mtablish  a  pro- 
tectorate, the  new  Treaty  which  would  be  im- 
posed upon  the  Bey  would  be  in  the  nature  of 
one." 

He  could  not  reconcile  those  facts  and 
statements  with  the  words  of  the  nobli 
Earl  on  the  6th  of  May,  that  "tlw 
French  Government  had  shown  no  in- 
tention of  annexation."  He  came  next 
to  the  point  of  Treaties  and  International 
rights.  Her  Majesty's  Govemment  had 
recently  stated  that  Tunis  was  an  in- 
tegral portion  of  the  Ottoman  Empire, 
and  in  that  view  it  naturally  followed 
that  no  Treaty  could  be  valid  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  Saltan.  H« 
need  hardly  remind  the  House  that  the 
strongest  proofs  could  be  adduced  in 
support  of  that.  Among  them  was  the 
fact  that  the  Beys  of  Tunis  had  alwajv 
received  investiture  from  the  Saltan, 
and  that  troops  in  lieu  of  tribute  were 
furnished  in  time  of  war,  and  there  were 
other  stipidations  of  a  similar  kind.  It 
was  known  that  the  French  now  refused, 
for  manifest  reasons,  to  acknowledge  the 
suzerainty  of  the  Sultan ;  bat  it  would 
be  easy  to  show  that  France  in  Treaties 
dating  back  to  1604  and  onward  to  1834 
acknowledged  it,  and  so  recently  as  1S63, 
on  the  occasion  of  the  Tunisian  Loen 
contracted  at  Paris,  M.  Dronjm  de  Lhajfi 
Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs,  saggeeted 
the  authorization  of  the  Sublime  Foxie 
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to  legalize  the  transaction.  But,  how- 
erer  that  might  he,  the  nohle  Earl  oppo- 
site could  not  regard  the  Treaty  which 
had  just  heen  signed  as  a  legal  docu* 
meat,  if  Tunis  was  a  part  of  the  Otto- 
man Empire.  By  the  Treaty  of  Paris 
in  1856,  hy  the  Treaty  of  London  in 
1871,  and  by  the  recent  Treaty  of  Berlin, 
the  integrity  of  the  Ottoman  Empire 
was  guaranteed.  He  could  not  leave 
this  part  of  the  subject  without  alluding 
to  what  must  be  regarded  as  a  great 
Tiolation  of  International  rights.  The 
territory  of  a  neighbouring  and  friendly 
Sovereign  was  invaded  against  repeated 
protests,  without  any  declaration  of  war, 
military  positions  were  taken  up  in 
various  parts  of  the  country,  his  flag 
was  hauled  down  from  a  Tunisian  fort 
and  the  French  flag  hoisted,  troops  ad- 
vanced to  the  walls  of  the  city,  the  gene- 
ral with  an  armed  escort  entered  the 
palace,  and,  under  military  compulsion, 
a  Treaty  was  signed.  Whether  Tunis 
owed  allegiance  to  the  Sultan  or  whether 
the  Bey  was  independent,  there  had 
surely  been  a  great  violation  of  Inter- 
national rights.  And  now  he  came  to 
this — In  wnat  way  did  it  affect  this 
country  ?  It  was  impossible  to  look  at 
the  geographical  position  of  Tunis  with- 
out seeing  that  it  was  a  matter  of  great 
importance.  It  could  not  for  a  moment 
be  supposed  that  this  country  could  re- 
4-gard  with  indifference  a  territory  like 
V Tunis  falling  into  the  hands  of  a  great 
Power  commanding,  as  it  might  do,  the 
channel  to  the  East  along  which  the 
greater  portion  of  the  traffic  of  this 
country  passed.  There  was  a  narrow 
channel  of  not  more  than  80  miles  be- 
tween the  Italian  and  Tunisian  shores. 
At  no  great  distance  from  Tunis  lay  the 
harbour  of  Bizerta,  with  sufficient  water 
— from  five  to  seven  fathoms — to  float 
the  largest  iron- clad  in  any  Navy  with 
sufficient  space,  being  about  eight  miles 
in  length  and  in  width  about  five  miles, 
to  manoeuvre  a  fleet,  and  which,  at  a 
comparatively  small  outlay  at  the  en- 
trance, might  be  made  one  of  the  finest 
harbours  in  the  Mediterranean.  In  caso 
of  war,  how  greatly  would  be  increased 
the  difficulty  of  our  communications  with 
the  East,  how  greatly  would  it  add  to 
the  difficulty  of  maintaining  our  position 
in  the  Mediterranean  if  a  largo  French 
Fleet  were  at  Bizerta,  within  200  miles 
of  Malta.  There  was  another  point  of 
which  he  must  briefly  remind  their  Lord- 


ships, and  it  was  one  of  some  import- 
ance. Malta  was  mainly  dependent  upon 
Tunis  for  provisions,   both  meat   and 
com.    In  the  event  of  war,  if  Tunis 
were  in  the  possession   of  France,   it 
would  be  difficult  to  know  whence  these 
supplies  could  be  procured.      And  he 
could  not  omit    to  mention  that    the 
future  commercial  interests  of  this  coun- 
try might  be  greatly  imperilled  if  the 
Regency  of  Tunis  were  under  a  French 
Protectorate.    At  present.  Commercial 
Treaties  with  Tunis  were  favourable.    If 
France  was  for  the  future  to  have  the 
control  of  Treaties  such  as  that  of  1875, 
which  expired  in   1882,  very  different 
conditions    might    be    imposed    which 
might  seriously  affect  the  exports  of  our 
manufactures.     He  did  not  believe  that 
this  country  would  regard  with  jealousy 
any  just  and  fair  development  of  French 
interests  in  the  Mediterranean  ;  but  the 
annexation  of  territory,  or  the  establish- 
ing a  Protectorate  Over  a  country  with- 
out the  consent  of  other  Powers  who 
had  great  interests  at  stake,  could  not  t 
do  otherwise  than  lead  to  an  estrange-T 
ment  which  might  be  productive  of  grave** 
and    serious  consequences.      He  must 
say,  in  conclusion,  that  in  the  Papers 
and  Correspondence  now  before  their 
Lordships,  he  could  see  no  distinct  inti- 
mation as  to  what  would  be  the  future 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
He  trusted  it  would  no  longer  be  with- 
held, and  he  sinc^ely  hoped  it  would  be 
based  upon  the  upholding  of  Treaties 
and  the  respecting  of  International  rights 
— that  unjust  aggressions  would  not  be 
tolerated,  and  that  the  honour  and  good 
faith  of  this  country  would  be  main- 
tained. 

Lord    STANLEY    of    ALDERLEY 
said,  that  perhaps  the  less  was  said  in 
Parliament  about  the  recent  proceedinni 
in  Tunis  the  more  chance  there  woiud 
be  of  the  French  adhering  to  the  pro- 
fessions of  their  Government  and  of  their 
desisting  from   extreme   exactions.      It 
was  the  less  necessary  to  speak  of  the 
disregard  of  the  Law  of  Nations,  since 
within  the  last  few  days  a  pamphlet  had 
appeared,  written  by  a  Frenchman,  ap- 
pealing to  Frenchmen  to  do  right,  and 
laying   the   blame   on    those  who   had 
tempted  France  to  do  wrong.  He  trubted 
'  that   the   noble   Earl   the  Secretary  of 
'  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  would  not  look 
,  upon  the  Treaty  recently  published  at 
\  in  any  way  obligatory  or  finaL 
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Earl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  your 
Lordships  do  not  seem  generally  inclined 
to  join  in  this  discussion ,  which  has  been 
raised  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
De  La  Warr)  on  a  very  important  subject, 
in  which,  as  we  all  know,  he  takes  a 
very  great  interest.  Many  years  ago,  I 
asked  a  very  experienced  Foreign  Secre- 
tary whether  he  did  not  feel  it  a  diffi- 
culty in  his  position  that  it  frequently 
happened  that  he  could  not  state  publicly 
the  best  reasons  for  things  that  he  did 
or  things  that  he  did  not  do.  His 
answer  was,  that  that  was  a  very  great 
difficulty ;  but  that  there  was  compensa- 
tion in  the  greatly  superior  knowledge 
which  he  had  to  the  opposition  which 
attacked  him.  But  I  am  bound  to  say, 
with  regard  to  the  noble  Earl  opposite, 
that  no  one  can  accuse  him  of  a  want  of 
information  on  this  subject.  I  believe 
the  noble  Earl  will  not  contradict  me 
when  I  state  that  I  believe  he  has  been 
in  almost  daily  correspondence  with  a 
gentleman  of  great  energy,  great  ability, 
and  high  character,  the  counsel  of  Mr. 
Levy  in  the  Enfida  case,  and  who,  I  am 
informed,  is  in  correspondence  with  three 
of  the  London  papers,  writes  the  Beuter 
telegrams,  and  is  more  or  less  ably  re- 
presented in  both  Houses  of  Parliament. 
The  noble  Earl  has  also  had  the  advan- 
tage of  all  the  official  documents  which 
have  passed  between  us  and  France  on 
the  subject  of  Tunis — documents  which, 
as  far  as  I  am  awar#,  notwithstanding 
the  doubt  which  he  has  thrown  upon 
them,  entirely  carry  out  all  that  at  dif- 
ferent times,  and  generally  in  answer  to 
himself,  I  have  stated  to  your  Lordships. 
If  there  were  any  feeling  shown  on 
either  side  of  the  House  to  raise  an 
important  discussion  on  this  question, 
and,  still  more,  if  there  were  any  inten- 
tion of  bringing  an  attack  or  moving  a 
Vote  of  Censure  on  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment for  what  they  have  done,  I 
should  be  only  too  happy  to  enter  into 
the  fullest  discussion  of  this  matter. 
But  I  must  say  that  I  very  much  agree 
with  my  noble  Friend  who  has  just  sat 
down  (Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley;,  and  I 
doubt  exceedingly  whether  any  great 
public  object  would  be  attained  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  entering  into 
weekly  or  bi-weekly  driblets  of  dis- 
cussion with  one  pa^cular  Peer  on  a 
matter  of  great  importance  involving 
questions  of  very  great  delicacy  between 


two  great  and  friendly  Governments. 
Therefore,  until  I  see  a  greater  indica- 
tion of  the  wish  of  the  House  generally 
to  have  a  really  important  discussion  on 
this  subject  I  am  sure  the  noble  Eari 
will  not  think  it  a  want  of  respect  to 
him  individually  if  I  do  not  go  fully  into 

the  case.  

Thb    Marquess    of    SALISBUBT: 
The  noble  Earl  who  introduced  this  sub* 
ject  (Earl  De  La  Warr)  stated  his  case 
with  great  moderation,   and  evidently 
spoke  under  a  sense  of  responsibility  in 
touching  upon  this  question.     But  al- 
though I  quite  understand  the  point  of 
view    from   which   he  approaches  the 
subject,  and  that  much  is  to  be  said  in 
favour  of  some  of  the  considerations  ad- 
vanced by  him,  I  am  compelled  to  express 
an  opinion  strictly  in  harmony  with  that 
of  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just  sat  down  ^ 
(Earl  Granville) — namely,  that  no  great  4 
public  benefit  will  be  derived  from  ex- 
panding or  continuing  this  discussion. 
Anj  person  taking  part  in  this  discussion 
must  feel  that  he  is  speaking  under  the 
weight  of  great  responsibility,  becaoBO 
all  that  is  said  here  is  addressed  not 
only  to  your  Lordships  and  to  the  Eng- 
lish public,  but  to  others,  and  it  is  a 
matter  of  notoriety  that  this  is  a  ques- 
tion upon  which  the  French  Qovem- 
ment  and  the  French  people  feelv^ 
strongly.    I  do  not  thiuK  that  my  noble 
Friend  behind  me  gave  quite  sufficient 
weight  to  the  grounds  which  undoubt- 
edly exist,  and  which  have  existed  for 
some  time,  for  causing  the  French  GK>venh 
ment  to  look  upon  Tunis  with  great  in- 
terest and  to  desire  to  extend  their  in- 
fluence in  that  country.     It  is  not  merelj 
that  it  is  a  neighbouring  country,  but  it 
is  a  neighbounng  country  inhabited  bj 
tribes  of  a  very  warlike  and  fanatioal 
character,   who  are  of  the  same  race 
and  of  the  same  relifl;ion  as  those  who 
are  the  subjects  of  the  French  Oovem- 
ment  in  the  neighbouring  Colony  of 
Algiers.     I  think  that  no  one  impar- 
tially considering  such  a  state  of  things 
will  wonder  at  or  blame  the    Frendi 
Government  for    desiring    that    their 
influence    should     be    extended    and 
strengthened  in  Tunis.     Supposing  an 
analogous  case  to  arise  in  reference  to 
one  of  our  own  Colonies,  and  that  a  race 
of  men  of  a  warlike  and  fanatical  ten- 
dency of  the  same  religion  and  race  at 
those  of  our  own  subjects  lived  outside  of 
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our  Frontier,  we  ehould  be  very  jealous 
of  any  other  influence  beside  our  own 
being  acquired  over  that  population. 
The  French  Qovemment,  however,  have 
gone  a  good  deal  further  than  insuring 
or  extending  their  influence  in  Tunis ; 
but,  and  especially  after  what  has  fallen 
from  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Granville),  I  am  not  here  to  express  any 
opinion  upon  what  they  have  done.  It 
is  always  a  very  doubtful  point  whether, 
in  a  case  which  does  not  invite  the  action 
of  this  country  to  take  any  more  decided 
steps,  remonstrance  is  in  itself  a  prudent 
proceeding;  and  in  this  case  I  doubt 
whether  there  is  any  g^und  in  the  inte- 
rest of  this  country  alone  for  even  any 
intervention  or  remonstrant  action  ;  but 
whether  there  is  g^und  for  any  such 
action  or  not,  we  do  not  yet  know 
precisely  what  the  proceedings  or  the 
mtentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment on  this  subject  have  been  and  are. 
They  have  not  up  to  this  time  remon- 
strated in  any  formal  manner  against 
the  action  of  the  French  Government. 
It  is,  however,  perfectly  in  their  discre- 
tion to  do  so.  The  French  Government 
have  undoubtedly  taken  steps  which  it 
is  open  to  us  to  regard  —  if  we  think 
fit  to  do  so  on  grounds  of  policy  or  of 
antecedent  histonr — as  trenching  upon 
the  comity  of  one  mendly  nation  towards 
another.  But  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  not  thought  fit  to  do  so,  and  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  I  for  one  shall  not, 
•a  far  as  my  knowledge  at  present  g^es, 
challenge  that  decision.  I  shall  not 
prolong  this  discussion.  I  believe  that 
the  French  Government  and  the  French 
nation  are  actuated  by  a  very  friendly 
sentiment  towards  this  country,  and! 
believe  that  that  friendly  connection  be- 
tween us  is  of  the  highest  importance  to 
this  country  and  to  the  interest  of  the 
world.  As  far  as  Tunis  is  concerned,  I 
see  no  interest  which  this  country  pos- 
sesses which  would  justify  or  should  in- 
duce us  to  strain  or  to  place  any  undue 
weight  upon  the  friendly  relations  that 
exist  between  the  two  countries.  I  do 
not  deny  that  the  French  Treaty  with 
the  Bey,  to  which  both  the  noble  Lords 
have  alluded,  is  one  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  find  it  neces- 
sary to  bear  in  mind,  and  which  will  in- 
crease their  vigilance  for  British  interests 
in  oertain  quarters.  As  far  as  Tunis  is 
concerned,  no wever,  I  do  not  hold  that 


we  have  any  interest  there  that  should 
cause  us  to  be  disturbed  or  disquieted 
by  what  has  passed.  If  it  were  pos- 
sible to  suppose  that  the  action  which  the 
French  Government  have  taken  had  any 
further  or  more  distant  object,  I  do  not 
at  all  forffet  that  there  are  in  other  parts 
of  the  Mediterranean  British  interests 
of  the  very  gravest  character,  and  any 
Government  who  thinks  that  those  inte- 
rests are  in  any  way  compromised  by  the 
action  of  the  French  Government  would 
be  justified  in  taking  up  an  attitude  of 
great  vigilance.  But  the  French  Go- 
vernment have  g^ven  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  assurances  which  have  been 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  and 
which  the  noble  Earl  has  very  wisely 
treated  as  amounting  to  International 
engagements.  Those  assurances,  which 
we  have  no  g^und  for  believing  to  be 
other  than  sincere— and,  indeed,  it  would 
be  unseemly  for  us  to  doubt  their  sin- 
cerity— we  are  justified  in  accepting  as 
being  sufficient  to  remove  any  disquiet- 
ing impressions ;  and,  therefore,  no  case 
has  arisen  to  make  it  incumbent  on 
any  independent  Member  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House  to  call  attention  to  the 
subject. 

IRISH  JURY  LAWS. 
MOTION  FOB  A   SELECT  00H3UTTEE. 

The  order  made  on  Monday  last  for 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee 
discharged. 

Moved f  **  That  a  Select  (Jommittee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  the  Insh  Jury 
Laws.'' — {The  Marqutst  of  Lansdoume,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

And,  on  May  30,  the  Lords  following  were 
named  of  the  Committee : 


Ld.  President. 
Ld.  Privy  Seal. 
I).  Marlborough. 
M.  Lansdowne. 
E.  Derby. 
V.  Uutchinson. 
L.  Tyrone. 

The  Committee  to  appoint  their  own  Chairman. 


L.  Inchiquin. 
L.  Silchester. 
L.  Monck. 
L.  Penzance. 
L.  Emly. 
L.  ArdUaun. 


House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Seven  o'clock,  to  Monday 

next,  Eleven  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  21th  ifay,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Supply— fo««iVfeivrf  iw  Committee 
— Akmt  Estimates. 

Pritate  Bill  {by  Order) — Considered  as  amended 
— North  British  Railway  (New  Tay  Viaduct)*. 

Public  Bills— Or^r<»rf — First  Beading — Lord 
Lieutenants  of  Counties  (Ireland)  ♦  [180]. 

Committee — Local  Government  Provisional  Or- 
ders (Acton,  &c)*  [159],  discharged;  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  [135] — [Second  Night] — R.r. 

"Report  —  Land  Drainage  provisional  Orders  • 
[163];  Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provi- 
sional Orders  (Bandon,  &c.)  •  [163] ;  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (Ualifax, 
&c.)*[159]. 

Considered  as  amended  —  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue*  [136]. 

Third  Reading  —  Water  Provisional  Orders  • 
[146] ;  Bankruptcy  and  Cessio  (Scotland)  • 
[174J  ;  Newspapers*  [164],  BXi^ passed. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
QUESTIONS. 

TREATY  OF  BERLIN— BULGARIA. 

Me.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  Un- 
der  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs, Whether  any  action  has  been 
taken  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  call  the  attention  of 
Prince  Alexander  of  Bulgaria,  who  be- 
came the  constitutional  Prince  of  that 
Country,  in  accordance  with  the  stipula- 
tions of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  to  the 
sacred  character  of  the  oath  by  which 
he  bound  himself  to  maintain  the  con- 
stitution of  Bulgaria,  and  to  the  possibly 
serious  consequences  of  his  violation  of 
that  oath ;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  received  any  confirma- 
tion fix)m  Her  Majesty's  representative 
in  Bulgaria  of  the  assertion  of  Prince 
Alexander,  in  his  manifesto  which  ac- 
companied his  revolutionary  attack  upon 
the  Eepresentative  Bulgarian  Assembly, 
that  the  Country  was  in  a  state  of  such 
disorder  that  a  coup  d'etat  was  neces- 
sary ? 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that, 
before  the  hon.  Baronet  answered  that 
Question,  he  wished  to  ask,  whether  it 
was  true  that  since  the  declaration  of 
the  Prince  of  Bulgaria,  he  had  received 
a  new  Russian  Minister,  with  whom  he 
proposed  to  proceed  into  the  interior  ? 


Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Bir.  no 
such  action  has  been  taken  by  Ha 
Majesty's  Government,  and  it  is  under- 
stood that  the  intention  of  the  Prince  of 
Bulgaria  is  to  oflfer  his  abdication  to  the 
Great  National  Assembly,  stating  at  the 
same  time  the  conditions  on  which  he 
would  consent  to  remain,  and  which  he 
considers  indispeusable  to  enable  him  to 
carry  on  the  Government.  Her  Majesty'i 
Government  are  in  communication  with 
Her  Majesty's  Agent  at  Sofia  on  the 
subject  of  presenting  Papers  to  Parlia- 
ment, which  will  explain  the  reMons 
which  have  induced  the  Prince  of  Bul- 
garia to  take  this  step.  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Kirkcaldj 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  will  give  Notice 
of  his  Question. 

ARMY  — SICK   LEAVE  — CAPTAIN 
BUTLER. 

Mr.  M'COAN  asked  the  Secretaiy  of 
Skate  for  War,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
Captain  Butler,  9th  Regiment,  has  been 
granted  eighteen  months'  sick  leave  from 
India,  his  illness  having  been  contracted 
in  and  by  the  Service  while  surrey- 
ing  on  the  Perso-Turkoman  Frontier, 
as  shown  by  proceedings  of  a  medicil 
board  dated  4th  July  1879,  Murree, 
India ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  at  the 
conclusion  of  his  eighteen  months'  sick 
leave,  he  reported  himself  fit  for  dutj, 
and  a  medical  board  passed  him  as  such, 
but  that  while  waiting  for  his  orders  a 
severe  recurrence  of  his  illness  seized 
him,  upon  which  he  sought  the  inde- 
pendent medical  advice  of  Dr.  Bossell- 
Reynolds,  and  that  Captain  Butler  fo^ 
warded  his  doctor's  certificate  corrobo- 
rating the  above  illness,  and  stating 
that  it  was  quite  unsafe  for  this  officer 
to  proceed  at  this  season  to  India,  but 
that  in  a  few  months  he  would  be  qaite 
recovered  ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  gponnda 
he  is  now  refused  sick  leave,  the  ls«t 
board  held  on  him  having  sat  before  hit 
relapse  above  mentioned ;  whether  there 
is  any  provision  in  the  Queen's  Beg«|»" 
tions,  or  elsewhere,  drawing  a  hard  and 
fast  line  as  to  the  limit  of  sick  leave  to 
be  granted  to  officers  who  have  \<^ 
their  health  in  and  by  the  ^ernce\ 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  a  Return  of  the  names  of 
such  officers  as  have  received  sick  le»^ 
within  the  last  five  years,  showing  the 
total  terms  of  such  leave  granted  to 
each;   and,   whether  the  aioknesi  bit 


1453    ProUctim  of  Person  and    |  May  27, 1881 1  Property  {Ireland)  Act,  1881.  1454 


which  they  hare  been  granted  has  been 
contracted  in  and  by  the  Serrice,  or 
otherwise  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  Sir,  it  is  the  case 
that  Captain  Butler  was  granted  12 
months'  sick  leave  from  India,  which 
leave  was  further  extended  for  six 
months;  but  he  was  informed  that  if, 
at  the  expiration  of  that  period,  he  was 
still  unfit  for  service,  he  would  be  called 
upon  to  resign.  However,  he  reported 
himself  fit,  and  was  so  found  by  a  medi- 
cal board,  and  was  accordingly  ordered 
to  embark  for  India.  On  the  day  be- 
fore he  should  have  embarked  he  sent 
in  a  certificate  from  a  civil  doctor  stating 
that  he  was  unfit  to  return  to  India,  ana 
he  asked  for  four  months'  more  leave. 
Upon  this,  he  was  called  upon  to  retire. 
There  is  another  reason,  not  medical, 
that  makes  Captain  Butler  im willing  to 
return  to  India — that  is,  as  he  himself 
officially  states,  a  belief  that  he  will  be 
arrested  for  debt  as  soon  as  he  arrives 
in  Bombay.  There  is  no  provision  in 
the  Queen's  Begulations  as  to  the  limit 
of  sick  leave,  each  case  being  considered 
on  its  merits.  I  do  not  propose  to  lay 
on  the  Table  such  a  Hetum  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  suggests.  I  do  not  believe 
that  it  is  the  wish  of  the  House  to  in- 
terfere in  questions  of  this  kind,  which 
are  essentially  for  the  Commander-in- 
Chief,  under  the  responsibility  of  and 
subject  to  an  appeal  to  the  Secretary  of 
State. 


UNCONSTITUTIONAL  EXPENDITURE- 
WESTERN  AUSTRALIA. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  remonstrances  have 
been  lately  received  at  the  Colonial 
Office  from  Western  Australia,  as  to  the 
way  in  which  expenditure  has  been  in- 
curred in  that  Colony,  without  previous 
legiblative  sanction;  and,  whether  the 
subject  is  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  ? 

Mb.  grant  duff  :  Sir,  it  might 
be  enough  to  say  that  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Baronet's  information  is  quite  cor- 
rect ;  but  as  he  has  asked  me,  for  good 
reasons,  to  give  a  somewhat  full  answer 
to  his  Question,  I  must  state  a  few  par- 
ticulars. The  Legislative  Council  of 
Western  Australia,  in  September  of  last 
year,  presented  an  Address  to  the  Oo- 
vemor  in  connection  with  a 


"Bill  to  regulate  the  receipt,  custody,  and 
issue  of  the  public  moneys,  and  to  proride  for 
the  audit  of  the  public  accounts," 

in  which  Address  the  Council  repre- 
sented that  the  control  of  the  Legislature 
over  the  public  purse  has  been  merely 
nominal,  and  not  real,  as  the  present 
constitution  of  the  Colony  contemplates. 
They  further  stated  that  during  the  past 
10  years  some  £160,000  has,  in  fact, 
been  expended  over  and  above  the  sums 
submitted  to  vote  in  the  annual  Esti- 
mates. The  Governor  pointed  out,  in 
reply,  that  this  irregularity  has  been,  to 
a  great  extent,  due  to  the  practice  of 
framing  the  Estimates  on  an  insufficient 
scale,  leaving  it  to  the  Governor  to  issue 
on  his  own  authority  Supplementary 
Warrants,  which  had  to  be  legalized  by 
subsequent  legislation;  and  he  quoted 
the  Beport  of  a  Select  Committee  on 
over-expenditure  for  1 878,  which  stated 
''  that  Que  regard  to  economy  was,  as  a 
whole,  observed  by  this  Government." 
The  Secretary  of  State  is  now  consider- 
ing this  matter,  and  proposes  to  issue 
such  instructions  as  may  remove,  as  far  as 
practicable,  the  irregularity  of  spending 
money  without  the  previously  obtained 
authority  of  the  Legislature.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  confident  that 
they  will  have  the  full  co-operation  of 
the  Governor  in  securing  the  legiti- 
mate control  of  the  Legislature  over  the 
Public  Expenditure. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— POLI- 
TICAL PRISONERS  (MR.  UODNETT) 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (for  Mr. 
Healy)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true  that  on  yester- 
day. Ascension  Thursday,  beinga  Catholic 
holiday,  Mr.  Hodnett,  a  political  prisoner 
in  Limerick  Gaol,  was  deprivea  of  the 
privilege  of  associating  with  other  pri- 
soners as  a  punishment  for  hurrying  from 
his  cell  into  chapel,  a  distance  of  20 
yards  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Sir,  on  receiv- 
ing private  Notice  of  this  Question  yes- 
terday, I  at  once  made  inquiry  of  the 
prison  authorities  by  telegraph;  but  I 
Fiave  not  yet  received  an  answer. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Has  theright 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  heard  tc- 
day  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  ixa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  No,  Sir. 
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SOtTTH    AFRICA— THE     TRANSVAAL- 
PRESENT  STATE  OF  AFFAIRS. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  a  Question  of 
which  I  have  given  him  private  Notice. 
It  is,  Whether  by  any  statement  made  in 
this  House,  or  by  any  Papers  that  can 
be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  can  give  any  in- 
formation with  respect  to  the  state  of 
affairs  in  the  Transvaal,  and  as  to  what 
may  have  occurred  there  during  the 
past  few  weeks.  Perhaps  in  explanation 
I  may  say  that  we  are  absolutely  with- 
out any  information  on  the  subject,  and 
pending  the  arrival  of  the  time  when,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Government,  it  may 
be  possible  to  raise  a  discussion  on  the 
Transvaal  Question,  we  can  only  attempt 
to  obtain  information  by  isolated  Ques- 
tions, which  is  a  very  unsatisfactory 
method.  The  points  to  which  I  wish  to 
direct  attention  are  these.  As  to  the 
case  of  Potchefstroom — have  the  guns 
and  rifles  been  restored ;  if  not,  when 
will  they  be  restored  ?  When  will  Pot- 
chefstroom be  re-occupied  by  British 
troops  ?  What  are  the  present  relations, 
and  what  have  been  the  relations  during 
the  last  few  weeks,  between  the  Boers 
and  the  English  or  other  loyal  subjects 
of  Her  Majesty  in  the  Transvaal,  and 
particularly  what  are  the  relations  now 
existing  between  the  Boers  and  the  large 
Native  population  ?  I  do  not  doubt  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  through  Sir 
Evelyn  Wood,  are  in  communication 
with  the  officials  in  the  Transvaal  who 
acted  on  behedf  of  this  country,  and, 
therefore,  are  able  to  obtain  information 
on  all  those  points.  We  have  seen  this 
morning  most  alarming  telegrams  in  the 
Press  on  the  subject.  From  my  own 
experience  such  telegrams  are  often  in- 
accurate. But  it  is  obvious  that  if  they 
are  inaccurate,  full  and  accurate  infor- 
mation ought  to  be  given  as  soon  as 
possible. 

Mr.  GEANT  duff  :  Sir,  I  will  try 
to  give  as  full  an  answer  as  possible  to 
the  Question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Some  time  ago  the  Boer  leaders 
apolo^zed  fully  for  the  breach  of  faith 
committed  by  their  subordinate  officer 
at  Potchefstroom,  agreeing  also  to  the 
cancelling  of  the  capitulation  and  the 
restoration  of  all  the  articles  taken  over 
as  per  inventory.    They  further  entirely 


acquiesced  in  our  demand  to  send  back 
the  garrison,  or  a  military  force  equirt- 
lent  to  it.  Our  contention  was  thus  My 
admitted,  but  certain  measures  had,  as 
mentioned  by  the  Prime  Minister,  to  be 
adopted  with  regard  to  it,  and  finally  we 
left  the  precise  time  and  manner  of  the 
sending  back  of  the  g^arriflon,  or  iti 
equivalent,  to  Sir  Evelyn  Wood,  and  we 
do  not  know  precisely  in  what  stage  the 
process  of  its  replacement  is  at  this  mo- 
ment. With  regard  to  the  guns,  Sir 
Evelyn  Wood  telegraphed  on  the  31rt 
that  they  were  promised  about  the  26tlL 
Turning  now  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's two  other  Questions,  communict- 
tions  in  the  Transvaal,  slow  and  imperfeet 
at  the  best  of  times,  are  now,  of  course, 
slower  and  more  imperfect  than  erer, 
and,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  House  know,  the  telegraph  between 
Pretoria  and  the  frontier  has  been  inter* 
rupted.  But  if  these  stories  which  ap- 
pear in  some  of  the  papers  about  Bgh^ng 
between  Boers  and  Natives,  and  Berioui 
quarrels  between  Boors  and  loyalists  were 
not  grossly  exaggerated,  Sir  Herculee 
Robinson  and  Sir  Evelyn  Wood,  who 
are  much  nearer  the  Transvaal  than  ih» 
place  from  which  many  of  these  reports 
come,  would  necessarily  know  all  abont 
them ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
am  sure,  knows  Sir  Hercules  Robinson  too 
well  to  doubt  that  so  experienced  an 
official,  now,  I  think,  in  his  tenth  gorer- 
norship,  would  take  care  to  keep  the 
Secretary  of  State  thoroughly  informed 
of  what  it  would  be  so  material  for  him 
to  know,  even  if  our  repeated  questions, 
suggested  by  inquiries  in  Parliament, 
had  not  specially  directed  his  attention  to 
these  subjects.  I  have  told  the  House  from 
time  to  time  what  Sir  Hercules  Bobinaon 
has  replied  to  us.  Thus,  on  the  19th,  I 
mentioned  that  Major  Buller  had  be®^^ 
sent  with  Mr.  Joubert  to  part  a  Native 
tribe  and  some  Boers  in  the  Keatj 
Award  territory,  while  on  the  iSrd  I 
mentioned  that  Major  Buller  had  i^ 
ported  from  Potchefstroom  that  the 
rumours  as  to  the  Boer  Commando 
against  Montsoia  were  much  exags^r* 
ated,  and  that  no  forward  movement  hw 
been  made.  We  shall  hope  before  long 
to  be  in  a  position  to  lay  some  further 
Papers  on  the  Table,  chiefly,  of  course, 
telegraphic ;  and,  meantime,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  communicate  with 
me  as  to  any  further  points  connected 
with  these  rumours  on  whidi  he  worn 
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like  to  be  informed,  we  will  telegprapL. 
to  Sir  Hercules  Robinson.  But  knowing, 
as  we  all  do,  on  what  slender  foundation 
great  fabrics  of  rumour  are  built,  I  am 
sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
think  it  right  for  us  to  be  always  tele- 
eraphing  to  ask  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson 
if  this  or  that  sensational  story  is  or  is 
not  true.  Of  course,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  has  been  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  suggests  a  doubt, 
or  a  question,  the  matter  at  once  becomes 
important,  and  he  may  rely  upon  our 
doing  all  we  can  to  obtain  for  him  the 
fullest  information  possible. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Sir,  I  am  sorry  to  say  I  cannot  accept 
the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
as  being  by  any  means  satisfactory,  and, 
with  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  I  will 
Bpeoify  two  points  in  regard  to  which 
information  is  particularly  desirable. 
In  this  morning's  papers  there  is  a  lon^ 
telegram  from  Natal,  in  which  it  is  stated 
that  a  certain  force,  the  exact  companies 
and  regiments  of  which  are  defined,  is 
to  march  for  Potchefstroom  on  a  certain 
day.  Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
any  information  on  that  subject  ?  The 
second  point  is  this — There  is  a  most 
alarming  statement  in  this  morning's 
telegram  that  all  the  Natives,  whether 
in  the  Boer  Service  or  the  English  Ser- 
vice, have  been  summoned  by  their 
Chiefs  to  be  at  their  war  kraals  at  a 
certain  date.  Is  that  true,  or  is  it  not 
tme?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
asked  me  for  suggestions.  What  I 
would  venture  to  suggest  is  that  he 
should  at  once  telegraph  to  Sir  Hercules 
Robinson  or  Sir  Evelyn  Wood,  and  ask 
them  to  require  at  once  from  all  the 
British  officials  in  the  different  parts  of 
the  Transvaal  full  Eoports  as  to  the  pre- 
sent state  of  affairs. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  :  Sir, 
I  also  wish  to  ask  whether  it  is  true 
that  the  Native  loyal  Chief  Montesui, 
whoso  onlv  offence  was  that  he  protected 
loyal  subjects  against  the  Boers,  had 
been  attacked  and  defeated,  with  a  loss 
of  90  men,  by  the  Dutch  Commander 
Kronge,  the  man  who  had  been  guilty 
of  a  g^eat  breach  of  faith  against  our- 
selves  r 

Mb.  grant  duff  :  The  Colonial 
Office  has  received  no  information  on 
any  one  of  these  subjects.  I  need 
hardly  si^  that  I  shall  at  once  oommu- 
sioate  with  Sir  Hercules  Robinson  on 


the  points  referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  GORST  :  I  beg  to  ask  whether 
any  steps  are  being  taken  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  for  the  protection  of 
the  Natives  who  are  British  subjects  ? 
I  should  like  to  have  an  answer,  if  it 
can  be  given  without  detriment  to  the 
Public  Service.       

Mb.  grant  duff  :  Sir,  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Natives  and  the  protection 
of  the  British  and  other  loyalist  settlers 
in  the  Transvaal  are  matters  to  which 
the  attention  of  Sir  Hercules  Robinson 
and  the  other  Commissioners  has  been 
pointedly  drawn.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
Sir  Hercules  Robinson  and  the  other 
Commissioners  are  doing  their  duty. 

Mb.  GORST:  Have  Sir  Hercules 
Robinson  and  the  other  members  of  the 
Commission  power  to  take  active  military 
measures,  if  such  should  become  neces- 
sary, for  the  protection  of  the  unhappy 
^4atives  ? 

Mb.  grant  DUFF:  As  I  have 
already  intimated,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment is  at  this  moment  responsible 
for  the  maintenance  of  peace  in  the 
Transvaal,  and  will  enforce  its  authority 
to  the  best  of  its  ability. 

EAST  COAST  OF  AFRICA— SUBSIDIZED 
MAIL  CONTRACTS. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  be  true 
that  the  Government  have  determined 
to  withdraw  the  annual  subsidy  of 
£10,000  from  the  British  India  Steam- 
ship Company  which  has  hitherto  been 
granted  to  that  Company  to  enable  them 
to  run  a  monthly  steamer  between  Aden 
and  Zanzibar,  and  having  in  view  the 
fact  that  owing  to  the  stoppage  of  the 
subsidy  to  the  Union  Company  they 
have  already  ceased  running  between 
Natal  and  Zanzibar,  they  are  aware  that 
the  whole  of  the  East  Coast  of  Africa 
between  Aden  and  Natal  will  be  with- 
out mail  communication,  and  that  utter 
ruin  will  be  inflicted  upon  the  rapidly 
growing  trade  between  this  Country  and 
the  East  Coast,  and  the  exploration, 
civilising,  and  opening  up  of  the  regions 
of  Central  Africa  will  receive  a  decided 
check  by  the  withdrawal  of  these  sub- 
sidies ? 

LoBD  FEEDEEIOK  CAVENDISH  : 
Sir,  the  existing  contract  with  the  British 
India  Steamship  Company  does  not  ex- 
pire until  the  end  of  1883,  and  if  it  be 
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then  renewed — which  is  not  probable — 
it  will  be  for  political  reasons  only,  as 
the  present  contract  entails  a  heavy  loss 
upon  the  Exchequer.  I  must  observe 
that  the  Union  Steamship  Company  now 
run  a  monthly  line  of  steamers  between 
the  Cape,  Natal,  and  Delagoa  Bay. 
From  the  latter  point  vessels  belonging 
to  the  British  India  Company  run  at 
regular  intervals  to  Zanzibar,  and  thence 
to  Aden.  There  is,  therefore,  at  present 
regular  steam  communication  along  the 
whole  East  Coast  of  Africa,  and  this 
would  probably  continue  even  after  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Aden  and  Zanzibar 
subsidy.  I  must  also  remind  my  hon. 
Friend  that  the  new  line  of  telegpraph 
from  Aden  to  Natal,  which  touches  at 
Zanzibar,  Mozambique,  and  Delagoa 
Bay,  and  to  which  a  large  subsidy  is 
paid  by  this  country,  has  provided  great 
additional  facilities  for  trade  and  ex- 
ploration. 

IRISH  EXECUTIVE. 

Mr.  BYLANDS  asked  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Longford^Mr.  Justin  McCarthy), 
When  he  proposed  to  seek  the  oppor- 
tunity of  contmuing  the  debate  on  his 
Besolution  censuring  the  conduct  of  the 
Irish  Executive  for  the  arrest  of  certain 
"  suspects  "  under  the  Coercion  Acts  ? 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY,  in  reply, 
said,  he  thought  that  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Burnley  would  have  done 
better  to  address  his  Question  to  the 
Prime  Minister.  So  far  as  he  and  his 
Friends  were  concerned,  they  were  most 
anxious  to  have  the  debate  brought  to  a 
conclusion.  The  question  had  not  been 
thoroughly  discussed.  Neither  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  nor  any  Member  of  the  Exe- 
cutive of  the  Land  Leaeue  had  spoken. 
It  was  his  intention  to  lose  no  opportu- 
nity to  bring  on  the  discussion,  and  the 
Motion  would  not  be  removed  from  ^he 
Notice  Paper  until  it  had  been  fairly 
discussed. 

Mr,  GLADSTONE  said,  there  was 
considerable  difference  of  opinion  be- 
tween the  hon.  Member  and  the  Gro- 
vernment,  and  he  thought  between  him 
And  the  House,  as  to  the  proceedings 
which  had  taken  i^ace  on  that  Motion. 
Of  course,  the  hon.  Member  held  to  his 
opinion,  and  ho  himself  held  to  his  own. 
But  there  had  been  three  separate  and 
WT^ral  occasions  when  the  question 
might  hare  been  brought  forward.   The 


hon.  Member  knew  he  could  not  ask  the 
House  to  put  aside  the  Land  Bill,  and 
he  did  not  suppose  it  would  do  so.  How- 
ever, he  thought  the  best  course  would 
be  this — On  Monday  night  the  Gkyvem- 
ment  would  be  quite  content  to  adjourn 
the  debate  on  the  Land  Bill  not  lata 
than  12  o'clock.  There  was  no  other 
Business  before  or  after  the  Land  Bill, 
except  the  third  reading  of  the  Cufitoms 
and  Inland  Bevenue  Bfll.  He  waa  not 
aware  that  that  would  take  long.  He 
would  suggest  that  the  discussion  might 
then  be  resumed,  and  he  would  take 
care  that  no  Oovemment  Business  should 
interpose. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  denied  that 
there  were  three  nights  when  the  ques- 
tion might  have  been  brought  on.  There 
had  only  been  one  discussion  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend. 
On  a  previous  occasion  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  subordinates  took 
refuge  in  obstinate  silence.  There  had 
only  been  one  discussion,  in  which  one 
speech  had  been  delivered  on  one  side 
and  one  on  the  other.  The  offer  of  the 
Prime  Minister  was  not  satisfactory.  It 
was  not  easy  to  continue  a  discussion 
after  midnight.  They  must  ask  that  the 
discussion  should  begin  not  later  than 
10  o'clock.  If  the  Chief  Secretary  waa 
really  sincere  in  his  desire  to  have  the 
question  discussed,  he  would  accede  to 
his  request. 

PARLIAMENT— PUBUC  BUSINESS— 
THE  DERBY  DAY. 

Sir  GEOBQE  CAMPBELL  asked  Mr. 
Speaker,  Whether  it  was  really  inevitable 
that  most  important  Public  Business 
was  to  be  postponed  next  Tuesday  to 
make  way  for  a  debate  over  the  adjourn- 
ment for  the  Derby  Day,  and  whether 
some  arrangement  could  not  be  made  to 
avoid  such  a  waste  of  time  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  :  I  have  no  further 
information  to  offer  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man than  the  House  is  already  in  potset- 
sion  of. 

PAR UAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  If  he  proposed  to  perse- 
vere with  his  Motion  for  asking  a  Tots 
on  Account,  and,  if  so,  on  what  daas  of 
Estimates  he  proposed  placing  it  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  take  a  Tote  on  Aeoonnt 
for  all  claeeott  of  the  Eatimatee.    If  thoj 
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\rere  in  a  position  to  go  into  Committee 
of  Supply  they  could  take  the  Vote  for 
special  classes ;  but  as  they  were  iiot 
they  had  to  adopt  the  other  course. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  de- 
sired to  learn  from  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  for  what  period  of 
time  it  was  proposed  to  take  the  Vote  on 
Account,  and  whether  he  would  propose 
it  late  on  Monday  evening  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  the  Vote  would  be  taken  for 
six  weeks,  and  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  it  should  be  taken  before 
Whitsuntide.  He  was  afraid  there  was 
not  much  prospect  of  the  Vote  being 
taken  at  an  early  hour. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  Before  what  hour  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  they  should 
endeavour  to  report  Progress  not  later 
than  1 2  o'clock. 

Mb.  J.  CO  wen  said,  he  hoped  the 
Prime  Minister  would  reconsider  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford (Mr.  Justin  M*Carthy),  and  take 
the  discussion  at  10  o'clock.  He  thought 
it  would  be  better  for  the  objects  of  the 
Government  if  he  would  do  so.  He  did 
not  expect  an  immediate  answer  to  the 
suggestion,  but  hoped  it  would  be  con- 
sidered. 

Mb.  macartney  thought  that, 
considering  the  enormous  number  of 
Amendments  on  the  Land  Bill,  it  would 
be  unfortunate  if  an  adjournment  took 
place  early  on  every  evening. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  would  oppose  any  adjournment 
of  the  debate  on  the  Land  BUI  unless  it 
was  to  bring  on  one  of  the  important 
English  subjects  which  had  been  men- 
tioned in  the  Queen's  Speech. 

ORDERS   OF  TEE  DAY. 


CUSTOMS  AND   INLAND  REVENUE 
BILL.— [Bill  136.] 

(Mr,  Fla^air,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  th»  Exehtquery 
Lord  Frederick  Capetidith,) 

COWSIDERATIOX. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
that  he  had  been  prevented  from  bring- 
infc  on  his  Motion  with  respect  to  the 
heavy  duty  on  tobacco.  He  should  not 
bring  it  on  this  year ;  but  he  hoped  the 
Ch appellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  con- 


sider the  high  duties  on  tobacco,  and 
make  some  modification. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  wished  to  put  a  question  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  a  point 
as  to  which  there  had  been  some  little 
misunderstanding.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  stated  in  his  Budget  speech 
that,  as  regarded  Probate  Duty,  the 
question  of  settled  property  was  a  diffi- 
cult one ;  that  it  was  unreasonable  that 
heavy  Probate  Duty  should  be  levied  on 
unsettled  property,  while  a  duty  of  5*. 
only  was  levied  on  settled  property; 
but  that  he  had  looked  carefully  into 
the  question  and  found  that  it  was  so 
mixed  up  with  the  question  of  real  es- 
tate that  it  was  impossible  to  deal  with 
it  except  as  a  separate  matter.  But 
there  was  a  clause  in  the  Bill  which  had 
caused  some  anxiety.  That  was  the 
d9th  clause,  which,  among  other  things, 
made  property  subject  to  a  voluntary 
settlement  liable  to  Probate  Duty.  He 
wished  to  know  if  the  effect  of  those 
words  was  to  make  settled  property  sub- 
jecttothe  duty;  or,  as  he  rather  sup- 
posed, was  weight  to  be  given  to  the 
word  *' voluntary,"  so  that  marriage 
settlements  should  not  be  included  ?  It 
was  desirable  to  have  the  point  cleared 
up. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
the  question  entirely  beyond  doubt.  The 
construction  suggested  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  perfectly  correct.  Voluntary 
settlement  was  dealt  with  because  that 
sort  of  settlement,  with  a  reserve  power 
to  the  settler  to  revoke  it  and  resume 
possession,  was,  as  the  Treasury  con- 
ceived, a  complete  evasion.  He  hoped 
that  liis  Amendment  in  Clause  9,  which, 
in  place  of  testing  by  Sykes's  hydro- 
meter, provided  that — 

**  A  sample  of  such  spirit  may  be  distilled  or 
treated  by  such  other  process  as  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Customs  shall  direct,  so  that  the  true 
strength  of  the  spirit  may  be  ascertained  by  the 
said  hydrometer,'* 

would  be  accepted.  It  did  not  corre- 
spond in  terms  with  the  engagement  he 
gave  to  the  House,  though  he  would 
hold  to  the  engagement  if  it  were  in- 
sisted on.  He  wished  the  House  to 
understand  that  they  were  carrying  out 
thespirit  of  the  engagement.  The  test- 
ing with  a  view  to  the  duty  would  still 
remain  to  be  carried  on  by  the  criterion 
of  the  instrument  known  as  Sykes's 
hydrometer,  as  it  had  always  been,  and 
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the  only  new  power  given  to  the  De- 
partment was  to  enable  them  to  direct 
means  for  clearing  the  commodity  which 
was  to  be  valued,  and  bringing  it  into  a 
proper  state  for  distillation.  He  was 
bound  to  say  that  he  thought  the  clause 
stood  better  as  it  did  now,  because  this 
duty  of  arranging  means  for  bringing 
spirit  into  a  state  for  distillation  was 
an  executive  and  administrative  duty 
strictly  belonging  to  the  Department. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  Clause  9,  page  4,  line  19,  leave  out  all  after 
"hydrometer,"  to  end  of  Clause,  and  insert  "a 
sample  of  such  spirit  may  be  distilled  or  treated 
by  such  other  process  as  the  Commissioners  of 
Customs  shall  direct,  so  that  the  true  strength 
of  the  spirit  may  be  ascertained  by  the  said 
hydrometer."—  {Mr.  Gladstone. ) 

SiE  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  considered 
the  Amendment  not  only  suitable,  but 
needful.  The  hydrometer  was,  no  doubt, 
a  highly  efficient  instrument,  but  not 
universally  operative.  For  instance,  if 
applied  to  liquors,  the  specific  gravity 
01  which  was  affected  by  the  presence  of 
sugar,  the  hydrometer  would  not  show 
their  true  alcoholic  strength  ;  and  an 
Amendment  such  as  that  now  proposed 
was  requisite  to  permit  another  testing 
process  to  be  adopted  in  such  cases — for 
example,  distillation,  which  it  was  the 
practice  to  apply  at  present  for  testing 
the  strengtb  of  wines. 

Mb.  WAKTON  considered  the  objec- 
tionable feature  in  the  clause  to  be  the 
words  **  or  otherwise ;  "  and  he,  there 
fore,  suggested  to  the  Prime  Minister 
that  they  should  be  omitted. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
was  quite  willing  to  accept  the  sug- 
gestion ;  but  he  proposed  that  the  words 
<<  direct  will  be  sanctioned  "  should  be 
inserted. 

Captain  AYLMER  said,  that  he  had 
suggested  the  Amendment  in  the  first 
instance,  and  was  glad  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  adopted  it.  He 
would,  however,  move  to  insert,  after  the 
word  **  process,"  *'  as  should  have  been 
previously  approved  by  the  Treasury, 
and  notified  to  the  trade." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
he  could  persuade  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  that  this  Amendment  was  a 
most  unwise  one  from  his  point  of  view. 
If  they  were  to  specify  in  the  case  of  a 
particular  measure  that  the  regulations 
would  be  made  known  to  the  trade, 
others  would  have  to  be  made  known. 

Mr.  Glad*Um» 


Mb.  WARTON  contended  that  all  the 
evil  lay  in  the  words  **  or  othenrise/* 
and  would  again  suggest  that  they  should 
be  left  out. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  pointed  out  that  the 
strength  of  the  spirit  would  be  decided 
by  the  hydrometer ;  but  it  might  be  ne- 
cessary, at  the  same  time,  to  remore 
certain  impurities  before  it  could  be  so 
tested.  The  real  test,  however,  about 
which  the  trade  was  anxious,  was  pre- 
served in  its  entirety. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  WARTON  begged  to  draw  at- 
tention, in  Clause  39,  line  23,  to  the 
words  '*  donation  morti*  causd^  It  wm 
his  opinion  that  they  should  speak  either 
Enghsh  or  Latin ;  and,  therefore,  he 
proposed  that  the  word  "  donaiM " 
should  be  substituted  for  the  word 
"donation."  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  was  so  good  a  scholar  that  the 
alteration  must  recommend  itself  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  he  was 
grateful  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Hem- 
Ber  for  the  suggestion  which  he  had 
made. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
Monday  next. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.H;Bill1W.] 
(Mr.  Oladstontf  Mr.  Forttcr,  Mr.  Bright,  Mr. 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland^    Mr.  Sdieiter 

General  for  Ireland.) 

COMMITTBE.      [SEOOND   KIOHT.] 

[Progress  26lh  i/ay.] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Pabt  I. 

ObDIKABT  Coin)ITIOKS  of  TeICA5CII8. 

Clause  1  (Sale  of  tenancies). 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE 
said,  he  rose  to  move  the  Amendment 
which  stood  first  on  the  Paper — namelj, 
the  postponement  of  the  1st  clause  until 
after  the  consideration  of  Clauses  31  to 
43,  which  dealt  with  the  Court  and  Land 
Commission.  In  moving  this  Amend- 
ment, he  desired  to  take  the  first  oppor- 
tunity of  assuring  Her  Majesty's  Qo» 
vemment  that  he  did  not  do  so  in  any 
dilatory  spirit.  He  felt  that,  for  eveij 
reason,  it  was  the  duty  of  those  who  itt 
on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side  of  the 
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House  to  do  eyerything  they  could  to 
contribute  towards  the  early  discussion 
and  settlement  of  what  they  must  all 
feel  was  a  most  arduous  and  a  most  dif- 
ficult question;  and  he  also  felt,  and 
felt  most  deeply,  that  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's 
GK>Temment  had,  for  many  reasons  which 
he  need  not  mention,  because  they  were 
perfectly  well  known,  a  claim  upon  the 
attention  and  patience  of  the  House 
which  everybooy,  at  any  rate  on  that 
aide  and,  he  believed  also,  on  the 
other  side,  of  the  House,  would  be 
very  unwilling  to  deny.  Probably  no 
more  difficult  task  had  ever  been  un- 
dertaken by  any  Government ;  and  he, 
for  one,  would  do  nothing  that  could  re- 
tard Progress.  He  should  be  able  to 
ahow  to  tiie  Committee  that  if  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  adopt  the 
Amendment  he  was  moving,  they  would 
be  in  a  far  more  favourable  position  for 
getting  the  clauses  through  than  would 
otherwise  be  the  case.  The  right  hon. 
Qentlem.an  the  Prime  Minister  had  said 
— and  had  said  with  great  truth,  as  it  had 
appeared  to  him  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice)  —  that  the  Court  and  Land 
Commission  were  the  core  of  the  mea- 
•ure.  To  quote  from-  a  recently-pub- 
lished volume  of  Bansard,  the  words 
the  Prime  Minister  used  were  these — 

*'Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  the  great  question 
wluch  I  think  must  constitute  the  salient  point 
and  the  cardinal  principle  of  the  Bill,  the 
institation  of  a  Court  which  is  to  take  cogni- 
zance of  rent,  and  which,  in  taking  cognizance 
of  rent,  will  alaOf  according  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  not  be  debarred  from  taking  cognizance 
of  tenure  and  anignment.'* — [3  Hansard,  cclx. 
904.] 

He  thought  that  elsewhere  in  his  speech 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the 

Court  as  the  ''core''  of  the  Bill.     He 

said — 

**  We  hare  accordingly  made  the  entrance  into 
Court  an  essential  part  of  the  BiU ;  indeed,  it  is 
the  Tery  core  and  centre  of  the  measure  we 
now  submit."— [/*/</.,  923.] 

He  had  observed,  and  he  thought  other 
Members  had  also  observed,  that  it  was 
now  the  practice  of  the  draftsman,  in 
drafting  important  Bills,  to  place  in  the 
forefront  of  the  battle,  as  it  were,  the 
main  or  principal  clause  of  a  Bill,  so 
that  what  might  be  said  to  be  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure  —  the  ''salient 
point"  and  "cardinal  principle'' — and 
the  "  core  and  centre  "  of  the  measure 
—might  be  disouMed   and   settled  as 


soon  as  possible.  Accepting,  as  he  did, 
from  the  Prime  Minister  that  the  Oourt 
and  Land  Commission  was  in  reality  the 
"core  and  centre**  of  this  Bill,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  it  would  have  been 
well  if  the  draftsman,  following  the 
modem  practice,  had  placed  the  Court 
and  the  Land  Commission  first  in  the 
Bill.  No  one  could  have  followed  the 
interesting  discussions  they  had  had  on 
the  second  reading  without  becoming 
aware  that  the  Court,  both  in  regard  to 
procedure  and  the  persons  who  were  to 
constitute  it,  was  a  question  of  very 
grave  doubt  and  anxiety  to  many  hon. 
Members,  even  to  those  who  were 
amongst  the  most  cordial  supporters  of 
the  Bill.  There  was  a  tolerably  general 
agreement,  coupled,  no  doubt,  with  a 
difference  as  to  details,  with  regard  to 
what  might  be  called  the  main  outlines 
of  the  duties  which  were  to  be  conferred 
on  the  Court;  but  there  was  no  such 
agreement  as  to  what  the  Court  was  to 
be,  and  he  could  not  help  feeling  that 
the  discussion  of  the  first  30  clauses  of 
the  Bill  would  be  very  much  coloured 
in  Committee,  as  it  had  been  on  the 
second  reading,  by  the  idea  which  hon. 
Members  might  have  formed  to  them- 
selves of  what  the  Land  Court  was  to  be. 
There  were  many  proposals  which  hon. 
Members  would  be  willing  to  accept,  if 
the  Land  Court  were  to  be  constituted 
in  a  certain  manner,  which  they  would 
not  accept  for  a  moment  if  it  were  dif- 
ferently constituted.  For  example,  they 
bad  all  heard  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Leitrim.  (Mr. 
Tottenham).  He  had  a  great  and  holy 
horror  of  the  lawyer,  and  seemed  to  be 
exceedingly  anxious,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  withdbraw  questions  under  the  Bill 
from  the  cognizance  of  the  lawyers,  and 
to  trust  them  rather  to  agricultural  ex- 
perts. Then  there  was  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  County  of  Antrim  (Mr. 
Macnaghten),  in  which  he  disclosed  a 
plan  of  his  own  for  the  appointment  of 
certain  roving  Commissioners  in  each  of 
the  four  great  Provinces  of  Ireland. 
There  was,  also,  an  important  Amend- 
ment standiog  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  County  of  Kerry  (Mr. 
Blennerhassett),  and  another  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Great 
Grimsby  (Mr.  Ileneago).  All  these  were 
Amendments  to  bo  moved  by  Gentlemen 
possessing  eitlier  considerable  knowledge 
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of  Ireland  or  a  very  great  knowledge  of 
agricultural  questions,  and  sometimes 
of  both.  He  had  every  reason  to  believe 
that  other  Amendments  had  been,  or 
were  about  to  be,  placed  on  the  Paper 
in  regard  to  such  questions,  so  that  it 
was  perfectly  clear  that  if  they  entered 
on  the  discussion  of  the  first  18  clauses 
of  the  Bill  without  settling  what  the 
Land  Court  on  which  they  were  to  con- 
fer all  these  delicate,  difficult,  and  ar- 
duous duties  was  to  be,  they  would  be 
more  or  less  legislating  in  the  dark.  He 
had,  on  the  other  hand,  been  told  that 
it  was  absurd  to  constitute  a  Court  be- 
fore they  had  ascertained  what  the  duties 
of  that  Court  were  to  be ;  but  his  reply 
to  that  was  a  very  simple  one.  It  was, 
as  he  had  said  just  now,  that  there  was, 
on  the  whole,  a  tolerable  general  agree- 
ment as  to  the  main  duties  and  outline 
of  what  the  work  of  the  Court  was  to 
be ;  therefore,  if  they  discussed  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Court  first,  they  would 
not  be  discussing  the  question  of  the 
duties  of  the  Court  in  the  dark  in  the 
same  manner  that  they  would  be  discuss- 
ing the  constitution  of  the  Court  in  the 
dark  if  they  took  first  the  question  of 
what  the  duties  of  the  Commissioners 
were  to  be.  These  seemed  to  him  to  be 
tolerably  satisfactory  reasons  for  the 
Amendment  which  he  had  placed  on  the 
Paper.  He  might  just  add,  in  case  any 
objection  was  taken  on  what  might  be 
called  technical  grounds,  that  there  were 
an  abundance  of  precedents  for  the 
course  he  had  suggested;  but  he  had 
no  wish  to  detain  the  Committee  by 
stating  them,  unless  an  objection  was 
taken.  If  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  take  the  course  he  proposed,  they 
would  materially  facilitate  the  passing 
of  their  own  Bill,  and  would  take  a 
course  which  would  give  very  great  satis- 
faction in  Ireland,  where  a  great  num- 
ber of  persons  viewed  the  question  of 
the  constitution  of  the  Court,  both  in 
regard  to  the  formation  of  it  and  also 
in  regard  to  the  persons  who  were  to 
compose  it,  with  the  greatest  anxiety. 
These  persons  would  view  the  other 
clauses  of  the  Bill  from  a  much  clearer 
standpoint  if  they  knew  exactly  how 
they  were  situated  in  regard  to  the 
composition  of  the  Court.  If  his  Mo- 
tion were  agreed  to,  ho  should  move,  as 
a  consequential  Motion,  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  subsequent  clauses  between 
Clause  1  and  the  beginning  of  Part  YI., 

Zifrd  Xdmond  IMumauric^ 


so  as  to  take  Part  YI.  before  thej  ap- 
proached any  other  matter. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoted, 

*'  That  Clause  1  be  postponed  till  after  th« 
Consideration  of  Clauaes  31  to  43  (Part  VL 
Court  and  Land  Commission.)" — {Lord  Eimmi 
Fitzmauriee.) 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that,  from  a  lerj 
different  reason  to  that  stated  by  the 
noble  Lord,  he  rose  to  give  a  certain 
amount  of  qualified  support  to  the  pro* 
posal.  He  was  totally  opposed  to  the 
insertion  of  the  1st  clause  in  the  Bill, 
believing  it  to  be  worthless  and  even 
mischievous.  If  it  were  true  that  the 
Duke  of  Argyll  had  seceded  from  the 
Cabinet  on  account  of  this  clause,  he 
could  only  wonder  why  on  earth  he  had 
taken  the  trouble  to  do  so,  becaaee, 
though  proposing  to  confer  the  right  of 
free  sale  on  the  tenant,  the  danie 
really  did  nothing  of  the  kind.  It 
simply  proposed  to  put  on  that  lig^t 
certain  restrictions  which  did  not  exiat 
under  the  present  law.  Nothing  could 
be  clearer  in  Common  Law  than  that 
every  man  who  had  an  interest  in  sell- 
ing, whether  it  were  hay,  oom,  or  land, 
had  the  right  of  firee  sale.  As  to  the 
interest  of  the  tenant  in  the  land,  he 
would  quote  from  the  handbook  of  the 
Chairman  of  County  Kilkenny,  in  which 
it  was  stated  on  pages  101  and  102 — 

**  It  may  be  stated  that  every  person  having  » 
legal  interest  in  land  may  assign  it,  and  the  rigw 
to  assign  it  is  legally  vested  in  every  le«i«e." 

He  maintained  that  every  tenant  in 
Ireland  had  the  right  of  free  sale ;  but 
why  could  he  not  exercise  that  right  ?  It 
was  not  because  of  the  want  of  the  one 
**  F,"  but  of  the  other  two  '*  Fs" 

The  CHAIEMAN:  The  Question 
before  the  Committee  is  simply  the  poet- 
ponement  of  Clause  U  Clause  I  can- 
not be  discussed  until  it  is  put  as  part 
of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  if  that  wti 
the  case  ho  should  have  to  postpone  htf 
remarks ;  but  he  had  been  under  the 
impression  that  he  was  at  liberty  to  gi^* 
liis  reasons  for  supporting  tho  Motioa 
for  the  postponement  of  the  clause.  Hu 
opinion  was  that  the  clause  should  be 
held  over,  because  it  was  utterly  worth- 
less. He  saw  the  Prime  Minister  laugh- 
He  was  aware  of  the  large  amount  of 
time  and  study  and  patience  the  Got  em- 
ment  had  given  to  the  measure — no  one 
who  had  read  the  clauses  could  douM 
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that  they  had  given  an  enormous  amount 
of  consideration  to  them.  He  freely  and 
readily  admitted  it;  but  what  he  said 
was  this — that  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
did  not  want  free  sale ;  but  what  they 
required  were  the  other  two  **  F*s."  The 
Prime  Minister  had  said  that  the  mea- 
sure did  not  ^ve  all  three  "  F's,"  and 
that  was  certainly  true.  The  tenants  of 
Ireland  could  not  exercise  free  sale^  be- 
cause the  landlord  could  prevent  an  out- 
sider who  had  purchased  a  man's  im- 
provements from  remaining  on  the  land 
either  by  raising  his  rent  or  turning  him 
out.  The  outgoing  tenant's  right  to  sell 
was  undoubted ;  the  incoming  tenant's 
right  to  pay  the  other  the  money  was 
nndoubted ;  and  if  the  Government 
wished  to  settle  this  matter,  they  must 
not  restrict  the  undoubted  rights  which 
the  parties  possessed  to  buy  and  sell ; 
but  they  must  give  the  tenant  two 
things,  the  absence  of  which  at  present 
enabled  the  landlord  to  encroach  upon 
the  right  of  free  sale — namely,  fixity 
of  tenure  and  fair  rent.  It  might  be 
said  that  if  the  clause  was  struck  out,  if 
a  man  assigned  his  property,  the  incom- 
ing tenant  cotlld  be  turned  out  by  the 
landlord ;  but  such  was  not  the  case.  If 
there  was  anything  clear  in  law  it  was 
that  there  was  an  abstraction  called  a 
*•  tenancy "  created  by  the  letting  of 
land.  That  abstraction — if  the  clause 
were  struck  out — as  soon  as  the  new 
tenant  entered  into  possession,  with  or 
without  the  landlord's  consent— -as  soon 
as  he  stood  in  the  other  man's  shoes — 
gave  him  the  right  of  his  predecessor. 
The  landlord  could  not  come  in  and 
summarily  turn  him  out.  If  lie  wished 
to  remove  the  person,  he  would  have  to 
get  an  ejectment  decree,  as  he  would 
have  been  obliged  to  do  if  he  had  wislied 
to  proceed  against  the  original  tenant 
whilst  in  occupation.  Therefore,  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  contended  that  what  was  wanted 
was  not  an  encroachment  upon  a  man's 

E resent  rights,  but  the  conferring  upon 
im  of  that  which  he  did  not  possess 
already — namely,  fixity  of  tenure  and 
fair  rent.  He  should  like  to  put  two  or 
three  questions  to  the  Prime  Minif^ter, 
and  he  would  do  so,  of  course,  subjoct 
to  the  Chairman's  ruling. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
will  have  an  opportunity  on  Clause  1  of 
giving  a  full  explanation  of  his  views 
with  regfard  to  the  provision.  If  he  dis- 
it  when  it  is  moved  to  stand  part 


of  the  Bill,  he  can  speak  against  it ;  but 
the  question  now  before  the  Committee 
is  simply  whether  Clause  1  shall  be  post- 
poned until  after  some  other  clauses  have 
been  considered. 

Mb.  healy  said,  in  that  case  he 
would  postpone  his  remarks  for  the  pre- 
sent. 

Mb.  p.  MAETIN  considered  that  the 
Amendment  was  a  most  proper  one,  and, 
if  adopted,  would  tend  materially  to  fa- 
cilitate the  progress  of  the  Bill.  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice) 
asked  the  Committee  to  determine  the 
constitution  of  the  Court  and  Commis- 
sion before  they  should  be  called  on  to 
discuss  the  powers  and  extent  of  the 
jurisdiction  the  Committee  might  be 
called  on  to  vest  in  that  body.  As  the 
noble  Lord  had  very  rightly  said,  the 
Court  and  Commissioners  was  the  salient 
point  and  cardinal  principle  of  the  Bill. 
If  a  proper  Commission  and  a  proper 
Court  were  constituted,  he  thougnt,  so 
far  as  he  was  acquainted  with  the 
matter,  that  the  Irish  Members  and  the 
Members  of  this  Committee  would  be 
very  likely  to  confer,  freely  and  gene- 
rously, all  powers  to  give  effect,  practi- 
cally, to  the  operations  of  the  Commission. 
Let  the  Committee  reflect  on  the  nature, 
character,  and  jurisdiction  of  this  Com- 
mission that  the  Government  at  present 
required  them  to  constitute  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill.  It  was  a  Commission 
wholly  unknown  heretofore  to  our  law. 
It  would  be  superior  to  every  Court  in 
Ireland,  possessing  powers  greater  than 
the  Court  of  Appeal,  greater  than  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  and  possessing 
a  jurisdiction  never  before  exercised. 
In  coming  to  consider  the  question  whe- 
ther they  should  decide  this  part  of  the 
Bill  first,  it  was  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance that  they  should  have  these  points 
clearly  in  view.  The  Court  would  have 
power  to  rescind  and  vary  its  orders. 
It  would  have  power,  in  point  of  fact, 
over  everything  affecting  the  law  of 
landlord  and  tenant.  It  would  have 
the  power  of  distributing  millions  of 
money,  freed  from  all  restraining  or  con- 
trolling powers.  He  would  not  go  into  the 
quostion  of  decisions  as  a  Court  of  First 
Instanco,  as  that  would  be  rather  enter- 
ing into  a  discussion  of  the  clauses; 
but  ho  would  confine  himself  solely  to 
the  question  of  the  Commission.  See- 
in*;  that  it  would  have  to  consider 
matters  touching  the  every-day  life  of 
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landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland,  that  it 
would  be  absolutely  without  control, 
and  that  the  distribution  of  many  mil- 
lions of  money  would  be  handed  oyer  to 
it,  they  ought,  he  contended,  to  proceed, 
in  the  first  place — before  going  further 
— to  settle  what  was  to  be  the  character 
of  the  Oourt  they  were  going  to  intrust 
with  these  powers.  He  could  under- 
stand sometmng  being  said  against  that 
course  if  this  was  a  judicial  tribunal  go- 
verned by  known  usages  and  rules ;  but, 
unfortunately,  as  he  said,  this  was  a 
tribunal  $ui  generit.  Then,  he  might  re- 
mind hon.  Members  who  had  taken  the 
trouble  up  to  the  present  to  look  through 
the  Amendments  on  the  Paper,  in  many 
instances  their  consideration  must  neces- 
sarily be  much  influenced  and  discus- 
sion prolonged  if  the  Committee  re- 
mained in  doubt  as  to  the  character 
and  constitution  of  the  proposed  tri- 
bunal. Let  him  take,  by  way  of  illus- 
tration, the  Amendments  oi  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Charles  Bussell),  which  increased  the 
powers  of  the  Court  in  the  1st  clause 
of  the  Bill.  Well,  if  they  had  a  satis- 
factory tribunal — one  which  the  House 
and  the  people  of  Ireland  could  have 
confidence  in  —  of  course,  they  could 
fairly  accede  to  all  propositions  of  this 
kind.  But  it  was  said  that  the  tri- 
bunal which  was  to  exercise  these  enor- 
mous powers  over  so  many  millions  of 
property  was  to  be  movable,  at  the 
option  of  the  Government  of  the  day. 
That  was  a  singular  feature  in  the  BiU. 
The  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  were  to  be 
prevented  from  exercising  jurisdiction 
over  the  Commission,  and  the  Land 
Court  was  to  be  constituted  solely  at  the 
pleasure  of  Her  Majesty,  and,  conse- 
quently, removable  by  the  Qt>vemment 
for  the  time  being.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, when  they  saw  what  were 
the  final  intentions  of  the  Government 
in  respect  to  this  matter  of  the  Land 
Commission,  they  would  be  in  a  far 
better  position  to  come  to  a  decision  as 
to  the  provisions  they  should  insert  in 
the  measure  than  thev  were  now.  He 
would  not  enter  into  the  question  whe- 
ther a  Court  of  this  character  should  not 
be  a  Court  of  dignity  and  independence, 
free  from  all  Governmental  influence, 
for  that  would  be  entering  into  the 
merits  of  the  clauses ;  but  he  did  think 
that  the  Committee,  before  entering 
Qpon  the  consideration  of  the  various 
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sections,  had  a  right  to  know  whflOicr 
the  GK)vemment  would  accede  to  the 
suggestions  which  had  been  thrown  out, 
and  would  give  them  a  Coort  free  from 
Governmental  influence.  fMr.  Glu>- 
STo;^ :  Hear,  hear !]  He  (Mr.  Martin) 
was  glad  to  hear  that  intimation  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  and,  aa  to 
that  part  of  the  question,  he  would  nj 
nothing  further.  All  he  woold  say  was 
this — there  were,  as  thej  all  knew,  til 
through  these  dausee,  in  respect  to  tlie 
Land  Court  and  Commission,  referenoe* 
of  vital  importance,  and  many  of  th« 
difficulties  in  connection  with  them 
might  be  removed  by  the  admiasion  thej 
had  had  from  the  Prime  Minister.    The 

Srogresa  of  the  measure,  he  had  no 
oubt,  would  be  mudi  facilitated  by 
what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  am 
anxious,  witiiout  delay,  to  oorreet  a 
mistake  which  there  appears  to  be  in 
the  minds  of  some  hon.  Members,  and 
to  make  what  I  imagine  is  only  a  jmt 
concession  to  the  House.  I  am  very 
sorry  that  this  Motion  has  been  made ; 
but  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  think  it 
possible  I  have  been  myself  in  some 
degree  the  cause  of  its  being  made.  I 
would  only  ask  thus  much  indulgence 
from  the  Committee,  the  admission  that 
there  is  a  limit  to  the  labours  of  man. 
I  can.  assure  the  Committee  that  I  have 
not  economized  labour  and  effort  on  this 
Bill ;  but  I  am  bound  to  admit — and  I 
do  it  frankly,  and  at  once — that,  having 
worked  hard  with  my  Friends  and  Col- 
leagues on  those  which  I  thought  the 
most  vital  parts  of  the  Bill,  I  did  noi 
pay  as  mucn  attention  to  some  of  ths 
particulars  of  the  constitution  of  the 
Court  as  I  should  have  done.  One  oon- 
sequence  of  that  has  been — as  I  have 
already  intimated — that  we  have  not,  u 
we  intended  to  do,  given  to  the  pardet 
the  option  of  passing  by  the  Civil  Bill 
Court  and  going  at  once  to  the  Commis- 
sion ;  and  I  may  state,  also,  that  it  is  a 
clear  and  manifest  error  due  to  a  short- 
coming of  my  own,  that  no  provision 
has  been  inserted  in  the  Bill  to  render 
the  Commission  irremovable.  I  state 
that  at  once,  because  I  think  it  msyi 
probably,  influence  the  judgment  of  the 
Committee  with  regard  to  this  clause. 
In  response  to  the  noble  Lord's  repudia- 
tion of  any  such  intention  I  must  at  onoe 
say  that   I  do  not  cast  the 
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imputation  upon  bim  of  having  brought 
forward  this  Motion  for  dilatory  pur- 
poses; and  I  should  not  have  thought  it 
neoessary  to  mention  such  a  subject  if 
he  had  not  thought  it  right  to  disclaim 
it.  I  think  the  noble  Lord  is  imder  a 
mistake  when,  in  quoting  me,  he  says  I 
described  the  Court  and  Land  Commis- 
sion as  the  "core"  of  the  Bill.  What 
I  consider  to  be  the  cardinal  principle 
of  the  measxure  is  the  proposal  to  refer 
to  a  public  authority  the  determination 
of  questions  of  rent  and  tenant  right. 
That  I  believe  to  be  the  very  heart  and 
centre  of  the  Bill ;  but,  as  to  the  par* 
ticular  constitution  of  the  Court,  I  never 
used  any  expression  of  the  kind,  and  it 
would  be  entirely  alien  from  my  views 
to  do  so.  On  the  subject  of  the  consti- 
tution of  the  Court,  I  have  assumed  all 
along  that  if  we  could  agree  on  the 
technical  matters  we  have  to  deal  with 
in  coDsidenng  ** tenure"  and  "interest," 
we  should  have  no  difficulty  worth  nam- 
ing as  to  the  constitution  of  the  Court, 
because  we  all  feel  that  it  is  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  framers  of  the  Bill,  and  in 
the  interest  of  the  landlords,  the  ten- 
ants, and  all  parties  that  the  Court 
should  be  the  most  efficient  we  can  con- 
stitute. That  being  so,  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  I  must  resist  my  noble  Friend's 
Amendment,  as,  in  my  opinion,  it  would 
throw  the  discussion  of  the  Bill  into 
confusion.  There  are,  and  there  must 
be,  a  great  number  of  provisions  of  de- 
tail in  reference  to  this  Court,  and  for 
two  causes — first  of  all,  the  c^reat  extent 
and  diversity  of  its  functions  m  any  case ; 
and  secondly,  on  account  of  the  uncer- 
tainty as  to  the  form  these  functions  will 
take.  It  is  doubly  uncertain.  It  will 
be  uncertain  to  no  very  small  degree 
when  this  Bill  becomes  an  Act,  and,  in 
order  to  meet  that  uncertainty,  we  must 
make  the  provisions  elastic ;  and  I  fully 
admit  that  you  can  only  do  that  by  giving 
confidence  to  those  who  are  to  administer 
the  Act.  We  are  not  desirous  of  turning 
the  Bill  to  any  account  for  purposes  of 
patronage ;  but  our  position  will  be  to 
give  as  great  a  control  and  as  much 
power  as  can  properly  be  given  to  the 
Central  Commission,  which  Central 
Commission  will  have  complete  indo- 
peodence.  But  my  argument  as  to  tho 
proposal  of  my  noble  Friend  is  not 
merely  that  it  is  not  necessary  if  thesu 
general  principles  are  granted,  but  it  is 
thai  we  really  do  not  know,  and  cannot 
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know  until  we  have  gone  through  the 
enacting  provisions  of  the  Bill,  what 
will  be  the  duties  to  be  performed,  the 
number  of  persons  to  be  appointed,  the 
powers  to  be  exercised  by  subordinate 
agents,  and  the  manner  in  which  they 
are  to  be  brought  home,  as  nearly  as  we 
can,  to  the  doors  of  the  people  interested 
in  the  Bill.  Until  we  have  disposed  of 
a  number  of  substantial  questions  raised 
in  the  Amendments,  it  is  impossible  for 
us  to  judge  how  we  are  to  arrange 
the  machinery.  Now,  my  noble  Friend 
spoke  of  precedents,  and  certainly  there 
is  no  technical  objection  to  be  taken  to 
his  Motion.  From  a  technical  point  of 
view,  it  is  open  to  us  to  proceed  in  either 
way ;  but  the  particular  measure  which 
most  bears  upon  this  question — namely, 
the  Land  Act  of  1870,  does  not  supply 
anything  like  a  precedent.  We  went 
through  all  the  provisions — all  the  ma- 
terial provisions — relating  to  the  claims 
of  the  tenant  and  the  landlord  respec- 
tively before  we  proceeded  to  deal  with 
the  Court.  It  was  in  the  2'2nd  clause 
that  we  proceeded  to  detine  what  the 
Court  should  be.  The  functions  of  the 
Court  constituted  by  the  Land  Act  were 
less  difficult  than  those  which  we  are 
going  to  confer  upon  the  Commission  ; 
but  the  functions  conferred  upon  that 
Court  were  quite  as  novel,  when  they 
were  conferred,  as  will  be  the  functions 
proposed  to  be  conferred  on  the  Com- 
mission. My  noble  Friend  thinks  that 
we  have  got  already  a  very  good  view, 
subject  to  some  dilfereiKos  in  details,  of 
the  details  of  tho  duties  the  Court  will 
have  to  perform.  If  my  noble  Friend 
can  convince  mo  of  that  it  will  almost 
reconcile  me  to  his  proposal.  According 
to  him,  we  can  go  at  full  gallop  through 
the  clauses  as  to  the  c<mstitution  of  the 
Court ;  but  I,  on  the  contrary,  see  that 
there  are  a  number  of  questions  of  very 
great  importance  to  bo  discussed.  I 
hope  wo  may  agree  upon  thein ;  but 
they  are  of  very  great  importance,  not 
only  as  to  the  nature,  but  the  amount 
of  the  duties  which  tho  Court  would 
have  to  perform.  For  example,  there 
is  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  some 
persons  to  lower  tho  privileges  of  ordi- 
nary tenants  in  Ireland,  and  Notices 
of  Amendments  have  been  given  with 
that  view.  That  is  a  point  of  great  im- 
portance. If  you  raise  the  privileges 
of  ordinary  tenants  to  a  somewhat  hish 
Btandoid,  they  w  ill  have,  comparative^! 
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Yery  little  indaoement  to  go  into  Oourt, 
and  the  amount  of  litigation  will  be 
narrowed  in  proportion;  but  if  you 
lower  the  privileges  of  ordinary  tenants 
very  much — if  you  say  they  shall  not 
have  a  recognized  tenant  right,  or  under 
an  increase  of  rent  they  shall  have  no 
security  of  tenure  following,  the  conse- 
aequence  will  be  that  the  whole  of  the 
tenants  in  Ireland  will  be  driven  into 
the  Court.  They  will  go  into  the  Court 
in  order  to  obtain  security.  It  is,  there- 
fore, vital  that  the  judgment  of  the 
House  should  be  taken  on  these  ques- 
tions before  we  proceed  to  consider  the 
exact  amount  aild  character  of  the  in- 
strument that  is  to  do  the  work.  The 
Government  have  carefully  considered 
this  matter,  and  have  a  very  strong 
conviction  on  it.  They  desire,  and,  as 
far  as  they  are  concerned,  their  deter- 
mination is  to  raise,  quite  independently 
of  the  Court,  the  question  of  the  privi- 
leges of  the  ordinary  tenant  in  Ireland ; 
and  they  think  that  in  so  doing  they  are 
consulting  both  the  interests  of  the  land- 
lord and  tenant.  But  others  may  differ 
from  us,  and  the  consequence  will  be 
that  the  whole  magnitude  of  the  circle 
may  be  varied  enormously.  We  may 
have  a  Court  with  an  extremely  large 
or  a  very  moderate  power  of  discretion ; 
and  I  cannot  help  saying  that  I  hope  it 
will  be  kept  within  moderate  limits, 
according  to  the  decision  that  the  Com- 
mittee may  arrive  at.  I  might  enlarge 
npon  this  very  much.  There  is  a  dis- 
position on  the  part  of  some  hon. 
Gentlemen — quite  from  another  quarter 
— in  approaching  the  Bill,  to  forbid 
all  increase  of  rent  except  through 
the  action  of  the  Court.  The  Bill 
does  not  subject  the  increase  of  rent 
absolutely  to  the  action  of  the  Court; 
and  I  do  not  say  whether  we  are 
right  or  wrong ;  but  it  is  plain  that  if 
the  landlord  has  no  means  of  increasing 
his  rent,  except  through  the  action  of 
the  Court,  that  the  matter  has  a  bearing 
upon  the  operation  and  constitution  of 
the  Court.  I  might  mention  other  points, 
but  I  have  said  enough  to  show  that  the 
character  of  the  duty  the  Court  will 
have  to  perform — how  far  it  can  be 
ffuided  by  the  Bill,  and  how  far  it  will 
depend  on  its  own  discretion — will  have 
to  be  determined.  If  we  look  at  Part  V. 
of  the  Bill,  there  it  is  still  more  un- 
certain what  will  be  the  functions  of  the 
Court.  According  to  one  of  the  Amend- 
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ments  on  the  Paper,   the  purohanng 
operations  of  the  Court   are  to  be  en- 
larged, 80  as  to  enable  it  to  purchase 
the  estate  of  every  landlord  who  wants 
to  sell.     If  that  is  to  be  done— I  wiU 
not  say  that  I  have  not  an  opinion  about 
it,  or  that  I  have  not  oome  to  a  decidoa 
upon  it  in  my  own  mind — it  will  have 
an  immense  bearing  on  the  amount  of 
the  Court  and  the  strength  of  the  ma- 
chinery with   which  you   will  have  to 
provide  it.  The  same  thing  runs  through 
all  the  provisions  of   Part   V.      Some 
people  say — '*Let  the  Commission  under- 
take works  of  reclamation  all  over  Ire- 
land.*' That  would  give  a  new  character 
to  the  proceedings  of  the  Commission ; 
but  I  do  not  wish  to  weary  the  Com- 
mittee with  further  argument.     There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  the  duties  of  the 
Court  must  be  settled  before  we  can  pro- 
perly determine  what  shall  be  ite  con- 
stitution and   its  strength.     Its  dutiee 
may  vary  enormously,  and  we  ahoold 
land  ourselves  in  g^eat  confusion  if  we 
were  to  accept  the  Amendment  of  my 
noble-Friend. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  Sir, 
I  must  own  that  the  observatioDS  of  the 
Prime  Minister  do  not  in  any  degree  re- 
move the  feeling  which  I  entertain,  and 
which  I  believe  many  entertain,  as  to 
the  importance  of  really  deciding  the 
question  of  the  constitution  of  the  Court 
at  a  much  earlier  period  than  the  nght 
hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  think  desir- 
able. He  says — **I  will  not  go  into  the 
question  whether  this  Court  is  really  the 
'  core  *  of  the  Bill  or  not :  that  it  is  clear 
the  Courtis  the  cardinal  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  that  the  working  of  the  mea- 
sure, throughout  all  the  various  details 
which  the  Committee  has  to  consider, 
depends  upon  the  constitution  and  capa- 
city of  the  Court."  Now,  undoubtedly, 
we  shall  find,  as  we  go  through  the  dif- 
ferent clauses  of  the  Bill,  that  on  many 
occasions  reference  is  made  to  the  Court; 
and  when  we  are  discussing  whether 
these  or  other  provisions  ought  to  be 
adopted,  and  when  we  say  '*  there  is  a 
difficulty  here,"  or  **  we  don't  under- 
stand the  language  there,"  we  shall  al- 
ways find  ourselves  out  short  at  the  end 
of  our  reasoning  with — *'  Oh,  that  will 
be  a  matter  for  the  Court  to  settle." 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Antrim 
(Mr.  Macnaghten)  put  this  extremely 
well,  in  reference  to  one  of  the  points  to 
which  he  called  attention  in  the  diaout- 
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sion  on  the  second  reading.  He  said 
there  was  great  uncertain^  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  you  will  consider  this ; 
bat,  after  all,  we  need  not  trouble  our- 
selves much  about  it,  because  the  real 
solution  will  be  found  in  whatever  hap- 
pens to  be  the  decision  as  to  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Court  or  Commission. 
Considering  the  enormous  extent  and 
ground  over  which  this  Bill  travels,  and 
considering  that  we  are  going,  by  this 
Bill  really,  as  it  seems  to  me,  to  re -con- 
stitute and  re-construct  the  whole  agri- 
cultural, and,  to  a  great  extent,  social 
organization  of  Ireland,  it  is  of  very 
great  importance  that  we  should  know 
m)m  the  very  beginning  to  whom 
really  these  great  functions  are  to  be 
confided.  We  have  been  told  a  very 
important  thing  within  the  last  few 
minutes.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  assured  us  that  this  Committee  is 
not  to  be  of  a  removable  character,  and 
that  is  a  matter  of  enormous  import- 
ance. Up  to  the  present  moment  we 
had  no  reason  at  all  to  imagine  that 
that  point  would  be  conceded.  It  ap- 
peared that  the  Committee  would  be 
removable.  We  want  to  have  this  matter 
clearly  and  decidedly  pointed  out  and 
explained,  not  merely  by  Ministerial 
statement,  but  in  the  clauses  of  the  Bill 
as  we  proceed,  in  order  that  we  may 
know  what  sort  of  a  measure  it  is  we 
are  working  with,  and,  therefore,  what 
kind  of  tasks  it  is  possible  to  throw 
upon  it.  It  may  be  said  that  this  is  a 
very  curious  view,  and  we  may  be  told — 
"  (Jet  your  work  first  and  provide  your 
machinery  for  doing  it  afterwards;" 
but  unless  we  consider  the  character  of 
the  machinery,  we  can  hardly  judge 
whether  it  can  do  the  various  pieces  of 
work  that  may  be  imposed  upon  it  with- 
out breaking  down.  Nothing  is  easier 
than  to  say  that  the  Court,  which  is  an 
abstract  creature  of  the  imagination 
about  which  we  know  nothing,  is  to  re- 
main unknown  until  all  its  functions 
have  been  first  settled  for  it ;  but  then 
we  may  find  that  it  is  iuipossible, 
with  any  satisfaction,  to  establish  a 
tribunal  that  can  perform  all  those 
various  pieces  of  work.  It  will  thon 
be  too  late  to  go  back,  because  you  will 
have  passed  all  the  clauses  aflV'ctlng 
work — you  will  be  unable  to  got  all  the 
work  done,  and  you  will  have  wasted  a 
very  large  number  of  nights  in  order  to 
bring  about  a  settlement  which  will  be 


absolutely  thrown  away  if  you  do  not 
ag^ee  to  a  machinery  of  some  sort.  The 
Government  will  tell  us,  in  this  emer- 
gency, "this  is  what  we  have  to  propose," 
and  then  we  shall  find  ourselves  com- 
pelled to  accept  it.  I  do  not  wish  to  go 
into  the  details  of  the  Bill,  but  these 
things  are  obvious.  We  are  talking 
about  postponing  the  1st  clause ;  and 
it  is  clear  that  there  are  no  less  than  six 
or  seven  places  in  which  reference  is 
made  to  the  Court.  The  Court  has  to 
do  work  of  various  kinds,  involving 
questions  of  valuation,  questions  of  law, 
questions  of  fact,  and  questions  of  dis- 
cretion; and  when  you  are  discussing 
these  matters,  you  will  decide  according 
to  the  confidence  you  have  in  the  Court. 
No  human  being  can  tell  whether  you 
are  going  to  have  confidence  in  that 
Court  or  not  until  its  composition  has 
been  discussed.  Then  there  are  all  the 
other  functions,  to  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister has  referred,  that  arise  in  Part  V. 
of  the  Bill.  It  is  a  difficult  thing  to  con- 
stitute a  Committee  tliat  will  be  able  to 
exercise  all  these  powers,  and  be  able  to 
exercise  them  properly.  Do  let  us  begin 
by  considering  whether  these  things  are 
possible,  and  how  much  you  dare  throw 
upon  your  machinery  without  almost 
the  certainty  of  its  breaking  down  under 
your  hands.  Considering  the  difficulties 
of  the  case,  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
noble  Lord  has  made  a  very  reasonable 
proposal. 

Dr.  LYONS  said,  he  was  glad  to  hear 
the  Prime  Minister's  statement,  and 
thought  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Calne  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice)  recalled  the  old  story  of  Pro* 
crustesandhisbed;  and  that  to  constitute 
a  Court  without  first  providing  the  work 
that  that  Court  was  to  do,  was  an  absurd 
course  of  proceeding.  If  the  Court  were 
constituted  on  a  limited  scale,  it  was  quite 
possible  that  they  would  have  to  argue, 
subsequently,  that  such  and  such  a  pro- 
vision did  not  fall  within  the  scope  of  the 
Commission  as  constituted.  This  would 
be  almost  a  necessary  consequence  in  re- 
gard to  many  of  the  great  and  wide  pro- 
visions that  would  come  on  for  considera- 
tion. It  seemed  to  him  that  the  most 
natural  course  thoy  could  tako  would  be 
to  proceed  with  the  main  features  of  the 
measure,  for  there  was  nothing  like 
facing  a  great  and  difficult  question 
manfully  in  the  first  instance.  Let 
them  come  to  an  understanding  upon 
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the  vital  principles  of  the  Bill,  and  all 
would  be  plain  sailing  after  that.  The 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  Healy)  had  come  upon  him 
with  gpreat  surprise.  He  had  not  been 
aware,  and,  to  speak  the  truth,  he  did 
not  know  even  now.  that  there  was  such 
a  thing  as  free  sale  largely  recognized 
throughout  Ireland — although  ho  had 
his  own  opinion  as  to  whether  it  ought 
or  ought  not  to  be  recognized.  This 
touched  one  of  the  provisions  which,  no 
doubt,  would  be  warmly  contested ;  ^ut 
until  that  provision  was  settled,  and 
until  they  came  to  an  understanding  as 
to  how  that  principle  was  to  be  carried 
out,  it  was  impossible  to  conceive  how 
any  Court  could  be  so  framed  as  to  deal 
successfully  with  the  matter.  He  d  id  trust 
that  without  further  loss  of  time  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  press  thisques- 
tion  to  an  issue,  and  that  they  would  go 
at  once  into  the  work  of  considering  the 
important  provisions  of  the  1st  clause. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  he  would  venture  to  submit  that 
the  argument  which  the  Prime  Minister 
made  use  of  in  the  first  part  of  his  speech 
greatly  strengthened  the  position  taken 
up  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Calne  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice).  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  the 
**  core  "  of  the  measure  was  the  refer- 
ence of  the  question  of  rent  to  a  judicial 
authority.  That  was  the  **  core  "  of  the 
Bill — that  was  the  novel  feature  of  the 
Bill — and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  the  free  sale  conferred  by  the 
measure  did  not  arise  out  of  any  natural 
right  of  the  tenant.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter declared  that  they  could  not  have  a 
Court  to  fix  a  judicial  rent  that  should 
last  for  a  certain  time  without  conferring 
on  the  tenant,  who  had  to  pay  that  rent, 
some  property  that  he  was  to  sell.  That 
was  not  an  illogical  view — that  free  sale 
and  fixity  of  tenure  was  the  consequence 
of  a  valued  rent.  Well,  it  did  seem 
ourious,  if  valued  rent  was  the  novel 
principle  of  the  Bill,  that  its  considera- 
tion should  precede  that  of  the  authority 
that  was  to  fix  the  rent.  Had  the  Go- 
vernment considered  how  great  a  dis- 
advantage the  Committee  was  under  in 
considering  the  provisions  of  the  mea- 
sure as  comparea  with  their  own  posi- 
tion ?  The  Government  had  a  fair  idea 
of  what  the  Court  was  likely  to  be,  be- 
cause they  knew  what  they  were  going 
to  exert  aU  their  powers  to  m^e  it.   The 
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rest  of  the  Committee  bad  not  the 
slightest  idea  as  to  what  it  was  likely  to 
be;  they  were  completely  in  the  dark, 
and  were,  therefore,  not  in  a  position 
to  come  to  a  sound  judgment  on  the 
Amendments  that  might  be  proposed  as 
the  Government  themselves  were.  There 
were  a  great  number  of  Amendments  on 
the  Paper  which  would  vitally  depend 
upon  the  conf^titution  of  the  Court. 
Certain  hon.  Members  who  followed 
the  lead  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
City  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  proposals  on  the 
Paper,  and  if  the  Court  was  of  a  certain 
character,  those  proposals  would,  with- 
out doubt,  be  opposed  by  a  great  nam- 
ber  of  Members  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House,  and,  certainly,  by  a 
great  number  on  the  Ministerial  side ; 
whilst  if  the  Court  was  of  another  cha- 
racter, hon.  Member  on  both  sides  might 
be  disposed  to  take  a  very  different  view 
of  those  Amendments.  There  was  the 
question  of  the  **  three  F's."  An  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  taken  a  deal  of 
interest  in  this  question,  and  had  con- 
sidered the  matter  very  deeply,  had 
asked  him  whether  the  **  three  Pe" 
were  in  the  Bill ;  and  he  had  replied — 
**  I  do  not  know ;  but  the  Prime  Minister 
says  they  are  not."  They  could  make 
a  Court  that  would  administer  the 
**  three  F*s  "  in  a  moderate  manner,  so 
that,  under  the  particular  circumstances 
of  Ireland,  but  little  objection  would  be 
raised ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  they  could 
have  a  Court  the  character  of  which 
would  render  the  **  three  F's  "  very  ob- 
jectionable. This  was  a  matter  on  which 
the  Prime  Minister  had  had  such  a  con- 
flict with  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) — the  question  of 
whether  in  fixing  a  fair  rent  there  was 
to  be  a  certain  deduction.  The  whole 
question  turned  upon  the  composition  of 
the  Court— of  its  value  as  a  legal  autho- 
rity, and  of  the  view  which  such  an 
authority  would  take  of  the  wording  of 
the  clause.  This  was  a  question  which 
they  could  not  decide  until  they  knew 
who  were  to  be  the  Commissioners. 
Then,  there  was  another  point — what 
was  to  be  the  standard  of  the  men  they 
were  going  to  employ,  because  the  salary 
they  mentioned  in  the  Bill  was  very 
small  ?  They  were  told  that  one  of  the 
Commissioners  was  to  be  a  Judge  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal;  but  how  could  they 
get  a  man  of  that  character  to  pexfoixn 
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the  functions  that  would  be  imposed  by 
the  Bill  for  £2,000  a-year  ?    In  fact,  in 
considerio^  the  whole  of  this  question, 
they  could  not  shut  their  eyes  to  the 
disadvantage  they  were  under  in  not 
knowing  the  character  of  the  Court  that 
was  to  administer  the  new  law.     There 
was  another  great  question  upon  which 
a  deal  might    turn.     As    the  Court  at 
present  stood  there  was  no  appeal  from 
it — it    was  a  Court    of  final  jurisdic- 
tion.    He  could  quite  understand  that 
a  very  different  view  to  that  at  present 
held  would  be  taken  of  some  parts  of 
the  Bill  if  an  appeal  were  allowed  either 
to  the  Supreme  Court  or  to  some  other 
Court  in   Ireland.-     This  was  another 
instance  of  how  greatly  the  view  taken 
of  this  Bill  would  be  influenced  and 
guided  by  the  Committee  being  put  in 
possession  of  the  views  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    No  doubt  the  Government  had 
not  adopted  this  curious  course  of  pro- 
ceeding without  a  reason,  and  he  clearly 
saw  that  if  the  nature  of  the  Court  had 
been  explained  it  would  be  impossible 
to  please  both  hon.  Members  with  whom 
he  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  had  the 
honour  of    acting  and  hon.   Members 
from  Ireland.     The  result  would  have 
been  irreconcilable  hostility  to  the  Go- 
vernment proposals.      Well,  no  doubt, 
this  was  a  drawback  which  was  worth 
considering ;  still,  he  did  not  think  the 
Committee  should  be  asked  to  consider 
the  Bill  and  come  to  a  judgment  upon 
all  the  important  Amendments  which 
would  be  proposed  on  it,  and  to  decide 
on  the  value  of  the  various  arguments 
submitted,  when  they  were  totally,  com- 
pletely, and  hopelessly  in  the  dark  as 
to  the  authority  that  would  administer 
the  Bill.     In  the  case  of  the  University 
Bill  of  1873,  which  was  decided  against 
the  Government  by  a  very  small  ma- 
jority, although  one  sufficient  to  throw 
out  the  Bill,  the  Commissioners  who 
were  to  constitute  the  authority  were 
named  by  the  Government.     That  was 
a  distinct  precedent ;  and  he  submitted 
the  question  of  Education  was  not  nearly 
•o  important    as    this   of  Irish  Land. 
Therefore,  the  noble  Lord  had  founded 
his  Motion  on   the  best  of  all  possible 
precedents — namely,  the  decision  of  the 
House  against  the  Prime  Minister  in 
1873.    He  would  not  detain  the  Com- 
mittee any  longer  on  this  matter,  except 
to  say  that  he  should  certainly  support 
the  proposal  of  his  noble  Friend. 


Mr.  8YNAN  said,  he  had  been  a 
Member  of  that  House  long  enough  to 
have  precedents  of  the  kind  referred  to 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill) 
in  his  recollection,  when  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  combined  for 
the  purpose  of  defeating  Government 
measures.  One  of  the  most  important 
occasions  on  which  this  plan  was  suc- 
cessful was  that  referred  to  by  the 
noble  Lord,  when  the  Bill  for  settling 
the  University  question  in  Ireland  was 
defeated.  That  BUI  had  been  defeated 
in  a  manner  that  ought  to  furnish  a 
warning  at  the  present  time;  and  he 
hoped  nis  hon.  Friends  would  not  be 
entrapped  on  the  present  occasion  by  an 
Amendment  which  would  possibly  lead 
to  the  same  result.  If  the  machinery  of 
the  Court  was  such  as  would  please  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill,  they  would  be,  no 
doubt,  very  conciliatory,  and  give  it 
their  support ;  but  if  a  tribunal  was  de- 
fined that  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
Irish  Members,  they  would  give  every 
kind  of  opposition  to  it,  both  in  that 
House  and  in  '^  another  place."  He 
asked  whether  Irish  Members  ought  to 
place  themselves  in  that  dilemma,  and, 
instead  of  securing  the  substance  of  the 
Bill  for  the  Irish  tenants,  whether  thev 
ought  to  adopt  an  Amendment  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  leading  them  into 
&  cul  d€  Bacy  and  of  defeating  the  Bill 
altogether  ?  What  were  the  arguments 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Calne 
(Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  ? 
Why,  that  the  machinery  was  to  be  ap- 
pointed before  it  was  known  what  work 
it  was  to  do.  For  his  own  part,  he  had 
never  heard  of  machinery  being  framed 
before  it  was  known  to  what  it  was  to 
be  applied.  Therefore,  it  was  to  his 
mind  conclusive,  and  ought  to  be  so  to 
the  mind  of  all  hon.  Members,  that  the 
business  of  the  tribunal  ought  to  be  set 
down  before  the  tribunal  was  appointed. 
Of  course,  the  argument  would  not  be 
conclusive  to  those  who  were  not  in  fa- 
vour of  the  Bill,  and  whose  object  was 
tj  defeat  it  in  every  possible  way.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Devon  had  asked  to  whom  was 
this  business  to  be  referred.  But  he 
(Mr.  Synan)  contended  that  it  made  no 
difference  whether  the  names  of  the 
persons  were  given  now  or  hereafter; 
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but  that  it  was  most  necessary  to  know 
the  business  to  be  entrusted  to  them  be- 
fore they  were  appointed  to  their  duty. 
Because  if  the  functions  of  the  tribunal 
were  small,  inferior  men  would  be  equal 
to  discharging  them ;  but  if  they  were 
very  important,  superior  men  would  be 
required.  Upon  every  ground,  there- 
fore— upon  that  advanced  by  the  Oppo- 
sition themselves,  and  upon  the  ground 
that  the  nature  of  the  case  demanded  it 
— he  hoped  the  House  would  unani- 
mously reject  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord. 

Mr.  H.  R.  BEAND  protested  against 
the  imputation  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick  County  (Mr.  Synan),  that  a 
combination  existed  between  the  noble 
Lord  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment  be- 
fore the  Committee  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  for  the  purpose  of 
defeating  the  Bill.  The  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  greatly  differed  from  that 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  inasmuch  as  the 
latter  did  not  for  one  moment  accuse 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Calne 
(Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  of  any  de- 
sire to  impede  the  Bill.  He  was  certain 
his  noble  Friend  was  actuated  by  no 
such  desire.  For  his  own  part,  he  sup- 
ported the  Amendaient  of  the  noble 
Lord  with  the  sole  intention  of  hasten- 
ing the  progress  of  the  measure.  But 
the  Court  and  the  Commission,  which 
were  to  ^x  the  amount  of  rents,  were 
the  foundation  of  the  Bill — the  solid 
basis  on  which  the  house,  so  to  speak, 
was  to  be  built.  No  one  would  dream 
of  setting  up  the  walls  of  a  house  before 
constructing  the  foundation  upon  which 
they  were  to  rest;  neither  ought  the 
Committee  to  be  asked  to  settle  and 
regulate  the  matters  contained  in  the 
early  clauses  of  the  Bill  before  they 
knew  whether  the  Commissioners  to  be 
appointed  would  be  able  satisfactorily 
to  perform  the  duties  to  be  imposed 
upon  them.  It  had  been  said  by  the 
Prime  Minister  that  it  was  absurd 
to  appoint  this  Commission  before  the 
duties  to  be  cast  upon  it  were  de- 
fined. But  to  this  he  replied  that 
the  Bill,  as  it  was,  defined  this  Com- 
mission, and  stated  what  its  consti- 
tution was  to  be.  He  found,  upon  exa- 
mination, that  there  were  30  clauses  an- 
tecedent to  the  clause  which  constituted 
the  Commission ;  and,  as  the  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
had  pointed  out,  there  would  be  many 
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questions  addressed  to  Ministers  in  the 
course  of  the  discussions  upon  earlier 
portions  of  the  Bill  which,  for  want  of 
the  definition  of  the  Commission,  thej 
would  be  unable  to  answer.  The  con- 
stitution of  the  Court  and  of  the  Com- 
mission occupied  from  the  3 let  clause 
to  the  end  of  the  Bill,  and  one  or  other 
of  them  was  mentioned  59  times  be- 
tween the  1st  and  the  Slst  claosee.  He 
had  analyzed  the  duties  to  be  performed 
by  the  tribunals.  They  would  have  to 
settle  conditions  of  sale,  reg^ate  statu- 
tory tenancies,  determine  rents,  admi- 
nister equities  between  landlords  and 
tenants,  construct  leases,  create  tenan- 
cies, make  advances  to  tenants,  purchase 
estates,  reclaim  land,  and,  lastly,  to  con- 
duct emigration.  And  the  Committee 
were  asked  to  consider  all  those  impor- 
tant questions  before  they  came  to  the 
question  of  the  constitution  of  the  Court, 
and  when  it  was  known  that  the  Court 
would  not  meet  with  the  approval  of  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  Members.  Fur- 
ther, the  evidence  of  one  of  the  princi- 
pal witnesses.  Professor  Baldwin,  giren 
before  the  Bessborough  Commission, 
was  that — 

"One  of  the  first  duties  of  the  Oorenunent 
would  be  to  take  the  administratioxi  of  the  Act 
of  1870  and  any  future  Act  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  Ck)unty  Court  Judges." 

With  regard  to  the  County  Court  Judges, 
he  was  sorry  to  hear  the  Prime  Minister 
say  that  one  of  the  strongest  proofs  of 
their  giving  satisfaction  in  Ir^and  was 
that  there  were  very  few  appeals  from 
their  decisions.  The  reason  there  were 
few  appeals  was  that  the  Irish  tenants 
did  not  like  litigation,  and  as  to  the 
power  of  bringing  their  landlords  into 
the  higher  Courts,  that  was  quite  beyond 
their  means.     He  contended  that  this 

?uestion  was  of  the  greatest  importance. 
t  was  necessary,  in  his  opinion,  to  con- 
sider, first — whether  the  Court  would  be 
a  strong  one,  commanding  respect  for  it- 
self;  and  secondly,  to  determine  that  there 
should  be  no  appeal  to  a  higher  Court. 
In  conclusion,  he  pointed  out  that  one  of 
the  first  duties  the  Court  would  have  to 
perform  was  that  of  valuing  rents.  It 
would  have  to  adjudicate  between  par- 
ties upon  questions  which  had  excited  a 
great  deal  of  passion  ;  and  his  conten- 
tion was  that  there  should  be  no  sus- 
picion of  weakness  with  reg^ard  to  any 
such  Court.  That  certainly  could  not  be 
said  to  be  the  case  with  tne  Court  pro- 
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posed  to  be  established  by  this  Bill. 
Without  any  disrespect  to  the  County 
Court  Judges,  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
they  could  not  have  been  the  most  suc- 
cessful of  men,  either  in  law  or  politics, 
or  they  would  never  have  been  County 
Court  Judges  in  Ireland.  As  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Court  was  a  matter  of 
transcendant  importance,  and  the  proper 
discharge  of  its  functions  meant  the 
good  government  of  Ireland  for  a  gene- 
ration, he  begged  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Calne. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  he  had  felt  at 
first  somewhat  deterred  from  giving  his 
support  to  the  proposal  of  his  noble 
Friend  opposite  by  the  sudden  attack  and 
warning  which  had  been  delivered  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick  County 
(Mr.  Synan).  In  referring  to  the  circum- 
stances which  occurred  in  connection 
with  the  University  Bill  in  1873,  the 
hon.  Meniber  spoke  with  some  severity 
of  the  combination  that  resulted  in  the 
defeat  of  the  measure.  But  the  Prime 
Minister,  who  was  listening  to  him,  could 
hardly  have  felt  that  it  lay  in  the  mouth 
of  the  hon.  Member  to  make  a  charge  of 
the  kind.  He  thought  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister might  well  exclaim,  withProspero 
in  the  play — 

**  I  had  forgot  that  foul  conspiracy 
Of  the  beast  Caliban,  and  his  confederates/* 

He  had  been  looking  over  the  Division 
List  upon  the  second  reading  of  the 
University  Bill  of  1873,  and  he  found 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lime- 
rick County  in  company  with  that  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  Colonel  Taylor  and 
others  who  voted  against  the  Government 
on  that  occasion.  With  reference  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite, 
he  thought  the  proposal,  if  adopted, 
would  tend  very  much  to  increase  the 
facilities  for  passing  the  Bill.  There  had 
been  important  changes  announced  that 
very  day  with  regard  to  the  composition 
of  the  Court  in  connection  with  a  point 
that  seemed  to  have  received  very  little 
attention.  He  was  sure  the  Committee 
had  received  with  unanimous  satisfac- 
tion the  statement  of  the  Prime  Minister 
that  the  Commission  was  to  be  irre- 
movable. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tlso  stated  that  tenants  could  pass  by 
Altogether  the  County  Court,  as  a  Court 
of  First  Instance,  and  go  straight  to  the 
Oommiision.    Now,  he  was  not  going  to 


say  one  word  with  regard  to  the  County 
Court  as  a  Court  of  f'irst  Instance.  But, 
at  all  events,  it  was  known  what  the 
County  Court  was,  while  it  was  certainly 
not  known  what  the  Commission  or  Sub- 
Commission  was  to  be.  He  would  not 
dwell  on  the  importance  and  functions 
of  the  Court  and  Commission.  But  the 
Prime  Minister  had  described  them  as 
**  the  heart  and  core  of  the  Bill."  With 
regard  to  fixing  the  rent,  the  House  was 
told  last  night  that  the  first  business  of 
the  Court  would  be  to  ascertain  what 
was  the  fair  rent,  and  then  make  a  de- 
duction from  it.    

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  rMr.  Law)  :  I  said  nothing 
about  a  deauction  from  the  fair  rent. 
I  said  the  Court  would  have  to  ascertain 
the  fair  rent. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  asked  pardon  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  if 
he  had  mis-stated  his  words;  but  he 
said  the  business  of  the  Court  was  to 
ascertain  what  a  solvent  tenant  would 
pay,  and  then  make  a  deduction.  The 
words  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  were  '*  the  tenant's  interest 
must  be  subtracted  from  the  rent.''  The 
absolute  discretion  of  the  Court  to  settle 
this  he  held  to  be  the  heart  and  core  of 
the  Bill.  His  hon.  Friend,  who  sat  below 
the  Gangway,  had  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  be  supposed  to  know  what 
they  intended ;  but  he  (Mr.  Plunket) 
only  knew  that  whilst  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  spoken  upon  and  criticized  the 
clause,  a  great  number  of  them  had 
spoken  adversely  to  it,  and  no  one  had 
spoken  in  its  favour.  In  giving  his 
support  to  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Calne,  he  ex- 
pressed his  fear  that  unless  it  was 
adopted  the  jealousy  of  the  Committee 
towards  the  Bill  would  be  increased. 

Tub  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farrer  Herschell)  observed,  that,  no 
doubt,  the  question  was  one  of  those  on 
which  it  might  plausibly  be  said — «**  Tell 
us  exactly  what  your  Court  is  to  be,  and 
then  we  will  say  how  far  we  can  trust 
it.**  On  the  other  hand,  it  was  cer- 
tainly a  more  important  consideration  to 
determine  what  \\  as  the  work  which  the 
Court  would  have  to  do,  and  then  de- 
ti'rmine  the  efficiency  of  the  Court  for 
its  performance.  No  doubt,  it  might 
be  said,  in  discussing  this  clause,  there 
were  certaiu  references  to  the  Court,  and 
that  hon.  Members  ought  to  know  what 
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its  constitution  was  to  be.  But  what  did 
hon.  Members  who  supported  the  Amend- 
ment propose  ?  Did  tbey  mean  to  assent 
to  the  view  that  substantially  they  were 
agreed  as  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
and  that  the  Court  was  to  do  all  the 
things  which  had  been  enumerated  ?  It 
appeared  to  him  an  irrational  course  of 
proceeding  to  discuss  the  constitution  of 
the  Court,  and  how  far  it  was  fitted  to 
do  the  work,  and  then,  possibly,  after 
three  weeks'  discussion,  to  deprive  it  of 
the  opportunity  of  doing  anything.  He 
suggested  that  the  Committee  should 
proceed  at  once  to  the  consideration  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  then  de- 
termine what  Court  should  carry  them 
out.  The  Government  were  fully  con- 
scious of  the  enormous  importance  of 
providing  the  best  possible  tribunal  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  into  efiect  the 
provisions  of  the  measure,  and  they 
hoped,  with  the  aid  of  the  united  intelli- 
gence of  the  House  in  a  frank  endeavour 
to  arrive  at  the  best  resUlt,  to  fix  upon 
a  tribunal  that  would  be  reasonably 
satisfactory  to  the  great  body  of  the 
people. 

SiR  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  had  told  the  Committee 
that  there  were  some  plausible  reasons 
for  postponing  this  clause;  but  he  had 
also  said  there  was  a  more  plausible 
reason  for  not  doing  so  in  the  fact  that 
some  of  the  minor  provisions  of  the  Bill 
might  not  be  submitted  to  the  Court. 
He  ventured  to  say  that  a  more  im- 
portant question  with  regard  to  the  wel- 
fare and  interest  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land than  the  adjustment  of  the  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant  could  not 
possibly  be  considered.  But  until  it 
was  ascertained  and  known  what  was  to 
be  the  constitution  of  the  Court,  the 
serious  questions  which  would  arise  in 
discussing  the  first  portion  of  the  Bill 
could  not  be  fully  and  properly  dealt 
with.  He  had  understood  the  Prime 
Minister  to  say  that  the  Court  was  of 
primary  importance,  and  that  every- 
thing turned  upon  its  constitution.  [Mr. 
Gladstone:  No.]  Then,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  say  that,  he 
thought  he  ought  to  have  made  some 
statement  of  the  kind,  because  the  pri- 
mary consideration  was  that  there  should 
be  confidence  in  the  Court  which  was  to 
adjudicate  on  the  delicate  relations  be- 
tween the  landlord  and  tenant.   But  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  he  in- 
tended to  introduce  an  Amendment  into 
this  Bill,  by  which  the  tenants  might 
pass  by  the  Court  of  First  Instance. 
[Mr.  Gladstone:    I  said  the  parties.! 
Then,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  **the  parties"  were  to  be  allowed 
to  pass  by  the  Court  of  First  Instanoe 
and  go  to  the  higher  Court,  it  was  tea 
times  more  necessary  that  the  Committee 
should  know  how  that  Court  was  to 
be  constituted  ;  and  therefore  he  asked 
whether  it  would  not  be  wise  and  pm- 
dent,  under  the  circumstancea,  to  give 
the  Committee  some  inkling  with  re- 
gard to  a  matter  in  which  they  were  at 
this  present  moment  in  complete  igno- 
rance ? 

Mr.  HINDE  palmer  said,  his  own 
opinion  was  that  the  Bill  was  not  the 
best  arranged  measure,  so  far  as  the 
clauses  were  concerned ;  bat  it  had  cer- 
tainly never  occurred  to  him  that  such  a 
proposal  as  the  noble  Lord's  was  appli- 
cable to  their  due  arrangement.  The 
question  appeared  to  him  to  lie  in  a 
very  small  compass,  and  was  as  to  whe- 
ther they  should  in  the  first  instance 
proceed  to  constitute  the  Court,  before  it 
had  been  decided  what  work  the  Court 
was  to  perform.  If  they  were  about  to 
lay  down  a  separate  Code  of  Law,  they 
would  not  begin  by  constituting  a  Court 
for  the  purpose  of  administering  that 
law,  but  would,  in  the  first  instance, 
ascertain  the  law ;  and,  then,  in  deter- 
mining the  constitution  of  the  Court, 
they  would  be  influenced  to  a  great  ex- 
tent by  knowing  what  were  the  dutiefl 
which  the  Court  had  to  discharge.  It 
might  be  that  all  the  proposed  duties 
could  not  be  satisfactorily  discharged  by 
the  same  Commission.  For  instance,  it 
might  be  desirable  to  have  some  other 
Commission  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
emigration ;  and  a  consideration  of  that 
point  would  show  the  imprudence  of  at- 
tempting to  constitute  the  Court,  with- 
out first  agreeing  upon  the  character  of 
the  work  to  be  done  by  it.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Eandolph  Churchill)  had  said  if  the 
composition  of  the  Court  was  made 
known,  and  if  it  was  such  as  would  not 
be  likely  to  be  iufluenced,  certain  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  might  agree 
to  some  provisions  of  the  Bill.  That 
amounted  to  the  extraordinary  argu- 
ment that  one  would  be  influenced  terj 
much  in  dedding  the  justice  and  pro- 
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priety  of  a  code,  by  knowing  the  names 
and  bias  of  the  officers  who  were  to  ad- 
minister it.  It  was  true  that  he  did  not 
quite  approve  the  arrangement  of  the 
clauses  in  the  Bill ;  but  the  proposal  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Calne  was 
certainly  the  last  alteration  he  should 
think  of  making  by  way  of  re-arrange- 
ment. He  should,  therefore,  give  his 
vote  in  opposition  to  the  Amendment 
before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  had 
only  heard  one  argument  advanced  by 
the  Government  against  the  Amendment 
of  the  noble  Lord.    It  was,  that  **  you 
cannot  determine  the  constitution  of  the 
Court  until  you  have  determined  what  its 
functions  are  to  be.*'     Frimd  facie  there 
was  some  weight  in  that  argument.  But 
it  was  well  known  that  this  Court  would 
have  to  discharge  functions  which  no 
Court  had  ever  been  called  upon  to  dis- 
charge before.    However  the  Bill  might 
be  modified  in  Committee,  it  would  have 
to  settle  delicate  relations  between  two 
classes  of  the  community  in  a  manner 
that  was   entirely    without   precedent. 
Hon.  Members  knew  this    to    be  the 
case,  because  if  the  Bill  were  so  modi- 
fied in  Committee  in  a  different  sense 
the  Government  would  be  obliged  to 
drop  it,  as  being  a  merely  illusory  mea- 
sure.    Again,    the    hon.    Member    for 
Limerick  Connty  (Mr.  Synan)  had  urged, 
perhaps,  the  most  extraordinary  argu- 
ment against  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Calne  that 
had  ever  been  heard  in  that  House.   He 
urged    the    Government    not   to    state 
finally  what  was  to  be  the  composition 
of  the  Court,  because  they  would  offend 
by  so  doing  either  the  Tories  or  the 
Members  for  Ireland,  and  that  the  Bill 
would  in  consequence  be  bitterly  op- 
posed by  one  of  those  Parties.    The  ar- 
gument of  the  hon.  Member  was  nothing 
else  than  a  direction  to  the  Government 
to  keep  the  House  in  the  dark,  in  order 
that,  by  playing  alternately  upon  their 
jif>pe8,  both  Parties  referred  to  might  be 
induced  to  pass  provisions  in  the  Bill 
which  otherwise  they  would  certainly 
^ect.  A  more  cynical  argument  he  did 
uot  remember  to  have  heard.    Of  eour^o, 
be  and  his  hon.  Friends  objected  funda- 
mentally to  the  regulation  of  relations 
between  the  parties  concerned  by  any 
Court  at  all.      Their   objections  were 
JJJt  directed  now  to  matters  of  detail. 
They  held  that  this  Court  would  have 


to  decide  matters  which  it  was  beyond 
their  competence  to  decide;  that  the 
Government  were  imposing  duties  upon 
the  Court  which  required  omniscience  for 
their  fulfilment ;  and,  further,  that  they 
wanted  to  get  that  omniscience  cheap. 
For  those  reasons,  they  felt  they  ought 
to  know  absolutely  how  that  Court  was 
to  be  constituted  on  which  the  proper 
working  of  the  Bill  must  finally  and 
entirely  depend. 

Mr.  W.  fowler  said,  he  should 
detain  the  Committe  but  a  very  short 
time  in  giving  his  reasons  for  support- 
ing the  Government  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Calne  referred,  in  the  course  of  his  re- 
marks, to  a  passage  in  the  speech  of 
the  Prime  Minister;  but,  in  doing  so, 
appeared  not  clearly  to  have  understood 
the  meaning  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  Prime  Minister  had  said — 
''  That  the  salient  point  of  the  Bill  was 
the  institution  of  a  Court  to  take  cogni- 
zance of  rent ; "  and  by  that  he  (Mr. 
Fowler)  understood  him  to  mean  that 
the  reference  of  the  rent  to  the  Court, 
and  not  the  formation  of  the  Court,  was 
the  main  principle  of  the  Bill.  They 
all  agreed  that  the  formation  of  the 
Court  was  a  matter  of  great  importance  ; 
but  in  comparing  the  two  questions — the 
formation  of  a  Court,  and  the  making  of 
a  new  code  as  between  landlords  and 
tenants — he  regarded  the  making  of  the 
code  as  the  more  important  of  the  two. 
For  that  reason,  he  thought  it  should  be 
taken  in  hand  before  the  Committee  be- 
came wearied  with  discussion  upon  other 
parts  of  the  measure.  The  amount  fixed 
for  the  salaries  of  the  Commissioners — 
namely,  £2,000 — was  a  matter  that  re- 
quired further  time  for  consideration, 
and  should  not  be  dealt  with  at  first. 
The  Committee  had  to  consider  what 
were  the  views  of  those  responsible  for 
this  Bill ;  and  it  would,  in  his  opinion, 
bo  adopting  a  strong  course  to  take  out 
of  their  hands  the  mode  of  procedure. 
For  these  reasons,  he  should  give  his 
vote  in  favour  of  the  Government. 

SiH  HERVEY  BKUCE  said,  he 
should  certainly  support  tho  Amend- 
mont  of  the  noble  Lord  oppf>Mite.  He 
believed  that  in  so  doing  he  should  be 
facilitating  tho  progress  of  the  Bill 
through  Committee,  because  he  was 
certain  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House  would  be  much  more  in- 
dined  to  listen  to  the  arguments  of  Her 
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Majesty's  Government  when  they  had 
confidence  in  the  Court  to  which  the 
questions  between  the  landlords  and 
tenants  were  to  be  referred.  As  the 
matter  stood,  it  appeared  that  the  land- 
lords in  Ireland  were  in  every  county  to 
be  at  the  mercy  of  the  County  Court 
Judges,  many  of  whom,  as  was  well 
known,  hold  different  opinions  upon  the 
questions  that  would  be  referred  to  them. 
At  present  the  landlords  might  be  at 
the  mercy  of  one  Assistant  Commissioner. 
For  his  own  part,  he  should  listen  to  the 
discussion  of  the  earlier  clauses  of  the 
Bill  with  much  more  satisfaction  when 
he  knew  at  whose  mercy  he  was  to  be. 
He  had  been  quite  unable  to  under- 
stand the  arguments  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  who  had  differed 
from  every  other  hon.  Gentleman  with 
regard  to  the  meaning  of  words  in  the 
Bill. 

Me.  MITCHELL  HENKY  main- 
tained that  the  Bill  gave  all  the  infor- 
mation as  to  the  constitution  of  the  Court 
which,  in  the  present  stage  of  the  matter, 
hon.  Members  could  reasonably  expect. 
It  set  forth  that  the  Court  was  to  be 
composed  of  a  small  number  of  persons, 
and  its  characteristics  were  well  defined 
in  the  statement  that  the  legal  member 
of  the  Court  was  to  be  a  Judge— one 
who  either  was  or  had  been  a  Judge 
of  a  Superior  Court — thereby  showing 
that  the  Court  was  to  have  the  highest 
legal  talent  that  could  be  obtained  for  it. 
The  two  other  members  nominated  would 
be  analogous  to  the  Church  Commis- 
sioners, who  had  administered  already 
functions  of  the  same  character  as  those 
to  be  discharged  under  this  Bill.  Every- 
one admitted  that  the  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  create  a  number  of  tenant  pro- 
prietors, and  that  had  been  the  kind  of 
duty  performed  by  the  Church  Commis- 
sioners to  whom  he  had  referred,  and 
which  would  devolve  upon  the  Commis- 
sioners appointed  under  this  Bill.  The 
Commissioners  would  have  to  settle  diffi- 
cult questions,  undoubtedly,  with  regard 
to  rents,  and  with  regard  to  the  value 
of  the  tenants'  holdings.  But  as  to  the 
settlement  of  rents  being  such  an  un- 
heard of  and  delicate  operation  as  it  was 
now  said  to  be — why,  it  was  a  matter 
that  had  been  in  the  hands  of  the  County 
Court  Judges  in  Ireland  ever  since  tlie 
Act  of  IbVO.  Everyone  familiar  with 
that  Act  knew  that  the  County  Court 
Judges  had  to  take  into  consideration, 
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when  giving  judgment,  the  faime«8  of 
the  rent  as  between  the  landlord  and 
tenant.     It  was  perfectly  true  that  thii 
duty  was  not  performed  as  actively  u  it 
might  have  been.     Had  it  been  so,  it 
was  probable  that  affairs  in  Ireland  woold 
not  have  been  in  their  present  dreadfol 
position.     He  could  well  believe  that,  if 
every  detail  with  regard  to  the  Court  to 
be  established  had  been  given  in  the  Bill, 
it  would  have  been  said — **  TheGoveni- 
ment  have  a  cut-and-dried  scheme  fof 
patronage,   which  the   passing  of  this 
Act  will  give  them  an   opportunity  of 
carrying  through  the  House  of  Com- 
mons."  The  Government,  however,  had 
simply  indicated  the  character  of  the 
Court ;  and  in  so  doing  they  had,  in  lus 
opinion,  acted  for  the  best.     The  Prime 
Minister  had  never  stated  that  he  wu 
unwilling  to  enlarge  the  Court  if  it  were 
found  desirable  to  do  so.     Neither  had 
he   expressed  any  opinion   as   to   the 
amount  of  the  salaries  to  be  paid  to  the 
Commissioners.     Therefore,  lie  had  no 
doubt  that  if  the  Government,  in  the 
course  of  the  discussions  upon  the  Bill 
in  Committee,   found  that    the   datiee 
which   would  devolve  upon  the  Conrt 
were  of  a  very  onerous  and  multifarioui 
character,  they  would  agree  to  the  en- 
largement of  the  Commission  ;  and  that 
in  the  matter  of  the  salaries  to  the  Com- 
missioners, which  was  one  of  consider- 
able importance,   they  would   also  be 
guided   by  the  decision   of   the  Com- 
mittee.    For  these  reasons,  it  seemed  ia 
him  that  it  was  scarcely  reasonable  or 
wise,  when  they  ought  to  be  constituting 
the  relations  of  landlord  and  tenant,  to 
debate  upon  the  constitution  of  the  Court 
which  was  to  administer  the  Bill.    He 
should,    therefore,     vote    against    the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  it  wm 
the  first  time  in  his  life  that  he  bad 
heard  it  gravely  argued  that  the  ship 
should  be  made  for  the  crew  and  not  tlM 
crew  for  the  ship. 

Mr.  GIBSON  thought  no  one  would 
wisely  seek  to  introduce  into  this  die- 
cussion  anything  of  heat,  or  the  impu- 
tation of  motives.  Nothing  could  hsv© 
been  more  courteous  than  the  way  in 
which  the  Prime  Minister  had  alluded 
to  this  subject;  and,  therefore,  in  the 
samo  spirit,  he  wished  to  submit  one  or 
two  points  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Committee,  without  any  intention  of  in- 
terfering with  the  progress  of  the  Bill- 
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It   was  perfectly  obvious  that    if   the 
daases  were  discussed  in  their  present 
order,  there  must  be  some  appeals  made 
to  the  Government  in  the  course  of  the 
debates  in  Committee,  in  order  to  ascer- 
tain what  the  constitution  of  the  Court 
waa  to  be.     He  believed  the  Court  was 
referred  to  something  like  49  times  before 
tfao  clause  was  reached  under  which  it 
waa  constituted.     And  there  was  little 
doubt  that  when  the  Committee  entered 
upon  the  discussion  of  the  powers  and 
duties  to  be  intrusted  to  the  Court,  the 
Government  would  be  pressed  over  and 
oyer  again  to  indicate  its  constitution 
something  more  in  detail,  and  to  reply, 
with    more    precision    than    they    had 
done  up  to  the  present  time,  as  to  the 
duties  of  the  Commissioners.     That  was 
all    the    more  obvious  because  it  ap- 
peared that  the  mind  of  the  Government 
bad  fluctuated,  and  was  still  fluctuating, 
upon  the  important  questions  of  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Court  of  First  Instance 
and  the  constitution  of  the  Commission 
which  was  to  be  the  Court  of  Appeal. 
From  a  statement  made  a  few  nights 
since  by  the  Prime  Minister,  it  appeared 
that  the  Government   had  not  clearly 
made  up  its  mind  what  was  to  be  the 
Court  of  First  Instance.     It  was  also 
understood  from  the  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  when  asking  leave  to  introduce 
this  Bill,  that  it  was  thought  desirable 
that  the  County  Courts  alone  should  be 
the  primary  Courts.  But  it  now  appeared 
— and  it  was  quite  right  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  present  thoir  measure   in 
the  best  form — that  such  was  not  their 
deliberate  intention.    That  circumstance 
rendered  it  all  the  more  necessary  that 
the  Committee  should  know  at  the  outset 
what  was  intended  to  be  the  final  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
the  Court  of  First  Instance.     lie  now 
came  to  the  constitution  of  the  Commis- 
sion, which,  after  all,  was  the  most  im- 
portant point,   because  the  Commission 
was  to  be  the  Court  of  Appeal  from  the 
Court  of  First  Instance,  and  was,  more- 
over, clothed  both  with  unbounded  discre- 
tion andabeolutely  unlimited  jurisdiction. 
It  was,  therefore,  obviously  a  matter  of 
supreme    importance    that    the    House 
should  be  shown  what  was  to  be  the 
constitution  of  the  Commission.    He  had 
listened  with  attention   and  respect  to 
the  statements  of  the  Prime  Minister; 
and  he  now  asked  if  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Tenunent  had,  at  the  present  moment,  a 


I  clear   and   definite  plan  in  their  own 
minds  with  regard  to  the  constitution  of 
the  Commission  ?    H  they  had,  why  did 
they  not  state  it  to  the  House  ?     What 
possible  inconvenience  could  result  from 
a  frank   and  clear   discussion   at  that 
stage  of  the  parts   of  the  Bill  which 
really  came  first  under  their  considera- 
tion?    The  only  suggestion  of  incon- 
venience that  would  result  from  this, 
so  far   as  he  had  been  able  to  gather 
from  the  discussion   which  had  taken 
place,    was  that  until    you  knew   the 
extent  and  character  of  the  jurisdiction 
— whether    limited   or  extended  —  you 
could  not  tell  how  wide  a  discretion  it 
might  be  necessary  to  confer.   Although, 
in  his  opinion,  precedent  was  not  at  all 
conclusive  of  the  question  before  the 
Committee,   because   each  case  of  this 
kind  must  stand  upon  its  own  merits, 
and    be    considered  with  reference  to 
the  special  circumstances  that  surround 
it,  yet  he  would  remind  the  Committee 
that  when  the  Solicitor  General  made 
his  observations  just  before  in  such  a 
fair  spirit,  it  had  occurred  to  him  that 
there  were  some  precedents  that  might 
have  presented  themselves  to  his  mind. 
He  would  pass    by  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commission,  and  the  case  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners,  whose  constitution  was 
given  at  the  outset.     But  in  Sections  2  to 
10  of  the  Irish  Church  Act,  1869— the 
very  earliest  sections  of  the  Act — the 
Commissioners  were  named,  their  juris- 
diction  was   set  forth,  and  the  power 
of  expanding  or  contracting  their  staff 
was    conferred    upon    them.      He  ad- 
mitted at  once,  however,  that  this  was 
not  a  question  to  be  decided  by  pre- 
cedent.    The  constitution  of  the  Com- 
mission was  of  very  great  importance, 
and  if  that  were  decided  and  frankly 
stated  by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  the 
Committee  could  then  proceed  with  ad- 
vantage to  consider  what  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  of  State  for   India  had 
called  the   modus  tivendi.     Looking  at 
this  matter  as  one  of  convenience,  he 
ventured  to  hope  that  the  clauses  speci- 
fied in  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  ijord 
would  be  postponed. 

The  ATTORNEY    GENERAL   fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  objected  to  the 

i)()stponement  of  the  first  clauses  of  the 
3ill,  in  order  that  the  final  clauses  should 
bo  considered  before  them.  He  would  not 
attempt  to  repeat  the  arguments  which 
had  been  so  well  plaoed  before  the  Oom- 
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mittee  by  the  Prime  Minister  and  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor 
General.  He  would  only  say  it  appeared 
to  him  that,  notwithstanding  the  argu- 
ments which  had  been  advanced  in  sup- 
port of  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  balance  of  convenience  was  in 
favour  of  preceding  in  the  way  which 
the  Government  proposed — that  was  to 
say,  to  discuss  and  settle  what  were  to  be 
the  functions  of  the  Commission  before 
fixing  its  constitution.  His  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  opposite  had  ap- 
pealed to  a  precedent  which,  no  doubt, 
had  a  strong  bearing  upon  the  point 
now  before  the  Committee,  and  ho  must 
venture,  with  their  indulgence,  to  state 
precisely  what  were  the  facts  of  the  case 
thus  referred  to  by  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  as  decisive  of  the  present 
question.  Upon  the  14th  of  March,  1869, 
the  Irish  Church  Bill  was  introduced 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend.  The  3rd  clause 
of  it  ran  as  follows: — **The  following 
persons,  A,  B,  and  C,  shall  be  constituted 
Commissioners  under  this  Act ;  "  and  it 
then  went  on  to  prescribe  their  tenure  of 
office,  and  other  formal  matters.  The 
Prime  Minister,  on  the  15th  of  April, 
when  that  part  of  the  Bill  was  reached 
in  Committee,  moved  that  the  3rd  clause, 
appointing  the  Commissioners,  should 
be  postponed  upon  the  ground  that,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Government,  both 
they  and  the  House  would  be  in  a  better 
position  to  judge  of  the  proposals  as  to 
the  appointment  of  the  Commissioners 
and  their  constitution,  after  they  had 
gone  through  the  operative  clauses  of 
the  Bill  and  determined  what  were  to  be 
the  duties  of  the  Commissioners.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (now  Yiscount 
Cranbrook)  who  was  then  acting  as 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  said  he  had 
no  desire  whatever  to  offer  any  opposi- 
tion to  the  postponement  of  the  clause 
if  the  Government  would,  at  the  same 
time,  postpone  also  the  three  or  four 
following  clauses,  which  dealt  with  the 
appointment  of  officers,  the  fixing  of 
salaries,  and  other  incidental  arrange- 
ments. This  was  at  once  agreed  to  by 
the  Government ;  and,  accordingly,  dur- 
ing the  whole  of  the  month  of  April  and 
the  greater  part  of  the  month  of  May, 
the  Committee  was  occupied  in  dispos- 
ing of  all  the  other  clauses  of  the  Bill ; 
and  it  was  not  until  the  Committee  had 
completely  discussed  and  settled  all  the 
rest  of  the  Lrish  Church  Bill  that  his 
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right  hon.  Friend  mored  the  adoptioii 
of  the  3rd  clause,  with  the  names  of  th« 
Commissioners  in  full.  He  hoped  Ins 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  opponte 
would  now  act  in  accordance  with  thii 
precedent  to  which  he  had  so  confidently 
appealed. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  did  not  hm 
for  the  purpose  of  prolonging  the  de- 
bate, but  to  put  a  question  to  the  Chtir- 
man  upon  a  point  of  Order  for  his  own 
guidance.  He  had  upon  the  Paper  &a 
Amendment,  the  object  of  which  wm 
that  Part  V.  of  the  Bill  should  be  taken 
before  Parts  I.,  II.,  HI.,  and  IV. ;  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether,  when  the  Com- 
mittee decided  upon  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Cabe, 
he  should  be  in  Order  in  moving  tbe 
Amendment  standing  in  his  name  ?  If 
not,  he  should  vote  fbr  the  Amendmeot 
of  the  noble  Lord. 

The  chairman  :  The  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincok- 
shire  is  substantially  different  from  thtt 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  CaJne. 
The  Committee  has  to  decide  upon  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  whether 
Clause  1  shall  be  postponed  till  «ft«r 
Clauses  41  to  43.  After  that  Amend- 
ment has  been  disposed  of,  it  will  be  in 
the  power  of  the  hon.  Member  to  moTe 
the  Amendment  in  his  name. 

Question  put. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  rise  to  « 
point  of  Order.  I  have  always  bwn 
under  the  impression  that  no  cIbom 
could  be  postponed  except  to  tbe  end  d 
a  Bill. 

Mr.  GORST  (remaining  seated,  irith 
head  covered) :  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ▼i*^* 
to  ask  whether  after  a  division  has  been 
called  an  hon.  Member  is  entitled  to 
speak  ? 

The  chairman  :  If  the  House  doet 
not  desire  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, he  is  not  in  Order.  It  is  only 
competent  to  speak,  at  present,  on  the 
question  of  the  division.  The  question 
of  Order  will  arise  after  the  division  i« 
completed. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  (remaining  seated, 
with  head  covered) :  Mr.  Chairman*  1 
have  always  been  under  the  impression 
that  it  was  not  competent  to  move  the 
postponement  of  a  clause  of  a  Bill  ex- 
cept to  the  end  of  the  Bill.  I  ask  whe- 
ther a  postponed  clause  can  be  taken 
except  at  the  end  of  a  Bill  ? 
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Thb  chairman  :  The  ordinary 
mode  of  postponing  a  clause  is  that  the 
daose  passes  to  the  end  of  the  Bill ;  hut 
this  Question  is,  not  that  the  clause 
should  be  placed  at  the  end  of  the  Bill, 
but  that  it  should  be  postponed  until 
after  particular  clauses  have  been  con- 
sidered. Although  that  form  of  Motion 
is  unusual,  there  are  precedents  of  an 
analogous  character  both  in  this  House 
and  in  the  House  of  Lords.  I  must, 
therefore,  put  the  Question  in  the  manner 
in  which  it  has  been  placed  on  the 
Paper. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  163  ; 
Noes  246:  Majority  83.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  216.) 

Mb.  morgan  LLOYD  rose  to  Order. 
He  wished  to  ask  whether  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  was  in  Order  in  moving  an 
Amendment  in  the  words  on  the  Paper? 
The  Committee  had  already  decided  not 
to  postpone  Clause  1,  and  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  proposed  to 
postpone  that  clause  together  with 
others. 

The  chairman  :  The  point  of 
Order  raised  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  is  not  without  its  difficulties. 
The  Motion  already  negatived  was  not 
in  the  usual  form.  The  Committee  has 
decided  that  Clause  1  shall  not  be  post- 
poned until  after  Clause  41.  Usually, 
is  I  have  said,  a  postponod  clause  goes 
to  the  end  of  the  Bill.  But,  in  view  of 
former  precedents,  I  cannot  rule  that  the 
Committee  has  not  the  power  to  do  other-. 
▼i«e.  Only  yesterday,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  War- 
ton)  proposed  to  move  an  Instruction  to 
the  Committee  to  take  Part  V.  of  the 
Bill  before  Part  I.,  which  is  the  exact 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin);  and  the 
Speaker  then  said— 

"That  Mtho  Instruction  of  the  hon.  Member 
fof  Bridport  wa«  to  take  the  5th  part  of  tho  Bill 
Iwfcre  the  1st  part,  this  was  a  power  which  tho 
Committoo  already  posstssod,  and,  therefore, 
lu»  Motion  could  not  l>e  put." 

Under  this  ruling  I  am  not  prepared  to 
refuse  to  put  the  Motion,  which  is  sub- 
•tantially  different  from  that  negatived. 
But  it  is  clear  that  such  Motions,  fol- 
lowing on  such  a  Motion  in  regard  to  one 
<>f  these  clauses,  might  lead  to  grave 
•buse  as  a  means  of  obstruction,  and  I 
should  be  unwilling  to  consider  this  as  a 


precedent  which  it  is  advisable  to  follow, 
and  I  only  admit  it  in  the  present  case 
from  the  ])eculiar  character  of  the  Motion 
which  the  Committee  has  already  nega- 
tived— not  that  Clause  1  should  be  post- 
poned, but  that  it  should  be  postponed 
until  after  Clause  41.  The  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  would  have  come  better 
as  an  Amendment  on  the  Motion  of  the 
lion.  Member  for  Calne  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice)  than  as  a  substantive  Mo- 
tion. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  the  point  of 
Order  having  been  decided,  he  would 
endeavour  to  submit  to  the  Committee 
the  reasons  by  which  he  was  governed 
in  moving  the  Amendment  standing  in 
his  name.  He  was  anxious  that  what 
he  conceived  to  be  the  fatal  mistake  in 
the  legislation  of  1870  should  be  avoided 
now.  It  had  always  appeared  to  him 
that  the  circumstances  of  Ireland  which 
caused  nearly  all  the  evils  of  that  coun- 
try were  at  that  time  entirely  ignored, 
and  that  the  Government  directed  atten- 
tion to  little,  if  anything  else,  than  an  alte- 
ration of  the  relations  between  the  land- 
lords and  tenants.  The  circumstances 
of  Ireland,  however,  remained  the  same, 
and,  consequently,  almost  entirely  de- 
feated the  object  of  the  Act  of  1870. 
That  admission  had  been  made  during 
the  discussions  which  had  taken  place 
upon  this  question,  and  had  been  more- 
over more  distinctly  brought  into  promi- 
nence in  the  Keports  of  the  Commissions 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  facts  con- 
nected with  the  present  condition  of  Ire- 
land. It  was  true  that  in  the  Bill  before 
the  Committee  there  were  some  provi- 
sions for  dealing  with  the  greatest  evil 
in  the  country,  described  by  the  Prime 
Ministfir  as  the  **land  hunger  which 
prevailed  in  Ireland."  But  the  clauses 
which  were  introduced  in  order  to  deal 
with  it  were,  as  far  as  he  could  judge, 
inadequate  to  their  purpose ;  while,  at 
the  same  time,  they  occupied  an  entirely 
subsidiary  position  in  the  Bill.  That 
appeared  to  him  to  be  entirely  recog- 
nized, because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stated  in  the  course  of  the  debates 
on  this  Bill  that  the  Land  Laws  of  Ire- 
land were  not  to  blame,  and  that  it  was 
to  other  causes  than  the  Land  Laws  that 
the  present  htato  of  things  in  Ireland 
was  to  be  traced.  It  was,  therefore,  ne- 
cobsary  to  go  to  tho  root  of  tho  qucbtion 
if  they  desired  to  deal  with  it  in  a  man- 
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ner  tliat  would  reallj  alleviate  and  better 
the  condition  of  the  Irish  people.  The 
condition  of  the  people  in  the  West  of 
Ireland  was  such  that,  whatever  alter- 
ation was  made  with  regard  to  the 
Land  Laws,  it  was  impossible  that  they 
could  ever  enjoy  any  material  decree  of 
prosperity.  I3ut  how  was  any  remedy 
to  be  made  effective  ?  There  were  pro- 
posals contained  in  the  Bill  for  emigra- 
tion, for  making  a  peasant  proprietary, 
and  for  the  reclamation  of  land.  These 
were  contained  in  that  part  of  the  Bill 
which,  as  he  had  already  pointed  out, 
occupied  a  subsidiary  position.  He 
should  be  disposed  to  aid  the  scheme 
of  so-called  migration,  because  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be  popular  amongst 
the  people  of  Ireland.  Emigration,  he 
knew,  was  unpopular ;  it  did  not  com- 
mend itself  to  the  views  of  many  per- 
sons in  that  country;  while  several 
Irish  Members  had  raised  great  objec- 
tions to[even  the  limited  proposal  of  emi- 
gration in  the  Bill.  He  would  like  to 
give  a  short  description  of  the  benefit 
which  might  be  expected  to  result  from 
emigration,  by  one  who  could  speak  with 
knowledge  and  profound  judgment  on 
that  question.  The  writer  of  the  com- 
munication, which  was  sent  to  him  a  few 
days  ago,  spoke  to  this  effect  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  people  in  the  West  of  Ire- 
land— 

**  But  for  the  extreme  West  of  Ireland,  what 
hope  is  there  from  any  of  the  foregoing  devices  F 
Along  that  region  there  extends  a  broad  river 
of  hopeless  misery,  which  no  change  in  the 
present  relations  between  landlord  and  tenant 
IS  likely  to  alleviate.  ...  It  would  be  imprac- 
ticable  to  make  them  proprietors ;  even  to  give 
them  land  for  nothing  would  afford  no  perma- 
nent alleviation.  Many  of  them  havo  no  land 
at  all.  Manifestly,  the  only  remedy  is  emigra- 
tion." 

The  writer  went  on  to  say  that — 

''  In  little  more  than  a  week  a  proportion  of 
these  unhappy  multitudes  might  be  landed  in 
America." 

Mr.  morgan  LLOYD  rose  to  Or- 
der.  As  he  understood  the  question,  it 
was  whether  Clause  1  of  the  Bill  should 
bo  postponed  or  not.  He  asked  if  it 
was  competent  for  the  hon.  Member  to 
discuss  the  general  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
and  make  observations  which  would 
more  properly  form  part  of  a  speech  on 
the  second  reading  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincolnshire  discusses  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  he  will  be  out  of 


Order ;  but  I  understand  him  to  be  re- 
ferring to  emigration  by  way  of  general 
argument  in  support  of  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Me.  CHAPLIN  said,  it  was  dear  the 
hon.  Member  did  not  in  the  least  under- 
stand the  object  he  had  in  view.  Ha 
regretted  that  he  had  made  himself  so 
little  intelligible.  His  Motion  was  not 
that  Clause  1  should  be  postponed,  bat 
that  Part  V.  should  be  taken  before  tlie 
other  parts  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  roee  to 
Order.  He  was  unable  to  find  in  the 
Amendment  any  word  about  Part  V. 
The  Amendment  simply  stated  '*  before 
Clause  I  postpone  Clauses  I  to  18  in- 
clusive (Parts  I.  to  IV.J."  He  wb- 
mitted  that  the  hon.  Member  was  not 
saying  a  word  about  Clauses  I  to  IS, 
but  was  discussing  another  clause  alto- 
gether. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  would  take  the  trouble  to  look 
at  the  Amendment,  he  would  find  the 
words  were  **  Parts  I.  to  IV."  It  ap- 
peared, however,  that  the  hon.  Member, 
in  spite  of  his  great  experience,  had  not 
yet  been  able  to  learn  that  five  came 
after  four.  He  felt  bound  io  express 
his  great  regret  that  there  shoold  be 
such  an  extreme  indisposition  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  to  take  into  con- 
sideration what  appeared  to  him  and  to 
many  others  to  be  a  duty  to  consider  the 
question  what  it  was  that  really  oontti* 
tuted  the  misfortunes,  misery,  and  nn- 
happiness  of  Ireland.  He  hoped  that 
he  might  be  allowed  to  repeat  that  be 
was  not  making  these  observations  for 
the  purpose  of  delay,  but  becanse  be 
desired  from  his  heart  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  tbe 
people  of  this  country,  to  that  which  be 
believed  to  be  the  real  cause  of  the 
troubles  which  afflicted  Ireland  at  the 
present  time.  [6'riw  o/  **0h!  "J  He 
trusted  that  he  might  be  allowed  to  finish 
the  few  observations  he  intended  to  make 
without  being  interrupted  by  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  Ho  was  endeavour- 
ing to  point  out  to  the  House,  and, 
through  that  House,  to  the  people  of 
Ireland  themselves,  the  advantages  of 
emigration  over  the  existence  now  M 
by  the  cottier  tenants  in  the  West  rf 
Ireland.  Upon  this  point  he  wonld 
quote  a  passage  from  a  letter  which  bad 
been  published  by  Lord  Dafferii^.  Loid 
Dufferin  aaid — 
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**  Bnt  for  the  extreme  West  of  Ireland,  what 
hope  ia  there  &om  any  of  the  foregoing  devices  F 
Along  that  region  there  extends  a  broad  ribbon 
of  hopel*)S8  misery,  which  no  change  in  the  pre- 
sent relations  of  landlord  and  tenant  is  likely  to 
alleviate.  Perennial  destitution,  accentuated  by 
periodical  seasons  of  famine,  has  been  the  sole 
experience  of  its  inhabitants  during  the  present 
century.  To  convert  these  poor  people  into 
peasant  proprietors  would  be  impracticable.  To 
make  them  copyholders  under  a  quit-rent  would 
be  scarcely  more  to  the  purpose.  Even  to  give 
them  the  land  for  nothing  would  not  prove  a 
permanent  alleviation.  Many  of  them,  indeed, 
hive  no  land  at  all.     What,  then,  is  to  be  done  P 

Manifestly,  the  only  remedy  is  emigration 

Within  the  compass  of  a  little  more  than  a  week, 
after  a  pleasant  voyage,  a  proportion  of  these 
onhappy  multitudes  might  be  landed  on  the 
quays  of  Quebec,  the  women  healthier,  the 
children  rosier,  and  the  men  in  better  heart  and 
■pints  than  ever  they  have  been  since  the  day 
they  were  bom.  Four  or  five  days  more  would 
plant  them,  without  fatigue  or  inconvenience, 
on  a  soil  so  rich  that  it  has  only  to  be  scratched 
to  grow  the  best  wheat  and  barley  that  can  bo 
Tiised  on  the  continent  of  America.  I  mvself 
bare  teen  an  immeasurable  sea  of  com  clothing 
with  its  golden  expanse  what  two  years  before 

had  been  a  desolate  prairie simply 

through  the  exertions  of  a  small  Russian  colony 
that  had  mn  up  their  shanties  in  that  favoured 
had." 

Lord  Dufferin   went  further  into  this 
question ;    but  he  (Mr.   Chaplin)  had 
already  read  the  concluding  Btatements 
of  Lord  Dufferin  on  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.     There  were  no  proposals 
in  the  Bill  at  the  present  time  for  migra- 
tion to  other  parts  of  Ireland ;  and  he 
wished  to  press  upon  the  Gt)vemment 
the  desirability  of  accepting  Amendments 
in  that  direction.    He  would  say  nothing 
then  as  to  the  proprietary  clauses  of  the 
Bill,  as  he  had  already  expressed  his 
opinion  at  some  length  on  that  subject ; 
but  he  was  certainly  of  opinion  that  the 
Ooremment,  instead  of  placing  this  part 
of  the  Bill  in  a  merely  subsidiary  posi- 
tion, ought  to  give  prominence  to  it  and 
<i©al  with  it  at  once,  because  it  was  the 
onlr  part  by  which  they  could  effect  any 
'^  or  permanent  improvement  in  the 
position  of  the  people  of  Ireland.     The 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  them 
tbe  reason  why  the  last  part  of  the  Bill 
•hould  have  greater  prominence  than  it 
now  occupied.     He  told  them  what  he 
ntd  omitted  altogether  to  tell  them  in 
1870,  that  land  hunger  in  Ireland  was 
»t  the  root  of  all  the  evil.     Indeed,  the 
nght  hon. Gentleman  called  it  the  rooted 
^d  standing  evil  of  the  country;  and 
y«t  in  the  first  four  parts  of  the  Bill 
nothing  was  done  to  alleviate  that  evU, 


but  the  provisions  proposed  would  tend 
rather  to  increase  it.  Without  further 
delay  he  would  move  the  Amendment 
which  stood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  **  before  Clause 
1,  postpone  Parts  I.  to  IV.  inclusive." — 
{Mr,  Chaplin.) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  My  noble  Friend 
behind  me  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice), 
in  moving  his  Amendment,  with  un- 
questionable sincerity  stated  that  he  did 
it  in  order  to  expedite  the  progress  of 
the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down  has  made  no  such  declara- 
tion about  expediting  the  progress  of 
the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  is  incapable 
of  putting  forward  a  profession  incon- 
sistent with  his  intention.  I  wish,  there- 
fore, to  point  out  to  the  Committee  the 
principle  on  which  the  hon.  Member 
makes  this  Motion.  He  objects  practi- 
cally to  the  first  18  clauses  of  the  Bill. 
Then  comes  Part  V.,  to  which  he  does 
not  object,  and  his  argument  amounts 
to  this — that  any  hon.  Gentleman  who 
objects  to  any  part  of  the  Bill  should 
make  a  Motion  which  would  allow  him 
to  select  the  particular  part  of  the  mea- 
sure he  prefers,  and  to  take  that  part 
for  consideration  first.  Now,  as  to  the 
question  of  progress  and  expediency.  If 
the  Committee  were  to  assent  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member,  we  should 
be  travelling  as  straight  as  we  could  the 
road  to  utter  confusion.  It  would  be  in 
the  power  of  anybody  to  raise  an  indefi- 
nite number  of  questions  of  postpone- 
ment, and  to  make  upon  the  Motion  for 
postponement  a  speech  upon  the  merits 
of  the  clause  which  he  prefers,  so  that 
in  this  way  every  clause  of  the  Bill 
could  in  turn  be  brought  into  discussion 
before  the  Ist  clause.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  made  a  proposal  which 
shows  the  House  what  it  is  we  think 
ought  to  be  done.  I  submit  that  our 
course  is  to  go  forward  with  the  1st 
clause  of  the  Bill,  and  not  postpone  it  for 
the  sake  of  considering  any  other  clause. 
The  hon.  Member  must  excuse  me  if  I 
decline  now  to  enter  into  any  discussion 
in  regard  to  Part  Y.  of  the  Bill. 

Colonel  Stanley  and  Mr.  Mac  Iver 
rose  together. 

The  chairman  asked  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  withdrew  the  Amendment? 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  replied  in  the  nega- 
tive. 
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The  chairman  then  called  upon 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Lancashire  (Colonel  Stanley). 

Mk.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  rose  to 
Order.  The  hon.  Member  for  Birken- 
head (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  was  the  first  to  rise, 
and  he  believed  that  it  was  the  recog- 
nized Rule  of  the  House  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  was  the  first  to  rise  had 
the  right  to  address  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN;  The  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North  Lanca- 
shire (Colonel  Stanley)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birkenhead  rose  together, 
and  the  former  caught  my  eye.  I  first 
addressed  a  question  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lincolnshire,  and  then  I  called 
upon  Colonel  Stanley. 

Colonel  STANLEY :  I  am  very  re- 
luctant to  interpose  between  the  Com- 
mittee and  the  hon.  Member  for  Birken- 
head. There  can  be  no  doubt,  however, 
that  what  you,  Sir,  have  stated  is  en- 
tirely correct.  I  sat  down  after  I  first 
rose,  having  risen  at  the  same  time  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead,  while 
you  addressed  a  question  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire.  I  wish 
now  to  give  my  reasons  why  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire 
does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  quite  as 
unreasonable  as  it  does  to  the  Prime 
Minister.  Indeed,  I  find  in  the  state- 
ment which  has  been  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister  himself  an  argument  in 
favour  of  the  proposal  which  my  hon. 
Friend  makes.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  that  it  is  competent  in  this  case 
to  discuss  what  part  of  the  Bill  should  be 
taken  first,  and  that  it  is  competent  for 
any  hon.  Member  to  make  a  Motion  to 
take  that  part  of  the  Bill  first  which  he 
prefers  the  most.  No  doubt,  the  Go- 
vernment are  justly  entitled  to  say  what 
part  of  their  Bill  should  come  first  and 
what  should  come  last ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  judging  from  the  language  which 
had  been  used  by  different  Members  of 
the  Cabinet,  there  seems  to  be  some 
difference  of  opinion  among  the  Govern- 
ment themselves  as  to  the  relative  im- 
portance of  the  various  parts  of  the  Bill. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  has  expressly  said  that  he 
looks  upon  some  of  the  provisions  in  the 
later  part  of  the  Bill  as  containing  sub- 
stantial remedies  for  the  undoubted  evils 
which  exist  in  Ireland,  and  that  he  looks 
upon  the  first  part  of  the  Bill  as  being 
merely  the  modm  vivendi.    Now,  I  can- 


not help  recalling  to  my  mind  wh&t  took 
place  in  187 1 .     There  was  bronght  into 
the  House  by.  the  Government  at  that  time 
a  Bill  not  very  dissimilar  in  its  general 
character  from  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House,  inasmuch  as  it  conftisted  of  om 
provision  which  was  likely  to  give  lin 
to  considerable  discussion,  and  of  otker 
provisions  which  would  probably  meet 
with  general  approval.      I  refer  to  the 
Army  Regulation  BiU.     The  firet  pert 
of  that  Bill  was  for  the  abolition  of  Pur- 
chase, and  was  made  the  subject  of  con- 
siderable debate.     The  other  portions  of 
the  BiU  met  with  general  favour  in  til 
parts  of  the  House,  and  some  Memben 
of  the  Committee  will  recollect  what  wm 
done  in  reference  to  that  BiU.    Perhapi 
some  hon.  Members  may   draw  eome 
analogy  from  what  occurred  then,  whidi 
may  tend  to  guide  them  as  to  what  maj 
happen  in  this  case.     I  have  no  inten- 
tion of  making  these  remarlcs  in  any 
unfair  spirit ;    but  so  far  as  the  pree- 
sure   of  time  is  concerned,  the  Armj 
Regulation    BiU    was     introduced    in 
March,  whereas   the  present  BiU  waa 
not    introduced    untU     AprU.      Manj 
persons  voted  for  the  second  reading 
of  that  Army  BiU,   not   because  they 
had  any  love  for  the  first  part  of  the 
measure,  but  out  of  regard  for  the  good 
which  they  thought  might  be  done  by 
the  latter  part  of  it.     Now,  upon  the 
present  Bill  many  hon.  Members,  in  the 
debate  which  has  taken  place,  have  laid 
much  less  stress  upon  the   first  part  of 
the  BiU  than  upon  the  latter  part  which 
contains  provisions  in  reference  to  emi- 
gration, purchase,  and  so  forth.  It  is  not 
unlikely  that  history  may  repeat  iteel^ 
and  that  we  may  find  in  this  case  a  re- 
petition of  what  occurred  in  1871,  when 
Mr.  Card  well  came  down  on  the  1 3th  of 
June  and  stated  that  in  consequence  of 
the  protracted  debate  which  had  taken 
place  on  the  earUer  part  of  the  Bill,  it 
was  necessary  to  drop  aU  the  remaininff 
part.     The  Gt)vemmont  then   claimed 
the  support  of  those  who  had  voted  in 
favour  of  the  second  reading  of  the  mea- 
sure.    I  do  not  say  that  this  was  inten- 
tionally done,  and  that   it   was  neTer 
intended  by  the  Government  to  proceed 
with  the  last  part  of  the  Army  Bill ;  bat, 
at  any  rate,  the  effect  was   the  same. 
Having  obtained  the  general  support  of 
the  House  to  the  first  portion  of  tio  Bill, 
the  last  part  was  afterwards  dropped, 
and  was  not  heard  of  until  a  year  Ut«r« 
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Now,  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
and  others  have  justly  laid  such  great 
stress  upon  the  purchase  clauses  of  the 
Bill,  the  provisions  for  enabling  the 
tenant  to  acquire  the  holding,  and  the 
emigration  provisions,  that  it  does  not 
appear  to  me  to  be  as  unreasonable  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  wishes  the  House  to  believe 
that  the  first  part  of  the  Bill  might 
be  suspended  until  we  have  had  an  op- 
portunity of  considering  the  last  part. 
Therefore,  if  my  hon.  Friend  goes  to  a 
division,  I  shall  certainly  support  him 
upon  this  ground,  and  I  shall  neither 
be  deterred  by  the  objections  which 
have  been  raised,  nor  by  the  question 
of  Order,  which,  Sir,  I  thought  you  had 
effectually  disposed  of. 

Mh.  mac  IVER  said,  he  had  risen, 
not  with  any  intention  of  interposing 
between  the  Committee  and  the  right 
hon.  and  g^lant  Gentleman  who  had 
just  addressed  them,  nor  had  he  any 
desire  to  impede  the  progress  of  the  Bill ; 
but  he  had  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  had  mis- 
apprehended the  purport  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
colnshire (Mr.  Chaplin).  He  thought 
that  hon.  Members  opposite  would  agree 
in  the  view  he  took  that  the  Bill  con- 
tained many  useful  provisions,  but  that 
there  was  a  great  deal  in  it  which 
tended  to  overweight  those  useful  pro- 
visions ;  and  he  therefore  thought  that 
there  was  a  good  deal  more  than  ap- 
peared at  first  sight  in  the  proposal 
that  they  should  postpone  the  earlier 
clausee  of  the  measure,  in  order  that 
they  might  take  the  clauses  which  he 
could  not  help  thinking  had  a  great 
deal  to  do  with  the  present  troubles  of 
Ireland.  Indeed,  he  would  appeal  to  a 
very  high  authority — namely,  to  speeches 
which  had  been  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster.  He  thought  the  speech 
he  was  about  to  quote  was  applicable  to 
the  present  circumstances.  It  was  made 
at  a  time  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man represented  a  Lancashire  consti- 
tuency, and  he  used  these  word 


"  Aj  a  Iiancaahire  ReprcscntatiTe,  I  protest 
It  tulemnlj  against  a  systom  which  drivcb 
tho  Iri«h  popuUtioa  to  seek  work  and  wages  in 
thia  ctiuntry  and  in  othfr  couutnt-^,  wh*  n  both 
might  be  afforded  them  at  home." 

YOL«  OOIiXI.      [iHiBD  sxaiEd.] 
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But  in  a  former  part  of  the  same  speech 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  showed  that 
he  was  sometimes  inconsistent.  \^Loud 
cries  of  **  Question  !  "]  Perhaps  the 
Committee  would  allow  him  to  quote  a 
further  portion  of  that  speech  sufiicient 
to  indicate  the  varying  views  which, 
even  in  the  course  of  one  single  even- 
ing, that  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Bright)  presented  to  the  House.  While 
at  one  moment  censuring  the  Irish 
eople  in  a  way  they  little  deserved, 
e  was  in  the  next  full  of  praise  and 
commendation  for  them.  Speaking  in 
1847,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  used 
these  words — he  quoted  from  a  report 
of  the  speech  contained  in  a  work  edited 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  now  repre- 
sented Southwark — 

"The  great  cause  of  Ireland's  calamities  is 
that  Ireland  is  idle.  I  believe  it  would  be 
found  on  inquiry  that  the  population  of  Ire- 
land, as  compared  with  that  of  England,  do  not 
work  more  than  two  days  per  week.  Wherever  a 
people  are  not  industrious  and  are  not  employed, 
there  is  the  greatcHt  danger  of  crime  and  out- 
rage. Ireland  is  idle,  and  therefore  she  starves; 
Ireland  starves,  and  therefore  she  rebels.  We 
must  choose  between  industry  and  anarchy ;  we 
must  have  one  or  the  other  in  Ireland.*' 

Perhaps  the  Committee  would  pardon 
him  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  if  he  said  at  once 
that  he  cordially  agreed  with  the  gene- 
ral spirit  of  these  remarks,  with  one 
exception,  and  that  was  where  the  right 
hon  Gentleman  described  the  people  of 
Ireland  as  idle. 

The  CIIAIR^rAN :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  is  now  travelling  beyond  the 
Amendment  before  the  Committee,  which 
is  simply  to  consider  the  propriety  of 
postponing  Clauses  I  to  18. 

Mr.  mac  iver  thought  he  would 
be  able  to  show  tho  bearing  of  these 
remarks.  lie  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  was  more  nearly  right  whin 
he  showed  how  industrious  the  Irish 
people  could  be  in  foreign  lands.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  same  speech 
showed,  notwithstanding  the  extract  just 
quoted,  that  the  Irish  people — wherever 
the  opportunity  to  labour  was  not  iloniod 
them — were  known  to  possess  hal)its  of 
industry,  as  well  as  many  other  good 
qualities.  Wherever  they  had  migrated 
to  districts  which  had  been  too  thinly 
populated  they  were  industrious  and 
thrifty;  their  useful noss  in  our  Colonies 
was  apparent  to  all.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstunceH,  he  could  not  but  think  that 
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there  was  a  great  deal  of  force  in  the 

Eroposition  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
er  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
that  they  should  put  the  early  clauses  of 
the  Bill  on  one  side,  until  they  could 
have  an  opportunity  of  considenng  se- 
riously the  questions  which  more  nearly 
affected  the  well-being  of  the  Irish 
people.  What  were  the  clauses  which 
his  non.  Friend  proposed  to  put  on  one 
side  ?  Not  one  of  them  dealt  with  the 
terrible  question  of  eviction,  that  had  so 
much  to  do  with  emigration.  He  could 
not  help  feeling  that  there  was  no  more 
serious  question  before  the  nation  than 
the  present  condition  of  Ireland,  and 
that  there  was  no  more  serious  question 
affecting  Ireland  than  eviction.  He  felt, 
therefore,  that  the  Government  had  done 
wrong  in  not  giving  emigration  and 
eviction,  two  subjects  which  were  neces- 
sarily connected,  a  much  more  promi- 
nent  position  in  the  Bill  than  they  had 
done.  In  his  opinion,  it  would  have 
been  far  better  if  the  Government,  in- 
stead of  introducing  this  confused  Bill, 
had  dealt  broadly  with  this  part  of  the 
question  ;  and  he  put  it  to  the  Commit- 
tee that  it  was  necessary  to  discuss  the 
position  of  those  unfortunate  tenants, 
and  the  compensation  which  would  be 
necessary,  if  it  were  intended  to  deal 
honestly  with  those  landlords  whose 
property  would  be  injuriously  affected. 
Me  trusted  that  the  Committee  would 
consent  to  postpone  these  clauses,  the 
discussion  of  which  only  involved  a  waste 
of  time,  so  that  they  might  come  at  once 
to  pressing  and  less  controversial  por- 
tions of  the  measure,  and  by  this  means 
they  might  be  able  to  pass  a  really  use- 
ful Bill  with  as  little  delay  as  possible. 
Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  the 

froposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
incoln shire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  really  was 
to  cut  away  the  body  and  leave  the  tail 
of  the  Bill.  The  first  part  of  the  Bill 
would  come  into  immediate  operation  in 
Ireland,  whereas  the  remaining  clauses 
could  only  come  into  operation  gra- 
dually. He  did  not  dispute  the  impor- 
tance of  the  emigration  clauses ;  but  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  best  thing  they 
could  do  now  was  to  go  to  a  division 
upon  the  Amendment  at  once,  and  then 
to  proceed  seriously  with  the  discussion 
of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  BBAND  said,  that  he  had  voted 
for  the  Amendment  moved  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Calne  (Lord  Ed- 

3ff,  Mae  Iv^r 


mond  Fitzmaurice) ;    but,  as  a  luge 
majority  of  the  Committee  had  decided 
that  the  Government  ought  to  be  left  to 
deal  with  the  measure  in  the  order  they 
thought  best,  and  as  he  was  of  opinioa 
that  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  wonU 
really  lead  to  further  delay,  he  should, 
on  this  occasion,  vote  with  the  Qoven- 
ment.      He  trusted,  however,  that  hii 
hon.  Friend  would  withdraw  the  Ameod- 
ment. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  thought  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Sir  George  Campbell)  formed  one 
of  the  best  arguments  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire.  The  basis  of  the 
hon.  Member's  argument  was  that  the 
latter  part  of  the  Bill  should  be  treated 
as  if  it  were  of  no  importance.  He  re- 
garded the  earlier  clauses  as  the  bodj 
of  the  Bill,  and  the  other  part  of  it  ai 
simply  the  tail.  Taking  into  considen- 
tion  the  course  taken  by  hon.  G^ntlemea 
opposite,  and  the  views  which  were  en- 
tertained on  that  (the  Opposition)  side 
of  the  House  in  regard  to  the  relative 
importance  of  the  two  portions  of  the 
Bill,  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  had  done  good  serrioe 
in  asking  the  Committee  to  direct  their 
attention,  in  the  first  instance,  to  the 
5th  part  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  thought  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  hardly  done  justice 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lmcoln- 
shire  in  the  remarks  he  had  made  on 
the  proposition  submitted  by  the  hon. 
Member.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  imply  that  the  object  of  hii 
hon.  Friend  was  to  set  aside  the  fint 
four  portions  of  the  Bill,  because  he  did 
not  hke  them.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
was  not  one  of  those  who  were  stronglj 
antagonistic  to  the  first  portion  of  the 
Bill.  For  his  own  part,  he  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  a  moderate  tenant 
right  was  absolutely  essential  for  Ire- 
land ;'  but  he  had  also  come  to  the  con- 
clusion, from  the  evidence  which  had 
been  given,  both  in  Ireland  and  £n^ 
land  on  the  subject  of  Ireland,  that 
there  was  even  a  more  important  quet- 
tion  than  that  of  an  alteration  of  the 
laws  between  landlord  and  tenant^he 
meant  the  condition  of  the  poverty- 
stricken,  wretched,  inhabitanta  of  the 
Western  part  of  Ireland.  It  was  a  die* 
grace  to  this  country  that  the  state  of 
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things  whicli    prevailed  there    should 
liave  heen  so  long  tolerated.    It  could 
not  be  said  that  those  unfortunate  people 
lived  there,  but  rather  that  they  existed. 
Professor  Baldwin  and  Major  Kobinson 
gave  very  valuable  evidence  before  the 
Richmond  Oommission  as  to  the  neces- 
sity of  dealing  with  the  present  condi- 
tion of  this  population.     They  put  in  the 
forefront  the  necessity  of  dealing  with 
the  question  of  emigration  and  immigra- 
tion.     The  hon.  Member  for  Qalway, 
who   had  taken  great  interest  in  the 
question  of  reclamation  of  waste  lands, 
bad,   he   thought,    established    conclu- 
sively that  this  was  one  of  the  most  im- 
fortant  questions  they  had  to  deal  with. 
t  was  immaterial  to  those  unfortunate 
people  what    rent    they  paid.      They 
herded  together  on  a  few  acres  of  bog 
land  totally  incapable  of  keeping  them- 
selves alive  decently  if  they  paid  no  rent 
at  all.   Therefore,  he  was  free  to  confess 
that,  although  ho  attached  considerable 
importance  to  the  first  portions  of  the 
Bill,  modified  as  he  hoped  they  would  be 
in  Committee,  he  was  satisfied  that  by 
far  the  most  important  portion  was  that 
which  dealt  with  this  festering  sore  in 
the  West  of  Ireland,  and  which  could 
only  be  dealt  with  by  a  prudent  scheme 
of  emigration  and  reclamation.      He, 
therefore,  supported  the  proposition  of 
bis  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
linoolnshire,  because  he  was  afraid  that, 
looking  at  the  fact  that  they  had  not 
disposed  of  two  Amendments  in  one 
whole  day's  Sitting  —  \_Crie9  of  ** Hear, 
hear ! "]    Hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  of  the   House 
ironically  cheered  that  remark  ;  but  he 
begged  to  remind  them  that  the  chief 
part  of  the  day  had  been  taken  up  in 
oiscussing  an  Amendment  put  forward 
by  one  of  their  own  supporters,  and  if 
they  were  anxious  to  cheer  ironically 
they  should  address  their  cheers  to  the 
noble  Lord  the Memher  for Calne.  At  the 
time  he  was  interrupted  he  was  going 
on  to  say  that  he  was  very  much  afraid, 
from  the  small  progress  they  had  made 
to-day,  and  from  the  number  of  Amend- 
ments  which    had    been   placed    upon 
the  Paper  by  the  friends  of  the  Govern- 
ment,  that  by  the  time  they  came  to 
the  most  important  part  of  the  Bill  they 
would  find  it  necessary'  to  drop  it  alto- 
gether, because  there  would  be  no  time 
to  consider  it.   Therefore,  believing  that 
}t  wat  the  most  important  part  of  the 


Bill,  and  that  they  should  consider  it 
while  they  were  fresh  and  had  all  their 
enerc;y  about  them,  instead  of  postpon- 
ing it  until  a  time  when  every  Member 
of  the  House  would  be  exhausted,  he 
should  support  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
colnshire. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  remarked,  that 
he  had  voted  for  the  Government  in  the 
last  division,  and  he  would  gladly  vote 
for  them  now,  if  they  would  make  it 
possible  for  him  to  do  so.  He  confessed 
that  he  was  strongly  prejudiced  against 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire — first,  becaupe  of  the 
Amendment  itself,  and,  secondly,  be- 
cause it  was  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincolnshire.  He  thought 
he  was  entitled  to  look  with  a  certain 
amount  of  suspicion  on  any  Amendment 
in  regard  to  the  tenure  of  land  which 
came  from  such  a  quarter.  He  gave 
the  hon.  Member  full  credit  for  believing 
that  he  was  right ;  but  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  right,  then  certainly  he  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  was  wrong.  He  thought 
the  Government  had  a  right  to  ask  the 
Committee  to  allow  them  to  proceed  with 
the  Bill  in  the  order  which  best  recom- 
mended itself  to  their  judgment,  and  it 
was  a  most  serious  thing  for  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  to  ask  the  Committee 
to  reverse  the  order  at  which  they  had 
deliberately  arrived,  because  the  effect 
of  such  a  proposal,  if  carried,  would  be 
to  throw  all  the  plans  the  Government  had 
made  for  carrying  the  Bill  into  operation 
into  a  state  of  confusion  which  miRht 
imperil  the  measure.  There  was  also 
another  side  of  the  question,  and  it  was 
this — if  the  Government  were  strongly 
of  opinion  that  in  this  matter,  to  use 
the  phraseology  of  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Sir  George  Campbell),  that  it 
was  necessary  to  proceed  with  the  body 
first  and  the  tail  afterwards^  it  was  not 
desirable  that  they  should  reverse  the 
order,  and  take  the  tail  first  and  the 
body  afterwards.  They  were  agreed 
that  the  true  solution  of  the  Irish  diffi- 
culty was  to  buy  up  the  property  of  the 
landlords  very  largely,  and  not  to  at- 
tempt a  solution  by  patching  up  the 
relations  between  the  landlord  and  ten- 
ant. The  part  of  the  Bill  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  wished  to 
discuss  was  that  which  dealt  with  the 
purchase  regulation.  Now,  his  (Mr. 
T.  P.  0*Connor*s)  opinion  was  that,  if 
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they  gave  a  Court  or  a  Commission 
power  to  purchase  and  power  to  expro- 
priate, they  would  do  far  more,  directly, 
to  give  the  existing  tenants  relief  than 
by  any  other  means,  because,  if  they 
give  power  to  purchase  from  the  land- 
lord who  was  willing  to  sell  and  the 
power  of  expropriation  against  the  land- 
lord who  was  unwilling  to  sell,  they 
would  have  a  guarantee  for  the  good 
conduct  of  the  landlord  much  better  than 
would  be  afforded  by  any  tedious  pro- 
cess of  litigation.  He  therefore  thought 
that  the  Government  had  better  proceed 
with  Part  I.  of  the  Bill  first.  Further- 
more, he  was  afraid  that  the  Govern- 
ment, from  what  they  had  said,  had  not 
yet  made  up  their  minds  as  to  the  scope 
of  these  purchase  clauses.  There  seemed 
to  be  an  extraordinary  difference  of  opi- 
nion on  this  part  of  the  Bill  between  the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India.  The  noble 
Lord  had  spoken  of  the  first  part  of  the 
Bill  with  something  akin  to  contempt, 
as  being  merely  transitory  or  a  modus 
Vivendi f  preparing  the  House  for  the 
happy  state  of  things  that  was  to  be  in- 
troduced by  the  later  part  of  the  mea- 
sure. Now,  whenever  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  referred 
to  the  first  part  of  the  Bill,  he  always 
ffave  the  House  to  understand  that  his 
aesire  was  not  to  maximize,  but  to  mini- 
mize the  later  portion  of  the  Bill,  and 
decrease  the  amount  of  money  spent  in 
the  creation  of  a  present  proprietary. 
He  hoped  the  Prime  Minister  would 
condescend  to  say  whether  he  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  had  placed  a  true  or  a  false 
interpretation  upon  his  views,  and  per- 
haps the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
even  go  a  little  further,  and  say  that  he 
was  not  entirely  hostile  to  the  principle 
of  compulsory  expropriation,  but  that 
he  would  apply  to  bad  and  rack-renting 
landlords  in  Ireland,  for  the  common 
weal,  the  same  principle  of  compulsory 
purchase  that  was  applied  to  the  pur- 
chase of  property  for  railway  purposes. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  give 
him  and  his  Friends  some  such  assurance 
as  that  their  course  would  be  more  easy ; 
and  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  would  cor- 
dially join  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, as  he  did  in  the  last  division,  in 
opposin^the  Amendment. 

LoED  jELCHO  merely  wished  to  say  a 
word  upon  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend.    He  cordially  sympathized  with 
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the  view  that  was  held  by  bis  hon. 
Friend  that  the  remedial  part  of  the 
Bill,  and  that  which  was  for  the  red 
benefit  of  those  who  were  suffering  moit 
in  Ireland,  was  the  fifth  part.  That  wm 
the  most  useful  part  of  the  Bill;  but, 
unhappily,  it  was  quite  antagonistic  to 
the  first  part.  But,  although  he  made 
these  remarks  as  to  the  first  part  of  the 
measure,  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend 
ought  to  rest  satisfied  with  what  he  had 
done  in  bringing  the  matter  before  the 
House,  and  that  he  should  not  diride 
the  Committee,  provided  a  distinct  un- 
derstanding were  given  by  the  Fint 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  he  would  per- 
severe with  the  fifth,  which  was  the  only 
remedial  portion  of  the  measure.  He 
hoped  to  receive  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  an  assurance  that  he  would 
persevere  with  that  part  of  the  Bill 
until  the  bitter  end,  and  carry  it  through 
as  much  as  he  would  endeavour  to  carry 
the  other  parts  through.  He  thanked 
his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire  (Colonel 
Stanley)  for  reminding  them  of  what 
took  place  in  regard  to  the  Army  Pur- 
chase Bill.  At  the  time  that  Bill  was 
introduced,  there  were  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  did  not  believe  in  the  value  of 
the  abolition  of  purchase,  and  who  be- 
lieved that  the  measure  would  do  tctt 
little  for  the  Army  if  it  only  dealt  with 
purchase,  but  who  were  of  opinion  that 
there  were  other  parts  of  the  measure 
which  were  valuable,  and  which  would 
improve  our  military  system.  He  recol- 
lected seeing  the  then  Secretory  of  State 
for  War  walking  up  and  down  the  Horee 
Guards,  and  holding  consultations  under 
the  shade  of  the  trees  in  the  Park,  con- 
sidering what  he  would  do  with  the 
latter  part  of  the  Bill,  and  the  next  day 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  came  down  to 
the  House  and  threw  the  rest  of  the  mea- 
sure overboard.  He  very  much  dreaded 
that  a  similar  course  might  be  taken 
in  regard  to  the  present  Bill ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  would  urge  his  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire  to  press  for  a  distinct  under- 
standing that  the  Gt)vemment  would 
persevere  to  the  end  with  the  fifth  por- 
tion of  the  Bill. 

SiK  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  I 
rise  for  the  purpose  of  saying  very 
nearlv  what  has  been  said  already— 
namely,  that  if  the  question  is  one  of 
the  order  in  which  the  olaases  are  to  !>• 
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taken,  it  would  uot  be  fair,  after  the 
decision  at  which,  the  Committee  has 
recently  arriyed,  to  stand  against  the 
convenience  of  the  Government.  But 
there  is  really,  I  apprehend,  in  the  mind 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  as  there  is  in  the 
minds  of  many  other  hon.  Members, 
something  very  much  beyond  the  mere 
question  of  order.  Whether  it  is  justified, 
or  whether  it  is  not  justified,  there  does 
lie  at  the  bottom  of  many  minds  a  strong 
suspicion  that  the  5th  part  of  the  Bill, 
much  as  it  is  looked  upon  as  by  far  the 
most  promising  portion  of  the  measure, 
does  not  command  the  same  sympathy 
and  support  from  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment  as  do  the  former  parts.  If 
we  could  be  well  assured  that  that  is 
not  so,  of  course  there  would  be  no 
reason  why  we  should  endeavour  to  press 
for  any  alteration  in  the  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding; but  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
there  nave  been  expressions  used  from 
time  to  time  by  the  t^rime  Minister  and 
others  which  have  given  grounds  for  the 
not  unnatural  suspicion  that  everything 
is  not  quite  right  about  this  5th  part. 
If  we  could  be  assured  that  we  are 
wrong,  I  should  advise  my  hon.  Friend 
not  to  delay  the  Committee,  but  to  rest 
satisfied ;  but  if  otherwise,  then  I  think 
he  ought  to  divide. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  wished  to  take  this 
opportunity  of  removing  the  impression 
which  appeared  to  prevail  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  that  his  Amendment 
had  been  moved  for  the  purpose  of  delay- 
ing the  progress  of  the  Bill.  Ue  could 
assure  the  Committee  that  it  was  not  so. 
If  he  had  desired  to  impede  the  progress 
of  the  Bill,  he  would  have  done  so  in  a 
manner  that  could  not  have  been  mis- 
taken. He  certainly  should  not  oim  at 
one  thing  while  pretending  to  do  another. 
He  had  moved  this  Amendment  for  the 
reasons  he  had  stated  just  now ;  and  he 
had  an  additional  reason  for  so  doing — 
namely,  that  one  or  two  observations 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in 
regard  to  this  question  which  justified 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
in  entertaining  an  uncomfortable  feel- 
ing of  suspicion  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  himself  altogether 
enamoured  of  the  5th  part  of  the  Bill. 
He  thought  the  right  non.  Gentleman 
had  taid  on  one  occasion  that  the  ques- 
tion of  emigration  was  open  for  con- 
lidezation;  and,  that  being  the  case, 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  be 
surprised  that  they  who  on  that  side  of 
the  House  attached  importance  to  the 
5th  part  of  the  Bill  should  desire  em- 
phatically to  press  their  views  on  the 
Committee.  Some  hon.  Members  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  spoke  as  if 
this  was  the  first  time  the  question  had 
been  mentioned;  but  everything  that 
had  been  uttered,  the  very  words  that 
had  been  used,  had  been  heard  before. 
Everything  told  them  now  the  House 
heard  in  1870,  and  with  this  result — 
that  the  Government  failed  as  com- 
pletely and  utterly  as  never  a  Govern- 
ment failed  before.  Desiring  to  avoid  the 
cardinal  mistakes  committed  in  1870,  he 
wished  to  impress  upon  the  Government 
the  immense  importance  of  recognizing 
above  all,  and  before  all,  what  lay  at 
the  root  of  all  the  miseries  of  Ireland. 
They  had  the  word  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  it.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  himself  called  de  attention  of 
the  House  of  Commons  and  of  the  country 
to  the  fact  that  what  lay  at  the  root  of 
all  the  suffering  in  Ireland  was  the  land 
hunger  which  existed  in  that  country. 
Then,  was  it  not  natural  that  he  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  should  impress  upon  the  Go- 
vernment the  necessity  of  acting  on  their 
own  words,  and  going  to  the  root  of  the 
question  to  begin  with,  and  not  at  the 
end  ?  To  show  that  he  had  no  desire  of 
impeding  the  progress  of  the  Bill,  he 
would  not  proceed  with  his  Amendment 
now ;  but  he  might  be  allowed  to  say 
that,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  dis- 
tinctly assured  the  House  the  other 
night  that  there  was  no  confiscation  in 
this  Bill,  they  on  that  side  of  the  House 
had  since  then  proved  and  demonstrated 
beyond  the  possibility  of  doubt  that 
there  was  confiscation  in  it.  So  far,  they 
had  received  no  answer  from  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  No  single  Member 
of  the  Government  had  attempted  to 
moot  or  grapple  with  the  question  ;  and 
although  on  that  occasion  he  should  not 
further  delay  the  progress  of  the  Bill, 
he  reserved  to  himself  the  right  of 
taking  whatever  course  he  thought  fit 
in  future  until  it  was  made  distinctly 
clear  that  there  was  no  confiscation  in 
the  measure. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  must  confess 
that  it  appears  to  me  very  little  is  gained 
in  the  progress  of  the  Business  of  the 
House  by  raising  debates  of  this  kind, 
in  which  an  hon.  Gentleman,  after  de- 
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livering  himself  twice  of  his  sentiments, 
concludes  by  saying  that  he  will  proceed 
no  further  at  present,  but  that  he  will 
reserve  to  himself  the  right  of  raising 
the  question  again.  I  am  also  asked 
for  an  assurance  as  to  the  relative  im- 
portance I  attach  to  the  different  por- 
tions of  the  Bill.  [Mr.  Chaplin:  I 
made  no  puch  request.]  No,  it  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite ;  but  we 
were  told  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  no 
Member  of  the  Government  has  at- 
tempted  to  make  the  simplest  reply  to 
his  demonstration  on  the  subject  of  con- 
fiscation. Now,  to  the  charge  of  confis- 
cation brought  against  the  Bill,  I  en- 
deavoured to  make  what  I  thought  was 
a  sufficient  reply,  though,  probably,  the 
hon.  Member,  from  the  sublime  height 
on  which  he  stands,  has  failed  to  observe 
60  minute  an  object  as  a  counter-argu- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  says  that  no 
answer  has  been  made  to  that  charge. 
Answers  have  been  made  and  answers 
will  be  made.  There  is  no  confiscation 
in'  the  Bill.  If  there  were  confiscation 
to  be  found  in  this  Bill  it  would  be  found 
in  the  recommendation  for  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  responsible,  which 
would  enable  the  tenant  to  obtain  the 
judgment  of  the  Court  to  prevent  a  land- 
lord from  obtaining  the  rent  he  might 
obtain  in  the  open  market.  If  there  is 
anything  in  the  shape  of  confiscation  the 
hon.  Member  is  the  author  of  it.  But  I 
will  not  enter  into  that  matter  now.  I 
will  only  take  the  opportunity  of  assur- 
ing the  hon.  Member  that  he  shall  have 
it  elucidated  to  his  heart's  content.  As 
to  the  seductive  prospect  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gal  way  (Mr.T.P.  O'Connor) 
holds  out  to  me  of  having  his  support  in 
the  coming  division,  if  I  will  only  give 
an  assurance  that  I  am  ready,  at  the 
expense  of  the  people  of  the  Three  King- 
doms, to  authorize  a  Commission  to  go 
into  Ireland  and  compulsorily  to  buy 
the  estates  of  the  landlords,  or  to  buy 
them  without  any  particular  limit  as  to 
the  amount,  and  for  the  Government  to 
undertake  the  responsibility  of  providing 
the  means,  I  will  not  add  a  syllable  to 
what  I  have  already  said  on  the  subject. 
I  have  gone  veiy  far  in  proposing  that 
liabilities  should  be  undertaken  by  the 
Public  Exchequer ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
who  likewise  wants  assurances  as  to  the 
importance  I  attach  to  Part  Y.  of  the  Bill, 
and  is  jealous  that  it  may  be  dropped, 
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appears  to  have  forgotten  that  on  the 
night  of  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  h« 
pointed  to  the  large  and  dangerous  lia- 
bilities   which    the  measure  involved. 
Under  the  present  circumstances,  I  do 
not  think  it  wise  to  enter  into  a  large 
discussion  of  this  part  or  that  part  of 
the  Bill.     The  Bill  has  been  propoeed 
by  Her    Majesty's    Government   as  t 
whole.    They  draw  no  distinction  be- 
tween one  part  and  another  part  of  tbe 
Bill.     The  importance  they  attach  to  it 
is  more  than  they  can  describe  in  words, 
and  that  importance  they  have  nerer 
limited  to  Parts  I.,  11.,  III.,  or  IV.,  or 
any    other  part.     Upon   that    gronad 
they  are  prepared  to  stand,  and  as  I  tniet 
we  are  all  desirous  of  dealing  with  the 
matter,  and  of  proceeding  with  tbe  Bill, 
we  may  now  pass  to  the  consideration  of 
the  1,500  Amendments  which  stand  oo 
the  Paper  in  order  that  we  may  make 
some  progress  with  the  measure. 

Mr.  GOEST  wished  to  point  oat  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  having 
been  challenged  to  give  an  assoranoe,  he 
had  sat  down  after  having  carefiillj 
avoided  giving  any.  This  was  one  of 
the  points  in  which  the  Committee  were 
placed  in  a  position  of  great  difficohybj 
the  two  voices  with  which  the  GoveJii- 
ment  spoke  to  them.  When  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  addressed  some 
observations  upon  the  subject,  he  laid 
the  greatest  possible  stress  upon  Part  V. 
of  the  Bill  as  the  cardinal  portion  of  the 
Bill,  and  the  noble  Lord  did  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minieter 
said  the  Government  would  not  do— he 
did  draw  a  distinction  between  onejpszt 
of  the  Bill  and  the  other.  [Mr.  Tho- 
BOLD  EooEBS  :  Where  ?]  It  was  not  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  learned 
Professor  who  gave  that  ironical  cheer 
appeared  to  think  that  the  words  oft 
Minister  were  not  binding  unless  they 
were  uttered  in  that  House.  He  {Ut, 
Gorst)  imagined  that  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  were  bound  by  their  public  ut- 
terances everywhere.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  did  whtt 
the  Prime  Minister  said  no  Member  of 
the  Government  would  do — he  drews 
distinction  between  the  two  parts  of  the 
Bill,  and  stigmatized  the  Ist,  2nd,  3rd, 
and  4  th  parts  as  a  mere  modus  rif^i 
until  Part  V.,  which  was  the  resDj 
valuable  part  of  the  Bill,  shotild  oome 
into  operation.  All  he  ^Mr.  Oorst)  now 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Oom- 
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mittee  to  was  that  on  ecores  of  occasions 
it  would  be  their  fate  to  listen  to  two 
distinct  voices  on  the  part  of  the  Govem- 
meot,  and  that  they  would  have  the 
greatest  difficulty  in  making  out  which 
voice  they  were  to  believe.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  said  the  5th  part 
was  to  be  the  important  part  of  the  Bill. 
The  Prime  Minister,  when  challenged, 
slurred  over  the  5th  part,  evidently  at- 
taching no  importance  to  it,  and  his  (Mr. 
Gorst'e)  belief  was  that  when  Part  I.  and 
the  earlier  parts  of  the  Bill  were  safely 

f3t  through  Committee,  they  would  see 
art  V.  dropped  altogether. 
The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ghat- 
ham  (Mr.   Gorst)  and  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  referred 
a^ain  and  again  to  what  I  said  in  the 
City  not  long  ago ;  and  I  may  as  well, 
therefore,  state  exactly  what  it  was  I  did 
say  on  that  occasion.     I  referred  to  the 
different  parts  of  the  Bill,  no  doubt ;  but 
I  am  not  aware  that  I  drew  a  distinction 
between  them.     Certainly  I  did  not  do 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  says 
— **  stigmatize"  the  first  portion  of  the 
Bill.      I  do  not   know  why  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  shotild  assert  that 
a  statement  that  the  first  portions  of  the 
Bill  are  intended  to  provide  a  moduB  vi- 
v$ndi  moat  be  called  '^  stigmatizing"  the 
Bill.     I  should  like  to  know  what  could 
be  more  important  than  to  provide  a 
modu9  piv$ndi?    What  can  be  a  more 
essential  object  of  this  Bill  ?    No  doubt 
I  said,  as  I  would  still  say,  and  I  think 
most  of  my  Colleagues  would  say,  that 
the  proTisions  of  the  Bill  which  relate 
to  emigration  and  the  increase  in  the 
number    of  landowners  are  the  provi- 
sions most  likely  to  efi'ect  a  permanent 
improvement  in  the  condition  of  Ireland. 
At  the  same  time,  I  stated  plainly,  as  I 
state  now,  that  we  cannot  look  to  these 
parts  of  the  Bill  and  to  these  provisions 
to  produce  any  very  rapid  or  immediate 
improvement  in  the  condition  of  Ireland ; 
and  it  is  absolutely  necessary,  until  the 
beneficial  influence    provided    by  that 
portion  of  the  Bill  can  come  into  full 
operation,  that  other  measures  should 
be  adopted  which  will  enable  the  coun- 
try to  tide  over  the  present  state   of 
tmn^.    I  certainly  never  drew  any  dis- 
tinction between  the  relative  importance 
of  these  objects.     If  I  am  asked  which 
is  the  most  important  object — whether 
to  provide  a  permanent  but  very  gradual 


cure,  or  to  provide  the  means  for  making 
the  existence,  either  of  landlords  or  ten- 
ants, tolerable  and  pleasant  in  the  mean- 
time— I  should  say  the  immediate  ob- 
ject is  the  more  important  one.  But  I 
do  not  wish  to  be  drawn  into  giving  pre- 
cedence to  the  importance  of  one  part  of 
the  Bill  or  the  other.  Nothing  I  have 
said  is  inconsistent  with  what  was  said 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  that  the  Go- 
vernment regard  this  Bill  as  a  whole, 
and  that  as  a  whole  they  intend  to  go 
on  with  it.  The  condition  of  Ireland 
appears  to  me  to  be  that  of  a  patient,  who 
from  some  cause — perhaps  of  very  long 
standing — finds  himself  extremely  ill. 
There  might  be  an  opinion  that  certain 
changes  m  his  mode  of  living  would 
alone  restore  him  to  complete  good 
health ;  but  these  changes  could  not  be 
applied  immediately  to  restore  him,  and 
it  is  a  remedy  to  be  actually  applied  at 
this  moment  that  the  Government  are 
proposing  in  the  first  part  of  the  Bill. 
I  hope  that,  having  now  stated  what  I 
said  and  what  I  intended  to  say  at  the 
Fishmonger's  Hall,  there  may  be  an  end 
of  any  attempts  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  attribute  to  me  a 
desire  in  anv  way  to  disparage  the 
importance  of  the  first  portion  of  this 
BiU. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS :  It  must  be 
a  matter  of  satisfaction  to  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln  (Mr.  Chap- 
lin) and  to  other  Members  of  this  House 
who  take  the  view  which  he  does — 
namely,  that  the  material  part  of  the 
Bill  for  the  permanent  improvement  of 
Ireland  is  to  be  found  in  the  5th  part,  and 
not  in  the  first  four  portions — to  find  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  adheres  entirely  to  the  state- 
ment which  he  made  some  nights  ago 
in  the  City.  It  is  most  satisfactory  to 
be  informed,  on  the  authority  of  the 
noble  Lord,  that  not  only  does  he  hold 
that  view,  but  that  he  is  authorized  to 
say  that  that  view  is  shared  by  most  of 
his  Colleagues.  I  am  sorry  that  the 
noble  Lord  has  not 'been  able  to  go  a  • 
step  further,  and  to  assure  the  Committee 
that  that  view  is  shared,  not  only  by 
**  most,"  but  by  all  of  his  Colleagues. 
Still,  that  assurance  is  most  satisfactory, 
and  I  trust  that  my  hon.  Friend  will  not 
think  it  necessary,  after  that  assurance, 
to  press  his  Amendment  to  a  division. 
With  regard  to  the  statement  of  the 
Prime  Minister  I  have  only  one  word  to 
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Bay,  and  that  is  that  in  the  course  of  it 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought  it  ex- 
pedient again  to  attempt  to  fix  on  my 
non.  Friend  that  most  unfounded  charge 
that  he  is  responsible  for  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Court  for  settling  the  rela- 
tions between  landlord  and  tenant  in 
Ireland.  No  doubt  my  hon.  Friend,  as 
one  of  the  Commissioners,  assented  to  the 
Report  of  the  Commission  ;  but  I  chal- 
lenge the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  find 
in  that  Report  any  mention  of  the  word 
''Court." 

Mr.  mac  IVER  wished  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  a  question  in  regard  to  the  mean- 
ing of  the  statement  which  he  had  just 
made.  When  he,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  declared  that  they  took  their 
stand  on  the  whole  Bill,  did  he  mean  that 
they  gave  the  House  the  Bill,  the  whole 
Bill,  and  nothing  but  the  Bill,  and  that 
the  House  must  accept  it  without  having 
regard  to  any  of  the  important  Amend- 
ments which  had  been  placed  on  the 
Paper  by  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House,  and  without  the  omission 
of  a  single  clause  ?  Did  the  noble  Lord 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  mean  that  when  they  said  that 
the  House  must  take  the  whole  Bill 
absolutely  and  precisely  as  it  stood? 
If  the  noble  Lord  did  not  mean  that, 
would  he  kindly  point  out  in  what  direc- 
tion Amendments  would  be  accepted  ? 

Mr.  BIGGAE  thought  that  the  Irish 
Members,  on  a  question  of  this  sort, 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  saying  a 
few  words.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
policy  of  the  Tory  Party  in  regard  to 
the  Bill  was,  if  possible,  to  get  the  only 
portion  of  the  measure  which  the  Irish 
Members  looked  upon  as  beneficial  to 
the  Irish  tenants  shelved,  and  simply 
carry  that  part  of  it  which  the  Irish 
Members  conceived  to  be,  not  only 
valueless,  but  mischievous.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers with  whom  he  acted  were  all  of 
opinion  that  the  clauses  which  had  re- 
ference to  emigration  would  be  highly 
mischievous ;  and  they  thought  the  Prime 
Minister  should  not  stick  too  firmly  to 
the  idea  he  had  propounded  that  it  was 
necessary  to  have  the  Bill,  the  whole 
Bill,  and  nothing  but  the  Bill.  The 
practical  result  of  adhering  to  that  policy 
would  be  that  the  Bill  would  still  be  in 
Committee,  at  least,  until  the  Ist  of 
August,  with  the  certainty  that  it  would 
not  be  passed  into  law  during  the  pre- 
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sent  Session.  There  were  two  parte  of 
the  Bill  that  it  was  most  important  and 
desirable  to  pass  into  law  this  Session— 
namely,  those  parts  which  proposed  to 
fix  the  rents  of  the  holdings,  and  to  make 

Erovision  for  the  purchase  of  holdings 
y  the  tenants.  If  those  portions  of  the 
Bill  were  not  rapidly  disposed  of  there 
would  be  no  chance  of  having  any  reallj 
valuable  measure  passed  this  Session, 
and  all  the  time  wnich  had  been  occu- 
pied over  the  Bill  would  be  entirelj 
wasted. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUMCE 
said,  the  next  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
stood  in  his  name,  and  was  merely  a 
formal  Amendment  to  enable  him  to 
move  other  Amendments  further  on,  ex- 
cepting certain  tenancies  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  clause.  He  was  simplj 
anxious  that  when  he  reached  the  part  of 
the  clause  in  which  he  wished  to  move  a 
substantial  Amendment,  he  and  othen 
having  similar  Amendments  should  not 
be  debarred  from  having  the  right  to 
move  them  on  the  ground  that,  having 
accepted  the  earlier  portion  of  the  clause, 
they  had  shut  themselves  out  from  pro- 
posing these  alterations.  He  hoped  the 
Prime  Minister  would  be  able  to  assure 
him  that  when  the  exceptions  to  which 
he  referred  were  reached,  neither  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Sir  George  Campbell),  nor  the  hon. 
Member  for  Falkirk  (Mr.  Hamsav),  nor 
himself,  should  be  considered  as  having 
deprived  themselves  of  their  right.  He 
mentioned  this  because  it  had  been 
stated  on  another  Bill  that  when  a  clause 
had  been  practically  passed  a  proposal 
for  an  alteration  or  exception  at  the  end 
was  too  late,  the  Member  making  the 
proposal  having  been  a  party  to  accept- 
ing the  clause  as  it  stood,  without  there 
being  anything  to  show  that  there  was 
to  bo  an  exception  further  on.  He 
wished,  if  possible,  to  have  an  assurance 
from  the  Prime  Minister  that  the  Bulee 
of  the  House  for  regulating  the  proceed- 
ings of  Committees  would  not  oe  used 
to  prevent  him  from  bringing  up  subse- 
quently the  Amendment  which  he  wished 
to  move.  The  best  course  would  cer- 
tainly be  to  discuss  the  exceptions  on 
their  own  merits  when  they  reached  the 
last  part  of  the  (dause. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  I ,  line  7, 
before  the  words  ''the  tenant,"  insert 
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'*  except    as   hereinafter    provided." — 
{Lard  Edmond  Fitzmaurice.) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  appre- 
hended there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
moving  the  Amendment  the  noble  Lord 
desired  to  move  at  the  end  of  the  clause. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  that,  in  that  case,  he  would,  with 
the  leave  of  the  Committee,  withdraw 
the  Amendment. 

The  CELAIRMAN  put  the  Question 
that  the  Amendment  be,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn, and  declared  that  the  ''Ayes" 
had  it. 

Mr.  WARTON  :  I  object.  Sir. 

The  chairman  :  The  Amendment 
has  been,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  WAHTON  :  No,  Sir ;  I  chal- 
leneed  it  before  you  said  that  it  was 
withdrawn. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  may  have  challenged 
my  decision ;  but  his  challenge  did  not 
reach  me  until  after  I  had  declared  that 
the  Amendment  was  withdrawn. 

Mb.  WARTON :  I  spoke  loudly  and 
distinctly. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE :  I  heard 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  challenge 
the  decision  of  the  Chairman. 

Me.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN :  Is  not  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bridport 
(Mr.  Warton)  resisting  the  authority  of 
the  Chair  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  have  no  doubt 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Brid- 
port is  perfectly  correct  in  his  statement, 
and  I  can  only  regret  that  I  did  not  hear 
his  challenge  until  after  I  had  said  that 
the  Amendment  was  withdrawn. 

Earl  PERCY :  Would  it  not  bo  as 
well  that  the  Chairman,  on  rising  to 
pat  an  Amendment,  should  kindly  look 
round  the  House  before  he  decided  ? 

Mr.  brand  :  I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish 
to  ask  what  is  the  Question  before  the 
Committee? 

The  chairman  :  There  is  no  Ques- 
tion before  the  Committee  on  which  the 
noble  Lord  (Earl  Percy)  is  entitled  to 
ipeak. 

EiRL  PERCY :  I  rise  to  Order. 
.  The  chairman  :  There  is  no  Ques- 
tion of  Order.    I  always  endeavour  to 
look  round. 

Mr.  WARTON :  But  you  did  not. 
{Crm  of  '•  Order  V'and''  Name  him ! "] 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  If  the  hon.  and 
^**n&«d  Member  does  not  retract  that 


expression,  I  must  move  that  the  words 
be  taken  down. 

Mr.  WARTON  :  What  words  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  words,  ''You 
did  not."  It  is  a  direct  contradiction  of 
the  Chair. 

Mr.  WARTON  :  My  words  were  not 
the  contradiction  they  appeared  to  be, 
and  were  probably  not  aistinctly  heard 
owing  to  the  noise  which  prevailed.  I 
should  not  have  been  so  rude  as  to  con- 
tradict the  Chair.  I  did  not  say,  *' You 
did  not."  The  expression  used  by  the 
Chairman  was,  *'  The  Chair  endeavours 
to  look  round,"  and  I  said,  '*  But  does 
not."  If  it  is  an  expression  I  was  out 
of  Order  in  using,  I  at  once  withdraw 
it ;  I  only  wish  to  say  that  I  did  chal- 
lenge the  decision  of  the  Chair  before 
the  Amendment  was  declared  to  be  with- 
drawn 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber denies  having  used  any  offensive  ex- 
pression. The  next  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  is  one  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy) — 
Clause  1,  page  1,  line  7,  at  commence- 
ment, insert — 

"  From  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  the 
13th  section  of  '  The  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1870,'  shall  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby 
repealed." 

That  Amendment  cannot  be  put,  because 
it  proposes  to  insert  words  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  clause.  It  can,  how- 
ever, either  be  brought  up  as  a  sepa- 
rate clause,  or  as  an  adaition  to  the 
clause.  The  next  Amendment  is  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud 
(Mr.  Brand). 

Mr.  healy  said,  he  did  not  propose 
to  challenge  the  decision  of  the  Chair  ; 
but  he  wished  to  know  upon  what 
grounds  an  hon.  Member  could  not  pro- 
pose an  Amendment  at  the  beginning  or 
in  the  middle  of  a  clause  just  as  well  as 
at  the  end  ?  He  had  never  heard  it  laid 
down  before  that  an  Amendment  must 
appear  at  a  certain  corner  or  turning 
of  a  clause.  As  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned, the  present  ruling  did  not  make 
tho  slightest  difference,  as  he  was  indif- 
ferent whether  tho  Amendment  came  at 
the  beginning  or  at  the  end  of  tlio  clause ; 
but  he  would  submit  that  for  the  pur- 
pones  of  the  Bill  the  Amendment  would 
really  be  better  at  the  beginning,  and 
he  did  not  think  that  he  ought  to  be 
fettered  in  his  judgment  as  to  where  it 
should  be  inserted  by  the  judgment  of 

I8$€imd  Nigki.'] 


1523        Repretentation  of  the        {COMMONS)    People  {Election  S^iiem).    U24 


any  other  Member,  even  if  it  happened 
to  be  the  Chair.  J[Cries  of  **  Order!'' 
and  *'  Chair  !  "]  He  had  said  nothing 
disrespectful  to  the  Chair.  He  had 
only  submitted  that  hon.  Members  ought 
not  to  be  fettered  in  their  judgment  by 
the  views  of  any  other  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  morgan  LLOYD  rose  to  Order. 
He  wished  to  know  if  the  hon.  Member 
was  in  Order  in  challenging  the  ruling 
of  the  Chair  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  have  already 
explained  to  the  hon.  Member  that  his 
Amendment  would  not  be  out  of  Order 
if  proposed  at  the  end  of  the  clause; 
but  it  is  inconsistent  with  the  construc- 
tion of  the  clause  to  take  it  at  the  com- 
mencement ;  and  I,  therefore,  rule  that 
it  is  out  of  Order.  I  call  upon  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  (Mf .  Brand). 

Mr.  BIGGAR  rose  to  Order.  He 
begged  to  move  that  the  Chairman  re- 
port Progress  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 
There  would  be  no  use  in  commencing 
the  discussion  of  a  new  Amendment  two 
minutes  before  the  time  at  which  they 
would  be  obliged  to  adjourn  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CALLAN  asked  whether,  as  the 
Chairman  had  called  upon  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber by  name  to  move  an  Amendment,  it 
was  competent  for  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  to  intervene,  and, 
stating  that  he  rose  to  Order,  proceed  to 
move  to  report  Progress  ? 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan)  is  perfectly  cor- 
rect. It  is  not  competent  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  to  intervene  on  a 
question  of  Order,  and  then  to  move  to 
report  Progress. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  he  had  also 
risen  to  a  point  of  Order,  and  had  not 
concluded  his  remarks  when  he  was  in- 
terrupted by  a  Welsh  Member.  Mr. 
Playfair,  without  allowing  him  (Mr. 
Healy)  to  conclude,  called  upon  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Brand).  He 
apprehended  that  the  Chairman  had 
ruled  his  Amendment  to  be  out  of  Order 
simply  upon  his  own  ipse  dixit — [^Criee 
of  **  Name !  "]— but  he  did  not  propose 
to  challenge  the  decision  of  the  Chair.  It 
had  been  ruled  that  he  could  not  move 
any  Amendment  at  the  present  time. 
Of  course  he  submitted  to  that  ruling ; 
but  he  respectfully  asked  the  Chairman 
to  state  upon  what  grounds  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  was  unable  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr   Wealy 


The    CHAIRMAN :    The  Chairman 
is  intrusted  with  the  duty  of  presiding 
over  the  conduct  of  Business  in  Commit- 
tee.    After  consulting  the  officers  of  the 
House,  who  have  had  the  greatest  ex- 
perience,  and  who  coincided  with  me 
that  it  would  be  inconsistent  with  the 
construction  of  the  clause  for  the  hon. 
Member  to  move  his  Amendment  at  the 
beginning  of  the  clause,  I  ruled  tbat  the 
Amendment  was  out  of  Order.    Idov 
call  upon  the  hon.  Member  for  Strond 
(Mr.  Brand). 

Mr.  brand  remarked,  that  it  was 
impossible  to  move  his  Amendment  then 
(6.50) ;  and  he  would,  therefore,  more 
that  the  Chairman  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— 
{Mr.  Brand.) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  eit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

And  it  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of 
the*clock  the  House  suspended  its  Sit- 
ting. 

The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  clock. 

ORDER    OF   THE   DAY. 


SUPPLY.— CX)M^nTTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

REPRESENTATION    OF    THE    PEOPLE 
(ELECTION  SYSTEMS). 
RESOLUTIOX. 

Mr.  BLENNERHASSETT,  in  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  importance,  in 
view  of  probable  changes  in  the  electortl 
franchise  and  the  distribution  of  poh'ti- 
cal  power,  of  full  and  accurate  informa- 
tion with  respect  to  the  relative  advan- 
tages of  various  systems  of  election  in- 
cluding proportional  representation,  the 
cumulative  vote,  and  the  restricted  vote ; 
and  to  move— 

"That  a  Select  Committee  bo  appointed  to 

inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  syftnn  ^ 

election  of  Members  of  thia  Hoose  bert  ceka- 

lated  to  aecure  the  just  and  oompleie  lepieefli 

I  tation  of  the  whole  electoral  body," 


1525      Beprmniation  of  the         (May  27,  1881 1   PeopU  {Ehetion  St/stms).   1526 


said,   it  was  impossible  to  exaggerate 
the  serious  nature  of  the  change  which 
was  impending,  and  which  would  bring 
upon  the  register  a  larger  number  of 
electors  than  had  been  enfranchised  by 
any  previous  Eeform  Bill.     Before  em- 
barking upon  a  change  so  great,  it  was 
of  the  first  importance  that  the  fullest 
possible  information  should  be  obtained, 
in  order  that  the  change  might  be  made 
in  a  way  which  should  produce  the  maxi- 
mum amount  of  advantage  and  the  mini- 
mum of  danger  that  might  attend  it. 
He  was  most  anxious  that  the  House  of 
Commons  should  reflect  the  mind  of  the 
country ;  but,  in  order  that  it  should  do 
80,  the  utmost  care  should  be  taken  so 
to  org^anize  the  electoral  body  as  that  it 
should  not  remain  inaccurate,  mislead- 
ing, and  unjusty  owing  to  the  present 
extremely    anomalous    distribution    of 
electoral  power.     At  the  last  General 
Election,    181,000  electors  failed  to  re- 
turn a  single  Member,  while  785,000 
electors  returned  no  fewer  than  six  He- 
preeentatives  to  Parliament.     It  was  a 
fact  that,  taking  many  important  elec- 
toral divisions,   a  majority  of  electors 
were  represented  by  a  minority  of  Mem- 
bers, the  result  in  all  such  cases  being 
to  skiltify  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of 
electors.     It  ought  not,  therefore,  to  be 
overlooked  that,  under  the  existing  sys- 
tem, a  large  majority  of  the  electors 
might  be  excluded  from  direct  repre- 
sentation in  that  House.    They  were, 
no  doubt,  told,  in  answer  to  that  sfriev- 
ance  when  it  was  put  forward,  that  if* 
the  complainants  were  not  directly  re- 
presented in  their  own   constituencies 
they  were  indirectly  represented  in  other 
constituencies.      That    argument    had, 
however,  he  thought,  been  sufficiently 
exploded  during  the  debate  on  the  Ke- 
form  Bill  of  1832.     They  had  now  no 
l^rantee  that  the  majority  of  Members 
ui  the  House  represented  the  opinion  of 
the  majority  of  the  electors  of  the  coun- 
try.   At  the  last  General  Election  no 
fewer  that  70  Liberal  seats  and  48  Con- 
servative seats  were  won  or  saved  by 
n^jorities  not  exceeding  1  in  20.    Slight 
changes  in  the  feeling  of  the  country 
ii^gbt    thus    lead    to    disproportionate 
changes  in  the  composition  of  the  House 
of  Commons,   and  a  small  section   of 
▼etk-minded  persons  in  the  constituen- 
cies might  bring  the  political  life  of  the 
coontr^  into  a  oiangerous  and  unsettled 
<)<>ndition«    Besides,    it  should  be    re- 


membered that  in  the  case  of  what 
might  be  called  an  equilibrium  of 
opinion,  where  a  small  number  of  elec- 
tors could  influence  an  election,  the  in- 
ducement to  corruption  was  always 
greatest.  The  question  was,  whether 
they  could  not  preserve  all  the  advan- 
tages of  representative  government,  and 
yet  free  themselves  from  the  disadvan- 
tages which  he  had  pointed  out.  The 
Act  of  1867  admitted  the  principle  of 
the  representation  of  minorities,  and 
another  and  very  important  recognition 
of  that  principle  was  to  be  found  in  the 
Act  relating  to  School  Board  elections ; 
but  the  question  was,  whether  the  exist- 
ing system  could  not,  as  he  believed  it 
could,  be  improved.  He  believed  it  was 
possible  to  give  to  every  Member,  both 
of  a  minority  and  a  majority,  represen- 
tation in  Parliament  by  the  proportional 
system,  as  advocated  by  Mr.  Hare.  He 
believed  the  plan  of  proportional  repre- 
sentation to  be  the  true  solution  of  the 
problem  of  representative  government. 
His  Besolution,  however,  did  not  pledge 
the  House  to  that  opinion;  it  simply 
asked  for  inquiry  into  the  system,  in 
order  to  find  out  what  was  best;  his 
case,  as  regarded  proportional  represen- 
tation, was  that  it  was  worthy  of  careful 
inquiry  and  consideration.  It  was  im- 
possible to  speak  of  proportional  repre- 
sentation without  mentioning  the  name 
of  Mr.  Hare,  to  whom  it  owed  its  origin. 
He  was  indebted  to  Mr.  Hare  for  ex- 
tracts from  unpublished  letters  of  emi- 
nent public  men  which  were  addressed 
to  Mr.  Hare  on  the  publication  of  his 
work.  [The  hon.  Member  proceeded 
to  read  strong  expressions  of  opinion 
in  favour  of  the  scheme  from  Mr. 
J.  S.  Mill,  M.  Prevost  Paradol,  and 
Professor  Caimes.  The  last-named  re- 
marked that  it  disposed  of  bribery  with- 
out any  additional  machinery.]  As  to 
the  objection  that  the  plan  was  new 
and  unfamiliar,  the  answer  was  that 
it  was  neither  mysterious  nor  compli- 
cated, and  that  it  was  easy  to  under- 
stand and  to  practice.  Tbo  bent  de- 
scription of  it  was  to  be  found  in  the 
words  of  Mr.  Mill  in  proposing  the 
clauses  which  ho  endeavoure^d  to  insert 
in  the  Reform  Bill  of  1 867.  There  was 
nothing  more  in  it  than  that  votes  were 
to  be  received  in  every  locality  for  other 
than  local  candidates ;  an  elector  would 
be  allowed  to  bestow  his  vote  on  anyone, 
and  he  would  naturally  vote  for  the 
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person  who  would  represent  him  best.  If 
a  sufficient  number  of  persons  fixed  their 
choice  on  anyone,  he  would  be  elected ; 
and  the  number  of  votes  sufficient  to 
elect  a  candidate  would  depend  upon  the 
proportion  of  the  total  number  of  Mem- 
bers to  the  total  number  of  the  whole 
constituency.  Taking  certain  figures, 
the  number  of  votes  necessary  to  elect  a 
candidate  in  this  way  would  be  3,000, 
and  when  that  number  of  votes  had  been 
put  to  the  credit  of  a  candidate,  those 
whose  votes  had  not  been  counted  would 
not  lose  them  if  they  had  put  down 
the  name  of  a  second  candidate,  to  whom 
they  were  to  be  given  if  not  required  by 
the  first.  In  that  way  an  elector  might 
vote  alternatively  for  a  first,  a  second,  or 
a  third  candidate.  This  plan  would  pre- 
vent the  throwing  away  of  votes,  and 
it  would  give  no  trouble  to  any  but  the 
scrutineers ;  while,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
their  work  would  be  simpler  than  many 
operations  of  daily  occurrence.  He  re- 
frained from  entering  into  questions  of 
detail,  which  could  be  better  examined 
in  Committee.  The  answer  to  those 
who  said  the  plan  was  unworkable 
was  that  it  had  been  working  well  many 
years.  It  had  been  adopted  in  the 
elections  of  Denmark  for  the  last  20  or 
30  years ;  and  Lord  Lytton,  when  he  was 
Ambassador  at  Copenhagen,  gave  a 
clear  account  of  the  simplicity  with 
which  the  plan  w£is  worked.  It  had 
been  successfully  tried  in  an  election 
in  London  within  the  last  few  days.  The 
effect  of  its  adoption  in  Parliamentary 
Elections  would  be  to  make  the  House 
of  Commons  a  truer  reflection  of  the 
mind  of  the  people,  a  truer  image  of  the 
feelings  of  the  nation.  Every  voter 
might  have  a  due  share  of  political 
power,  and  no  one  need  be  nominally 
represented  by  a  candidate  against 
whom  he  had  voted.  Under  the  system 
which  he  recommended  power  would 
be  given  to  educated  and  enlightened 
minorities  to  elect  men  to  represent 
them,  and  the  House  of  Commons  would 
become  the  representative  of  the  national 
intelligence.  No  sudden  and  violent 
changes  would  take  place  in  the  House 
not  corresponding  with  changes  outside. 
What  were  the  objections  which  were 
urged  against  the  system  ?  One  objec- 
tion was  that  it  would  destroy  the  local 
character  of  our  representative  institu- 
tions. He  contended  that  no  such  effect 
would  follow.     On  the  contrary,  while 
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the  electoral  system    was   made  more 
elastic,  local  attachments  would  remain 
as  strong  as  ever.     Another   cbjection 
was  that  crotchets  and  ioterests  would 
increase,  and  legislation   on  the  broad 
principle  of  the  general  good  would  b« 
interfered  with.     Now,  he  thought  th»t 
crotchets  ought  to  be  represented  if  a 
certain  number  believed  in  them.    He 
sincerely  believed  the  only  real  objec- 
tion and  difficulty  in  the  system  was  ita 
unfamiliarity  to  the  public  mind.    Bat 
that  ought  not  to  influence  them.    At 
the    last    General  Election   a  peculiar 
form  of  electoral  machinery  originated 
at  Birmingham,  and  shortly  after  that 
election  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  wrote  a  letter  to  The  Times  news- 
paper  that,  whether  for  good  or  evil, 
the  organization  had  taken  firm  root  in 
the  country,  and  politicians  would  do  well 
to  give  it  in  future  unprejudiced  atten- 
tion.    He  cordially  admired  the  energy 
and  skill  by  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
and  those  who  worked  with  him  had  at- 
tained results  so  eminently  satisfactory. 
He  contrasted  this  with  the  secret  caucos 
system  in  America,  by  which  the  fran- 
chise was   BO   manipulated    before  the 
voter  went  to  the  poll  that  there  was  no 
such  thing  as  the  exercise  of  free  suf- 
frage.     He  entertained  no  doubt  that 
such  a  system  as  this  would  be  eminently 
distasteful  to  the  President  of  the  Board 
of   Trade,   for,  in   his    address   to  the 
National  Liberal  Federation  in  Leeds  in 
1879,  he  insisted  that  every  section  of 
the  Party  should  be  represented,  and 
that  none  should  suffer  £rom  exclusion. 
That   was   the   strongest  argument  in 
favour  of  minorities.     He  claimed  the 
support   of  all  who    honestly  and  sin- 
cerely held   the  Democratic  theory  of 
government.      He    hoped  he  had  said 
enough  to  convince  the  House  that  there 
were  grave  and  serious   considerations 
involved  in  this  matter,  considerations 
which  did  not  appeal  to  political  passion 
or  partizan  zeal,  but  to  the  calm  jndg- 
ment  of  thoughtful  men,  who  looked  to 
the   future,    as    well   as    the    present. 
They  had  now  an   interval  of  political 
calm ;  no  one  could  say  how  long  that 
calm  might  last;  but   what  he  desired 
was   that  it  should  be  used  in  collect- 
ing information  upon  this  subject.  There 
were    many  reasons  why   the  Govern- 
ment should  not  refuse   the  Commit- 
tee for  which  he  ^ked.     Those  who 
believed  in  the  system  believed  in  it  fo 
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gtrongly  and  with  eucli  entire  oonvic- 
tion  that  the  question  could  not  poseibly 
he  suppressed.  Some  felt  so  strongly  on 
the  subject  that,  anxious  as  they  were  to 
support  Liberal  progress  in  every  direc- 
tion, they  would  find  it  utterly  impos- 
sible without  this  inquiry  to  support  any 
proposal  for  olectoralreforms,  and  would 
feel  it  their  duty  to  give  their  most 
strenuous  opposition  to  any  measure  for 
the  extension  of  the  franchise  if  they 
had  not  full  information  on  the  subject. 
This  was  no  class  or  Party  question.  It 
was  in  the  interest  of  all  classes,  and  in 
accordance  with  the  principles  of  both 
Parties;  the  question  was  how  they  could 
get  the  most  perfect  safeguards  at  once 
against  Democratic  passion  and  oli- 
garchical re-action.  He  begged  to  move 
the  Resolution  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Mb.  a.  ELLIOT  said,  that  a  great 
many  on  that  side  of  tho  House  hoped 
that  the  great  question  of  County  Reform 
would  be  dealt  with  next  Session,  and  if 
that  were  so,  they  should  not  delay  to 
make  inquiries  into  tho  subject  now  be- 
fore them.    In  supporting  the  Resolution 
he  did  not  wish  it  to  be  supposed  that 
in  all  respects  he  agreed  with  his  hon. 
Friend   the    Member  for    Kerry   (Mr. 
Blennerhassett).     His  desire  was,  be- 
fore Party  passion  and  individual  pre- 
judice became  excited,  in  view  of  another 
General  Election,  to  loof  as  deeply  as 
they  could  into  the  different  methods  by 
which  true  representation  was  to  be  pro- 
vided.     The  House  of  Commons  was 
now  on  its   trial ;  it  was   not  the  only 
great  debating  place  in  the  country — 
diflctisBions  were  held  outside  as  well  as 
inside  that  House.     For  their  own  credit 
they  ought  to  take  care  that  their  charac- 
ter as  a  Parliament,  where  great  measures 
were  to  be  discussed,  ehould  be  kept  up 
by  making  the  House  truly  representa- 
tive of  the  nation.     They  had  heard 
from  Mr.  Mill  and  Mr.  Lowe  equally 
gloomy  anticipations  of  the  terrible  evils 
of  a  monotonous  electorate,    and  how 
monotony  would  roign  in  that  House. 
He  denied  that  there  was  one  uniform 
way  of  thinking  in  the  present  House  of 
Commons,  or  that  variety  did  not  exist. 
By  a  proper  re-distribution  of  seats,  and 
an  increase  in  the  system  of  one-mem- 
bered  seats — the  plan  always  favoured 
by  Mr.  Cobden— if  any  strong  opinions 
were   held    in   the  country,    Members 
would  be  found  in  that  House  to  repre- 


sent them.  It  was  supposed  that  there 
was  little  chance  of  a  minority  being 
unrepresented  in  that  House ;  but  there 
was  a  chance  of  it.  Let  them  take  the 
case  of  Scotland.  While  he  rejoiced 
that  in  Scotland  the  Liberals  were  so 
strong,  ho  must  say,  as  a  Liberal,  that 
Scotland  would  not  be  so  well  repre- 
sented if  Scotch  Conservatives  were  shut 
out  from  that  House.  The  House  would 
be  less  representative,  and  no  good 
would  be  done  to  the  country  at  large. 
They  must  remember  that  under  the 
next  Reform  Bill  the  increased  county 
electorate  would  necessitate,  if  they  were 
to  regard  numbers  at  all,  a  large  increase 
of  County  Representatives.  Without 
discussing  all  the  various  systems  that 
had  been  proposed,  he  would  only  ex- 
press his  preference  for  small  or  mode- 
rate-sized constituencies,  each  electing 
one  Member.  What  he  desiredjwas  that 
a  constituency  should  have  some  know- 
ledge of  its  Members,  which  was,  of 
course,  impossible  if  the  number  of 
voters  was  very  large.  As  things  were, 
the  constituencies  had  the  power  of 
electing  Members,  but  were,  in  most 
cases,  practically  unable  to  select  can- 
didates. To  his  mind,  it  was  one  of  the 
main  objections  to  the  celebrated  system 
of  Mr.  Hare  that  it  would  tend  to  pre- 
vent the  expression  of  local  feeling. 
At  the  same  time,  the  plan  might  be 
tried  in  a  modified  form,  in  Lancashire, 
for  instance,  where  large  minorities 
were,  in  more  than  one  case,  virtually 
unrepresented.  The  changes  that  were, 
in  his  opinion,  most  urgent,  were  such 
as  would  increase  the  elector's  poWer  of 
choice,  and  would  secure  the  proper  re- 
presentation of  local  feeling  and  inte- 
rests. He  was  glad  to  second  the  Resolu- 
tion of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That  •*  to  the 
end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"a  Soloct  Cominitt(.*o  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  and  rci)ort  upon  the  systoin  of  election  of 
^lembors  of  this  House  best  calculated  to  secure 
tho  just  and  complete  representation  of  the 
whole  electoral  body,'* — {Mr.  Blenntrhauettf) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  observed, 
that  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kerry  was  suhatantially  a  recommenda- 
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tion  of  Mr.  Hare's  system  of  yoting,  the 
objections  to  whioh  were,  perhaps,  more 
obvious  than  its  advantages.  He  saw 
no  reason  for  referring  the  question  to  a 
Select  Committee,  though  he  admitted 
that  some  of  the  principles  enunciated 
by  the  hon.  Member  would  probably 
improve  our  present  scheme  of  repre- 
sentation. It  was  a  matter  which  might 
rather  be  referred  to  the  electors  of  the 
country  to  consider  for  themselves.  It 
would  probably  happen  on  the  occtision 
of  every  General  Election  that  they  would 
have  one  man  elected  the  supreme  Be- 
presentative  of  the  country.  There 
were  several  important  questions  which 
would  be  brought  before  the  people  of 
the  country  at  no  distant  date  —  the 
liberation  of  the  Church,  the  liberation 
of  the  land,  in  which  he  was  more  inti- 
mately interested,  and  possibly  the  libera- 
tion of  Parliament  from  control  by  the 
other  House  of  the  Legislature.  It  was 
therefore  important  that  every  means 
should  be  used  for  insuring  the  most 
effective  representation  of  the  people  of 
this  country.  With  regard  to  the  manner 
in  which  minorities  were  represented  in 
three-cornered  constituencies,  he  could 
not  say  that  he  was  an  admirer  of  the 
system.  Suppose  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Carnarvonshire  (Mr.  Bath- 
bone),  at  the  time  when  he  was  the 
minority  Member  for  Liverpool,  had 
been  nominated  one  of  the  Ministers  of 
the  country,  it  would  have  been  utterly 
impossible  for  him  to  seek  re-election, 
as  it  would  now  be  for  a  Conservative  in 
Manchester.  He  could  not  vote  for  the 
proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Kerry,  for  while  he  thought  the  sub- 
ject was  one  of  great  importance  which 
the  people lought  to  investigate  for  them- 
selves, he  did  not  believe  it  could  be 
usefully  considered  at  the  present  time  by 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Mr.  RATHBONE  said,  he  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  a  Badical  Member  like 
the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr. 
Arthur  Arnold),  who,  he  thought,  did 
believe  in  principles,  state  that  what 
was  just  and  right  was  not  expedient. 
He  (Mr.  Bathbone)  was  not  prepared 
to  say  whether  Hare's  system  of  repre- 
sentation was  the  best  form  of  minority 
representation  or  not ;  but  he  was  pre- 
pared very  cordially  to  support  a  Motion 
for  examination  into  what  would  be  the 
best  system  of  insuring  the  representa- 
tion of  minorities  in  the  very  g^at  ex- 
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tension  which  they  were  bound  to  give  to 
the  representation  of  the  Democratic 
part  of  the  community.     When  he  fint 
advocated  the  system  of  the  representa- 
tion of  minorities,  he  had  not  tne  sli^it- 
est  expectation  of  being  a  Member  of 
that  House,  and  also  at  that  time  he  be- 
lieved that  the  extension  of  the  franduM 
in  Liverpool  wotild  have  g^ven  enttrs 
power  to  the  Liberal  Party.     So  it  woald 
have  done  if  it  had  not  so  happened  that 
the  first  election  for  Liverpool  was  on 
the  Irish  question  of  the  Disestablish* 
ment  of  the  Church,  which  raised  the 
very  strong  feeling  which  exists  in  Lan- 
cashire of  an  anti-Irish  and  somewhat 
anti-national  character.     He  advocated 
that  system,  because,  believing  it  was 
necessary  that  every  part  of  the  com- 
munity should  be  represented,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  there  was  a  strength  and  a 
weakness  in  every  kind  of  GK>vemment 
which  they  had  yet  seen.  An  aristocratio 
Government  was  apt  to  be  somewhat 
narrow  and  oppressive,  though  having 
its  own  virtues ;  and  certainly  a  Govern- 
ment confined  to  the  middle  classes,  as 
they  saw  it  in  Louis  Philippe's  time  in 
France,  was  narrow  and  mean,  though  it 
also  had  very  great  advantages;  whils 
a  solely  Democratio  Government  would 
be  apt  to  be  swayed  by  great  tides  of 
public  opinion,  and,  therefore,  not  be 
sufficiently  stable.     What   they  realfy 
wanted  was  a  Government  which  should 
represent  the  strength  of  every  section. 
The  second  ground  on  which  he  thought 
a  representation  of  minorities  was  veiy 
important  was,  that  while  believing,  as 
he  did,  that  th  e  instincts  of  the  people 
were  good  and  right,  yet  he  did  beUevs 
it  was  necessary,  especially  in  a  Demo* 
cratio  constituency,  that  a  number  of 
men  shotild  be  kept  before  it,  and,  as 
leaders    of   that    constituency,    should 
be  so  independent  that  they  would  be 
able,  when  there  was  a  great  wane  of 

EubUo  opinion  in  one  direction,  to  keep 
efore  the  community,  from  an  inde- 
pendent, a  prominent  position,  the  other 
side  of  the  question.  Even  on  our 
very  imperfect  form  of  minority  sys- 
tem Mr.  Cobden  would  have  continued 
tQ  represent  the  West  Biding ;  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
Manchester;  and  the  Prime  Minister, 
South 'West  Lancashire.  He  believed 
that  would  have  a  most  beneficial  effect 
on  the  country,  and  would  not  have 
been  without  its  advantages  on  those 
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distinguished  men  themselves,  for  he 
considered  it  rery  important  that  those 
who  led  the  (Government  should  repre- 
sent large  constituencies.     Such  repre- 
sentation brought  them  in  contact  with 
very  different  sections  of  the  community, 
and  it  had  a  tendency  to  steady  a  poli- 
tician and  prevent  him  from  running 
into  extremes.     Minority  representation 
gave  a  man  a  very  great  advantage  in 
taking  a  bold  course  against  particular 
sections  of  the  community.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Salford  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold) 
had  said  that  if  a  man  represented  a 
minority  be  could  not  take  Office ;  but 
that  difficulty  would  be  removed  if  they 
could  only  throw  away  the  absurd  old 
system  which  required  a  new  election 
when  a  Minister  took  Office,  and  which 
enabled  a  small  constituency  to  reverse 
the  determination  of  the  nation.     He 
was  now  no  longer  a  minority  Member, 
and  could  speak  without  any  personal 
interest.     What  a  monstrous  thing  be 
said  it  would  be  if,  in  a  constituency  of 
60,000  electors,  where  6  per  cent  would 
turn    the    scale    either   way,  that  the 
minority,  which  with  a  slight  wave  of 
public  opinion  might  become  the  ma- 
jority, should  for  the  term  of  years  be 
absolutely  unrepresented.    They  might 
say  that  the  minority  of  Conservatives  in 
the  towns  would  be  represented  by  the 
Conservatives  in  the  country,  and  vice 
viTid :    but  he    pointed  out    that    the 
Liberal  Members  for  the  counties  repre- 
sented a  different  shade  of  opinion  irom 
the  Liberal  Representatives  in  the  towns. 
Mr.  as  ETON  DILKE   said,  he 
thought  the  attitude   assumed  by  the 
Liberal  Members  who  had  joined  in  this 
discussion  justified  the  course  taken  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  Blenner- 
hassett)  in  bringing  forward  this  Motion. 
It  was  curious  to  notice  the  differences 
of  opiuion  on  the  subject  in  the  present 
Ministry.     The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade    and    the   Chancellor  of  the 
Dachy  of  Lancaster  were  strong  sup- 
porters of  the  absolute  representation  of 
the  majority.     On  the  other  hand,  the 
Postmaster  General  and  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment advocated  a  totally  different  sys- 
tem.   The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  was  also  much  interested 
in  the  question  of  the  best  way  to  secure 
the  representation  of  minorities.     It  was 
a  strange  fact  that  the  late  Conservative 
OoTemment  had  been  returned  to  power 
l>7  K  zninonty  of  electors.    The  inade- 


quate representation  of  Scotch  Conser- 
vatives had  been  referred  to  ;  but  there 
was  a  more  striking  instance  in  England. 
The  English  Catholics  had  not  been  able 
to  return  a  single  Member  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  He  thought  this  Com- 
mittee was  needed  more  for  the  Govern- 
ment than  for  independent  Members. 
Two  statements  had  been  lately  made  by 
the  Prime  Minister  which  he  thought  jus- 
tified the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kerry.  The  one  was,  that  the  Govern- 
ment staked  its  existence  on  the  Irish 
Land  Bill ;  and  with  this  ought  to  be 
compared  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  that  the  present  Parliament 
would  not  be  dissolved  until  it  had  dealt 
with  the  question  of  county  representa- 
tion, for  which  it  had  been  elected ;  he 
hoped  that  was  so  ;  and  the  other  was, 
that  the  late  Conservative  Ministry  had 
had  a  perfectly  Constitutional  right  to 
act  as  they  had  done,  just  like  the  pre- 
sent Ministry,  though  the  former  only 
represented  a  minority  of  the  nation. 
This  Committee,  if  appointed,  would 
do  useful  work  in  dealing  with  other 
important  points,  such  as  the  residen- 
tial franchise — the  assimilation  of  the 
county  to  the  borough  franchise,  and 
the  different  kinds  of  voting — for  even 
in  Parliamentary  Elections  there  were 
two  kinds,  the  minority  vote  being  one ; 
and  there  were  different  systems  in  Par- 
liamentary, municipal,  and  school  board 
voting — ail  these  were  questions  of  the 
greatest  interest ;  and  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  accept  the  Resolution 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kerry  advocated  what  was 
known  as  the  Hare  system.  The  Hesolu- 
tion  was,  at  all  events,  an  innocent  one, 
and  would  simply  involve  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry,  a  great  mass  of  evidence,  and 
the  publication  of  Blue  Books  which 
nobody  would  read.  He  had  himself 
practical  experience  of  the  tyranny  of  a 
majority  in  municipal  matters,  where 
the  majority  absolutely  overrode  the 
minority,  and  incurred  heavy  liabilities 
which  bore  equally  on  the  minority  with 
the  majority.  He  should  oppose  the 
scheme  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry, 
for  the  reason  that  it  would  favour,  as 
he  believed,  wire-pulling  on  the  part  of 
the  Leaders  of  one  of  the  two  political 
Parties. 

SiB  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
that  though  the  discussion  had  been  of 
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a  very  interesting  and  instructive  nature 
it  could  not  be  denied  that  the  speech  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  with  which  it  opened, 
was  more  of  an  academical  than  of  a 
practical  character.  He  could  only  say 
that  it  had  never  before  been  the  custom 
of  the  House  of  Commons  to  refer  mat- 
ters of  this  kind  to  Select  Committees — 
indeed,  he  remembered  the  saying  of  a 
very  distinguished  statesman,  that  he 
would  never  submit  the  Constitution  of 
this  country  to  a  Select  Committee.  Any 
alterations  of  the  laws  of  this  country 
ought  to  bo  based  on  a  deliberate  ex- 
pression of  opinion  of  the  country,  and 
not  upon  the  Report  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. If  a  Committee  were  appointed, 
what  practical  result  would  follow  ?  It 
could  only  be  very  much  a  reproduction 
of  the  debate  of  to-night.  There  would 
be  a  very  ingenious  speech  in  favour  of 
the  Hare  system,  and  ingenious  speeches 
in  favour  of  other  systems ;  and  he  saw 
no  possibility  of  arriving  at  any  practi- 
cal result.  For  his  own  part,  he  was 
one  of  the  old-fashioned  school,  and  he 
had  never  been  able  to  bring  himself  to 
admire  the  notion  of  turning  the  elec- 
toral system  of  England  into  a  sort  of 
Chinese  puzzle,  or  selecting  Members  of 
Parliament  by  a  sort  of  double  acrostic. 
That  might  be  a  very  ingenious  occupa- 
tion for  people  who  had  nothing  to  do; 
but  it  would  greatly  puzzle  and  confuse 
the  g^eat  mass  of  the  electors.  He 
therefore  thought  it  would  be  more  wise 
for  the  House  to  decide  at  once  in  refer- 
ence to  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
and  to  proceed  with  the  Business  which 
had  been  set  down  for  transaction  in 
Committee  of  Supply. 

Colonel  MAETNS  said,  he  could  not 
support  the  Besolution  in  its  present 
form,  but  would  accept  one  directing  a 
Committee  to  collect  information  as  to 
the  various  systems  in  operation. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  1 02 ;  Noes 
40  :  Majority  62.— (^Div.  List,  No.  217.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  **  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

THE  ROYAL  CONSTABULARY  (IRE- 
LAND)— THE  CONFIDENTIAL  CIRCTJ. 
LAR  TO  COUNTY  INSPECTORS. 

OBSEBVATIONS. 

Mr.  CALLAN,  whose  Notice  that  he 
would  call  attention  to  the  "  Confiden- 
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tial  Circular  to  County  Inspectors,"  and 
move  a  Besolution  censuring  the  same, 
stood  next  on  the  Paper,  said,  that  al- 
though he  regretted  to  lose  this  oppor- 
tunity, he  did  not  think  it  right  to  pro- 
ceed with  his  Motion  in  the  absence  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  begged  to 
appeal  to  the  Prime  Minister  to  nimiBh 
facilities  for  a  resumption,  on  Monday 
evening,  of  the  debate  on  the  question 
of  the  Irish  arrests. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  was  understood  to 
say  that  he  could  not  stop  the  progress 
of  the  Irish  Land  Bill  on  Monday  night 
at  10  o'clock.  He  would,  howerer, 
agree  to  report  Progress  at  1 2  ;  and  theo 
the  discussion  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  might  be  resumed. 

IRISH  FISHERIES.— OBSERVATIONa 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL. 

who  had  given  Notice  that  he  would 

draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 

Eeport  of  the  Committee  appointed  by 

the  Colonial  Office  in  1880  to  distribute 

the  grant  of  £2, 000  voted  by  the  Dominion 

of  Canada  towards  the  relief  of  Irish 

distress,  and  to  the  aid  afforded  by  the 

Committee  to  the  fishing  population  on 

the  West  Coast  of  Ireland ;  and  to  more— 

*'  That,  in  view  of  the  surprinng  and  exoal- 
lont  results  obtained  by  the  expenditure  of  t 
comparatively  small  sum  of  money  on  the  coo- 
straction  and  repairs  of  harbours  and  pien,  and 
on  the  provision  of  boats,  neta,  and  g«ar,  it  M 
expedient,  in  the  opinion  of  thia  House,  thai 
further  assistance  should  be  given  for  thed«* 
velopment  of  the  Irish  fisheries,  that  such  aasift- 
ance  should  be  g^ven  from  public  souroea,  tnd 
should  be  in  the  form  of  a  free  g^rant,'* 

said,  that  if  the  Government  intimatad 
that  it  would  be  inconvenient  to  discoM 
the  subject  in  the  absence  of  the  Chief 
Secretary,  he  would  refrain  from  bring- 
ing it  forward  at  present.  On  two  or 
three  occasions  previously  attention  had 
been  called  to  the  fisheries  of  Ireland ; 
but  the  House  had  never  manifested  aoj 
great  interest  in  them,  and  it  had  not 
entei'tained  any  large  scheme  for  their 
development.  It  had  been  said  on  those 
occasions  that  there  were  no  actual  facts 
to  bring  before  the  House  to  show  that 
any  outlay  of  money  would  be  remune- 
rative. Now,  however,  there  was  some 
evidence  of  the  return  that  might  h« 
obtained  by  pecuniary  outlay.  In  the 
winter  of  1879,  at  the  time  when  veiy 
severe  distress  existed  along  the  We9t 
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Coast  of  Ireland,  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
voted  £20,000  for  its  relief,  and  the 
late  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies intrusted  the  distribution  of  it  to 
a  Committee  selected  from  the  two  cen- 
tral Belief  Committees  then  existing  in 
Dublin.  The  Committee  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  proper  way  to  carry 
out  the  wishes  of  the  Canadian  donors 
was  to  expend  the  money  on  works  or 
objects  that  would  have  a  permanent 
and  lasting  effect.  The  importance  of 
harbours  and  piers  on  the  West  Coast 
of  Ireland  had  long  been  recognized. 
For  some  years  it  had  been  in  the 
power  of  the  Government  to  make  grants 
to  localities  for  the  purpose  of  assist- 
ing to  construct  harbours  and  piers  for 
the  advantage  of  the  coasting  popula- 
tion engaged  in  fishing  pursuits.  But 
those  grants  had  been  of  a  very  niggardly 
character.  They  were  limited  to  about 
£5,000  a-year  from  the  Treasury ;  it 
was  stipulated  that  the  locality  should 
provide  one-fourth  of  the  sum  required, 
and  from  the  outset  the  conditions  laid 
down  rendered  the  liberality  of  the 
Treasury  almost  useless.  So  poor  were 
the  people  that  it  was  all  but  impossible 
for  them  to  find  even  a  fourth  of  the 
money  for  any  such  works  as  were  re- 
quired. It  followed  that  the  works  con- 
structed had  been  very  few  in  number, 
and  the  authorities  had  been  unfortunate 
in  the  selection  of  sites.  The  Irish  Board 
of  Works  had  failed  in  this  as  in  other 
things,  and  had  enforced  the  necessity 
for  its  re-construction.  The  Canadian 
Grant  was  a  godsend  to  a  poor  popula- 
tion, who  were  peculiarly  situated  in  this 
respect,  that  no  amendment  of  the  Land 
Laws  would  place  them  in  a  satisfactory 
position,  because  they  could  not  subsist 
wholly  on  agriculture.  In  the  West  of 
Ireland  the  resources  of  the  people,  so 
far  as  agriculture  was  concerned,  were 
deplorable;  but  on  the  coast  the  com- 
pensation of  nature  was  remarkable  in 
the  great  productiveness  of  the  fisheries. 
Some  years  ago  the  Western  population 
derived  very  great  profits  from  the 
fisheries.  Kelp  was  also  an  unfailing 
source  of  income;  but  that  trade  had 
entirely  failed  from  no  fault  of  theirs. 
From  year  to  year  the  funds  which  en- 
abled them  to  provide  boats  and  nets  had 
disappeared.  Repairs  were  not  carried 
out;  their  boats  became  unseaworthy, 
and  their  nets  rotten.  He  thought  the 
House  would  gladly  recognize  the  deep 
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debt  of  gratitude  they  owed  to  the  Par- 
liament of  the  Dominion  in  voting  spon- 
taneously a  very  liberal  g^ant  of  money 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor  Irish  population. 
The  Committee  appointed  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  determined 
to  apply  this  sum  of  money  partly  in  the 
erection  of  piers  and  harbours,  and  partly 
in  the  provision  of  boats,  and  nets,  and 
fishing  gear.  With  regard  to  piers 
and  harbours,  the  greater  number  were 
either  completely  dilapidated  or  out  of 
repair.  They  were  fortunate  enough  to 
secure  the  assistance  of  Dr.  Brady,  who 
was  most  enthusiastio  in  his  devotion  to 
the  cause  of  Irish  fisheries.  That  gen- 
tleman gave  himself  heart  and  soul  to 
the  distribution  of  the  grant.  His  in- 
formation was  always  of  the  most  reliable 
character,  especially  as  to  the  localities 
on  which  they  should  expend  their 
money  in  providing  piers  and  harbours, 
and  they  were  able  to  contribute  more 
than  24  piers.  The  Committee  provided 
the  one-fourth  required  to  be  advanced 
by  the  locality,  and  the  Treasury  ad- 
vanced the  other  three-fourths.  But 
the  Treasury  made  an  additional  grant, 
and  instead  of  the  usual  £5,000,  they 
made  a  grant  last  year  of  £45,000,  which 
had  enabled  a  very  large  number  of 
works  to  be  commenced.  He  regretted, 
however,  to  say  that  the  Treasury,  with 
that  extreme  prudence  and  caution  which 
were,  perhaps,  right  at  the  time  when 
great  demands  were  made  for  Irish  dis- 
tress, had  given  the  House  to  understand 
that  this  £45,000  was  an  accumulation 
of  the  grants  for  nine  years  to  come,  so 
that  Ireland  would  have  to  go  so  long 
without  any  g^ant  from  the  Trea- 
sury for  these  harbours.  He  hoped 
the  Government,  on  re  -  consideration, 
would  not  adhere  to  this  resolution. 
The  Committee  had  been  able  to  contri- 
bute to  24  piers.  There  were  79  other  ap- 
plications for  improvements  to  harbours, 
for  many  of  which  other  resources  were 
available  ;  but  in  consequence  of  the  in- 
sufficiency of  the  Government  grants 
they  could  not  be  proceeded  with.  The 
total  cost  of  the  24  piers  was  £55,000, 
and  the  estimated  cost  of  the  79,  which 
the  Committee,  after  careful  investigation, 
thought  absolutely  necessary,  and  to 
which  the  localities  were  willing  to  con- 
tribute, was  £181,000.  The  works  ap- 
peared to  have  been  carried  on  very 
carefully  and  satisfactorily,  some  by  the 
Board  of  Works  and  others  by  contracts, 
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They  were  not  completed ;  but  the  Com- 
mittee reported  that  when  completed  they 
would  be  of  the  greatest  possible  value 
to  the  population  y  and  would  stimulate 
the  fisheries  veiy  much .  If  hon.  Members 
had  been  on  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland, 
on  the  tremendous  coast  of  Donegal,  for 
instance,  as  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  opposite  (Mr. Law)  had  been,  they 
would  understand  that,  with  the  terrific 
gales  on  that  coast,  unless  shelter  was  pro- 
vided, men  could  not  be  expected  to  run 
the  risk  that  would  have  to  be  incurred. 
The  richness  of  the  Irish  fisheries  had 
been  brought  out  by  the  Committee  in 
the  most  remarkable  way.  In  some  loca- 
lities the  Committee  said  that  each  canoe 
returned  laden  with  mackerel  from  50 
to  80  dozen  in  each.     There  had  not 
been  so  heavy  a  fishing  for  years.   They 
also  said  that  for  miles  along  the  coast 
of  Clare  there  were  no  nets  among  the 
fishermen    until    they  provided    them. 
According  to  their  Report,  one  boat  real- 
ized £60  in  three  nights,  and  the  cost 
of  the  boat  was  only  £12.     In  another 
locality,  where  nets  were  given  to   50 
fishermen  at  a  cost  under  £200,  in  four 
weeks  over  £1,200  worth  of  mackerel 
were  sold.     These  poor  Irish  fishermen 
had  for  years  been  prevented  from  going 
to  sea  by  the  paralyzing  effects  of  a 
poverty  which  had  grown  on  them  year 
by  year;  but  the  tiny  aid  which  had 
been  given  by  means  of  this  fund  in 
various  parts  of  Ireland  had  done  great 
good.     If  the  Government  were  anxious 
to  do  good  on  a  large  scale  there  were 
results  to  encourage  them.     The  men 
went  to  sea  regardless  of  weather,  and 
were  so  skilful  as  to  make   enormous 
captures.    The  first  necessity  was  the 
provision  of  harbours  for  the  population 
of  the  West  Coast.     If  the  Government 
wanted  to  effect  any  real  improvement 
they  must  not  proceed  at  the  rate  of 
£5,000  a-year,  as  they  had  been  doing 
of  late  years ;  but  they  must  set  aside  a 
very  considerable  sum  for  the  scientific 
construction  of  harbours  all  over  the 
West  Coast,  and  there  was  no  question 
but  that  the  outlay  would  be  highly  re- 
munerative.    He  would  recommend  an 
absolutely  free  grant  for  the  purpose, 
and  he  was  perfectly  convinced  the  ar- 
guments in  its  favour  were  very  strong. 
it  was  said  that  the  liberality  of  Liberal 
Members    extended    only    to    dividing 
among  Irishmen  the  property  of  a  par- 
ticular class.     After  all,   the  sum  he 
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asked  for  was  not  very  large,  oonnder- 
ing  the  enormous  resources  of  the  ooiu- 
try.     ELis  own  idea  was   that  at  least 
£250,000  might  be  expended  on  Irish 
fisheries  in  a  manner  that  would  be  ex- 
ceedingly  popular,  jud^ng  from  the  re- 
sults of  much  smaller  loans.     About  th« 
population  of  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland 
there  was  something  very  remarkable. 
Probably  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land had  seen  the  Heports  of  the  Irish 
Fishery  Inspectors.     If  so,  he  could  not 
have  failed  to  notice  that  the  Inspectors, 
whose  visits  made  them  acquainted  with 
the  fishing  population    all  round   the 
coast,  invariably  spoke  of  them  in  the 
highest  terms  as  peaceable,  orderly,  and 
well-conducted,  even  in   the  disturbed 
districts.   In  short,  while  the  difficulties 
of  the  countiT  were  wholly  caused  by 
the  attitude  of  the  agricultural  popula- 
tion, the  fishermen  were  worthy  objects 
of  liberality.     It  would  be  understood, 
of  course,  that  if  piers  were  constructed 
by  means  of  a  free  grant  of  money,  s 
small  tax   should   be  levied   on   those 
using  them  in  order  to  keep  them  in  re- 
pair.    But  piers  were  not  all  that  was 
wanted.  He  had  also  to  advocate  a  grast 
that  was  not  equally  defensible  from  a 
business  point  of  view.  It  would  be  use- 
less to  provide  piers  and  harbours  for 
men  who  had  no  fishing-gear,  and  who 
were  too  destitute  to  buy  it.     In  this 
case,   however,   a    much    smaller  sum 
would    suffice,    or,    rather,    would   be 
more  than  sufficient.     He  had  good  au- 
thority for  saying  that  £50,000  would 
do  a  great  deal  of  good  in  supplying 
proper  fishing  appliances.     At  present 
the  fishing  people  were  in  a  condition  of 
extreme  poverty.     Their  misery  was  un- 
deniable, and  had  been  caused  by  no 
fault  of  their  own  ;  and  the  remedy  that 
he  suggested  had  also  been  indicated 
by  the  Duke  of  Edinburc^h  as  the  result 
of  his  experience  while  distributing  The 
New   York  Herald  Belief  Fund  among 
the  people  of  the  West  Coast.    Con- 
siderations of  political  economy  might, 
no  doubt,  be  urged  against  the  grant ; 
but  political  economy  had  been  banished 
to  Jupiter  and  Saturn,  and  it  would  be 
hard  indeed  if  it  were  recalled  from 
those  heights  as  an  argument  aeainst 
needful  liberality.     It  was  to  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  distribution  of  the 
ant  would  be  a  very  easy  task.    The 
Coastguard  officers  and  the  parish  priests 
would  be  able  to  furnish  certificates 
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Btatmg  the  namea  of  the  indiyiduals 
who  were  in  need  of  some  each  State 
system  as  he  had  described^  and  it  could 
be  arranged  that  a  certain  sum  should 
be  paid  oack  by  the  fishermen  them- 
selves out  of  their  profits.  If  a  grant 
were  made  on  such  a  scale  as  he  had 
suggested  a  most  important  supply  of 
fish  would,  doubtless,  be  brougot  into 
the  English  market.  There  was  already 
a  fair  extension  of  railways  to  the  West 
Coast  of  Ireland,  and  there  would  be 
little  difficulty  in  getting  the  fish  to  the 
market.  At  present  there  were  three 
times  as  many  English  as  there  were 
Irish  boats — to  say  nothing  of  French 
boats — gathering  this  raluable  '^  harvest 
of  the  sea,"  which  was  the  property  of 
Ireland.  If  the  people  on  the  West 
Coast  had  the  appliances  by  which  they 
could  become  accustomed  once  more  to 
the  management  of  boats  and  to  marine 
exercises,  and  if  the  Admiralty  wore  to 
place  one  or  two  training  ships  on  that 
coast,  a  most  valuable  recruiting  ground 
would  be  provided  for  the  Navy.  In 
conclusion,  he  was  sorry  he  could  not 
ask  the  ^use  to  come  to  an  absolute 
decision  cli  his  proposal  at  the  present 
moment;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  he 
had  been  glad  to  avail  himself  of  this 
opportuni^  of  bringing  the  subject  be- 
fore the  House. 

Mb.  0*SnEA  said,  he  could  cor- 
roborate the  character  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  given  the  fishermen  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Ireland ;  and  he  thought 
there  was  no  part  of  it  which  showed 
more  clearly  tne  advantage  of  such  a 
proposal  as  that  now  made  than  the  dis- 
trict at  the  mouth  of  the  Shannon.  Be- 
fore the  Canadian  Grant  to  the  fisher- 
men there,  the  fishermen  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Loop  Head  were  in  the  most 
dreadful  poverty.  To-day  he  had  had  a 
a  letter  rrom  the  parish  priest,  Father 
Yaughan,  who  was  regarded  as  the 
father  of  the  fishermen  in  that  district, 
and  he  told  him  the  poor  people  there 
were  getting  on  well  this  year,  and,  as 
an  instance  of  this,  he  wrote,  ''their 
rents  are  nearly  all  paid."  The  rev. 
gentleman  pointed  out  that  in  the  dis- 
trict there  had  been  caught  this  year 
£100,000  worth  of  fish;  but  this  ouan- 
tity  had  been  nearly  all  caught  by  Eng- 
lish and  French  boats.  At  the  same 
time,  the  canoes  in  which  the  natives 
fished  bad  done  extremely  well.  Al- 
though   the    people    were   poor,   they 


were  extremely  honourable,  and  he  (Mr. 
O'Shea)  knew  instances  in  which  they 
had  repaid  loans  in  the  most  unexpectedly 
prompt  manner.  It  was  impossible  for 
those  who  had  not  been  on  the  West 
Coast  of  Ireland  to  understand  the 
great  difficulties  which  fishermen  there 
experienced.  He  must  offer  his  testi- 
mony to  the  numerous  services  of  Mr. 
Brady  on  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland. 
It  was  marvellous  how  that  gentleman 
had  devoted  his  time  for  months  past 
for  the  good  of  the  fishermen  on  that 
coast;  and  he  could  assure  the  House 
the  gratitude  of  the  men  towards  him 
was  very  deep.  He  sincerely  hoped 
some  means  would  be  taken  by  the 
Government  to  show  they  were  not  in- 
sensible of  Mr.  Brady's  services. 

Mr.  BLAKE  said,  he  would  not  tres- 
pass upon  the  House  beyond  a  few 
minutes,  because  he  had  given  Notice 
of  a  Motion  on  the  subject  of  the  Irish 
Sea  Fisheries,  and  he  could  state  his 
views  fully  when  that  came  on.  The 
noble  Lord,  to  whom  too  much  credit 
could  not  be  given  for  the  admirable 
manner  in  which  he  had  introduced  this 
matter,  had  spoken  about  the  Canadian 
Fund.  That  fund  could  not  have  been 
so  advantageously  made  use  of  if  it  had 
not  been  for  the  exertions  of  his  late 
Colleague,  Mr.  Brady,  who,  at  great 
sacrifice  to  his  comfort,  had  worked  at 
its  distribution  most  laboriously,  zeal- 
ously, and  efficiently.  The  noble  Lord 
had  not  time  to  touch  upon  the  benefits 
conferred  on  the  maritime  population  by 
another  fund.  As  many  hon.  Gentle- 
men were  aware,  there  was  a  sum  of 
£40,000 — the  residue  of  a  charitable 
fund  raised  some  40  years  ago^ which, 
during  the  Viceroyalty  of  the  Duke  of 
Marlborough,  it  was  determined  to  use 
in  g^nting  loans  to  the  Irish  fishermen. 
In  six  years  £32,000  had  been  advanced, 
and  £20,000  had  been  repaid.  There 
was  overdue  for  arrears  £856  ;  but  the 
greater  portion  of  that  sum  was  in 
course  of  repayment.  In  a  couple  of 
years  the  whole  amount  would  be  re- 
paid. He  himself,  as  Inspector  of 
Fisheries,  was  engaged  in  the  distri- 
bution of  that  fund.  They  could  have 
advanced  advantageously  10  times  as 
much  as  they  had  at  their  disposal.  In 
the  county  of  Galway  he  had,  the  first 
year,  only  £1,400  to  advance,  while 
£20,000  was  applied  for.  That,  of 
course,  was  an  excessive  figure ;  but  he 
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believed,  had  he  had  £10,000,  it  would 
have  been  usefully  employed.  The  ex- 
penditure, according  to  the  noble  Lord, 
of  the  Canadian  Fund,  had  been  attended 
with  the  most  beneficial  results,  for  the 
amount  of  fish  captured  was  50  times 
greater  than  it  would  otherwise  have 
been.  Only  eight  counties  in  Ireland 
had  the  benefit  of  the  Reproductive  Fund. 
It  would  be  of  the  greatest  advantage 
if  the  sum  available  could  be  increased, 
and  the  eight  counties  which  had  been 
left  out,  but  in  which  fishing  was  carried 
on,  could  participate  in  the  benefits 
arising  from  the  advances.  There  was 
one  thing  particularly  wanted  for  the 
Irish  fisheries,  and  that  was  a  vessel  to 
look  out  for  new  fishing  grounds  and 
for  surveying  purposes.  Scotland  had 
for  a  long  time  been  possessed  of  a 
vessel — an  efficient  vessel,  imder  the 
Fishery  Board  ;  but,  notwithstanding 
repeated  requests,  Ireland  had  never 
succeeded  in  obtaining  one.  If  such  a 
vessel  were  provided,  he  was  sure  much 
more  fish  would  be  caught.  Uppn  the 
coast  of  Kerry,  as,  indeed,  upon  the 
coast  of  different  parts  of  Ireland,  vast 
shoals  of  mackerel  were  coming  in,  and 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  if  the  seas 
around  Ireland  were  properly  fished, 
the  wages  and  food  of  the  people  would 
be  enormously  increased.  It  was  a 
deplorable  thing  that  so  magnificent  a 
field  of  industry  as  the  Irish  fisheries 
afforded  should  be  so  much  neglected 
and  comparatively  unused ;  and  he 
hoped  the  earnest  and  powerful  appeal 
of  the  noble  Lord  would  have  the  effect 
of  causing  the  Government  to  do  some- 
thing in  the  direction  of  taking  some 
steps  to  render  more  available  the 
fisheries  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  thanked  the 
noble  Lord  for  the  careful  attention  he 
had  given  to  this  subject,  and  said,  his 
excuse  for  intervening  in  the  debate 
was  that  he  represented  a  portion  of  the 
country  that  was  more  largely  affected 
by  the  question  than,  perhaps,  any 
other  part  of  the  country — he  meant 
the  town  of  Galway.  What  must 
have  struck  everybody  who  had  visited 
Oalway  was  the  almost  appalling 
rapidity  with  which  the  fishing  popu- 
lation in  the  town  had  decreased. 
There  was  no  part  of  the  Irish  problem 
that  more  immediately  demanded  the  at- 
tention of  Parliament  than  that  of  the  Irish 
fishery  population.    With  regard  to  the 
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loans,  the  noble  Lord  had  shown,  first, 
that  they  were  profitable ;  secondly,  that 
they  coidd  be  granted  with  security;  and, 
thirdly,  that  the  people  fully  deeerred 
the  loans,  and  would  properly  employ 
them.  He  had  proved  that  Uiey  were 
profitable,  and  shown  that  the  compara- 
tively small  sum  of  £11,000  spent  on 
fishing  gear  had  resulted  in  a  profit 
of,  at  least,  treble  the  outlay.  One  of 
the  numerous  correspondents  who  had 
written  on  this  subject  had  shown  the 
immense  difference  there  was  between 
the  people  who  had  had  the  advanta^ 
of  loans  and  those  who  had  not.  In  the 
second  place,  it  had  been  proved  that 
those  loans  could  be  given  with  security, 
and  he  thought  that  that  was  a  leflson 
in  the  direction  of  further  loans  from  the 
State.  On  this  point  he  could  speak 
with  a.  certain  amount  of  local  know- 
ledge, because  in  a  village  just  oataida 
Galway  a  large  number  of  loans  had 
been  granted  in  the  course  of  nine  years, 
and  he  was  sure  that  an  instance  was 
unknown  of  anything  like  a  breach  of 
engagement  by  those  to  whom  the  loans 
were  made.  One  of  the  most  painful 
difficulties  that  had  occurred  to  his  mind 
upon  this  question  was  that  somehow  or 
other  it  seemed  very  hard  to  find  out 
how  the  wishes  of  the  people  could  best 
be  met  and  their  interests  best  advanced. 
One  of  the  difficulties  was  that  the  popu- 
lation were  rather  backward ;  and  owing 
to  their  antagonism  to  anything  like  in- 
novation, and  in  order  to  relieve  people, 
especially  people  of  the  unletterea  class, 
the  State  must  not  only  give  relief,  but 
they  must  give  them  relief  in  such  a  way 
as  to  secure  the  co-operation  of  the  people 
themselves.  The  people  in  some  parts 
of  Ireland  had  had  considerable  diffi- 
culty with  the  persons  sent  to  deal  with 
them  through  a  want  of  sympathy  and  a 
true  knowledge  of  the  way  in  which  to 
deal  with  those  people.  It  was  from  no 
want  of  zeal  or  industry  on  tho  part  of 
the  fishing  population  that  they  did  not 
make  use  of  such  opportunities  as  were 
placed  at  their  disposal,  for  he  found 
that  the  Connemara  men  engaged  in 
lobster  fishing  were  sometimes  found 
hundreds  of  miles  away  from  their 
homes,  living  for  weeks  together  in  a 
small  boat  under  the  shelter  of  an  old 
sail.  It  was  true  that  that  showed  in  a 
way  that  the  people  had  not  yet  made 
much  progress  in  the  best  means  of 
utilizing    their    opportunities,    because 
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with  better  management  they  might, 
perhaps,  have  been  more  comfortable  in 
their  fishing  operations ;  but  when  they 
were  found  spending  weeks  in  an  open 
boat,  and  trayelling  hundreds  of  miles 
in  pursuit  of  their  occupation,  it  was  a 
strong  proof  that  they  were  perfectly 
willing  to  spare  themselves  no  trouble 
to  gain  such  advantages  as  their  oppor- 
tunities gave  them.  He  had  been  told 
of  a  remarkable  instance  in  his  own  con- 
stituency of  the  difficulties  placed  in  the 
way  of  developing  the  fishery  industry 
in  Ireland.  There  was  a  place  where  a 
harbour  was  very  badly  wanted,  and  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Waterford 
County  (Mr.  Blake),  when  he  occupied 
an  official  position,  had  recommended 
the  construction  of  the  harbour,  and  the 
local  landlord  was  willing  to  give  one- 
fourth  of  the  money  required.  The 
harbour  was  also  recommended  by  the 
Board  of  Trade;  but  those  were  the 
halcyon  days  when  one  who  had  since 
been  removed  to  a  higher  sphere,  under 
the  title  of  Lord  Sherbrooke,  was  the 
disposer  of  the  finances  of  this  country, 
ana  when  the  proposal  came  before  Mr. 
Lowe  it  was  with  a  single  stroke  of  the 
pen  dismissed.  No  reasons,  he  believed, 
were   given  for  the  refusal;  and  this 

5 lace  still  remained  without  a  harbour, 
housands  of  pounds  a-year  were  in  that 
way  kept  from  the  fishermen  in  that 
district.  He  wished  to  guard  himself 
against  the  expression  of  any  opinion 
which  would  subject  him  to  the  charge 
of  believing  in  Government  encourage- 
ment to  trade  in  any  country.  His 
opinions  were  rather  in  the  other  direc- 
tion ;  but  he  thought  this  was  a  case  in 
which  it  was  the  duty  of  the  State  to 
lately  foster  the  industry  of  the  people. 
Colonel  COLTHURIST  said,  he  might 
mention  the  case  of  a  village  at  Cape 
Clear  as  an  instance  of  the  development 
of  fisheries  through  the  system  of  loans 
granted  by  the  Baroness  Burdett  Coutts. 
Three  or  four  years  ago  there  were  only 
nine  boats  there;  but  now  the  people 
had  25  boats.  Those  loans  certainly 
were  granted  without  interest,  and  when 
they  were  repaid,  as  they  had  been 
punctually,  they  were  thrown  into  a 
lund  from  which  loans  were  granted  to 
other  people ;  but  he  was  satisfied  that 
the  people  who  took  those  loans  without 
interest  would  be  willing  to  pay  the  Go- 
Temment  a  small  amount  of  interest. 
With  respect  to  piers  and  harbours,  a 


change  in  the  present  system  was,  no 
doubt,  required.  In  the  present  system 
the  locality  interested  demanded  a  grant; 
but  before  the  Treasury  would  commence 
the  work  the  district  had  to  raise  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  the  money  required.  He 
thought  the  system  ought  to  be  reversed, 
and  managed  by  the  Commissioners  of 
Fisheries,  who  might  decide  where  har- 
bours might  most  suitably  be  constructed, 
and  could  carry  out  the  work  irrespec- 
tive of  the  local  contribution.  There 
were  long  stretches  of  coast  in  the  county 
of  Cork  where  there  was  no  sort  of  har- 
bour; but  the  Commissioners,  if  they 
could  act,  would  find  good  places  for 
harbours.  Then,  with  regard  to  the 
loans  from  the  Keproductive  Loan  Fund, 
they  only  amounted  to  about  £800,000 ; 
and  when  the  House  considered  the  three 
bad  years  which  Ireland  had  experienced 
they  ought  to  be  ashamed  of  that  amount. 
The  fund  ought  to  be  entirely  re-orga- 
nized.   

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
regretted  that,  owing  to  the  absence  of 
the  Chief  Secretary,  it  had  devolved 
upon  him  to  take  part  in  this  discussion. 
Time  was  valuable,  and  he  should  have 
been  glad  if,  instead  of  this  long  discus- 
sion, they  could  have  been  providing 
the  money  for  the  year's  expenditure; 
but  he  admitted  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  had  done  well  by  calling  at- 
tention to  the  good  work  done  by  the 
Canadian  Committee.  He  thought  we 
owed  a  tribute  to  the  generosity  of  Ca- 
nada, and  to  the  gentlemen  who  had  ad- 
ministered the  liberality  of  Canada  so 
beneficially  and  so  well.  His  only  com- 
plaint against  the  noble  Lord  was  that, 
whilst  calling  attention  to  the  subject, 
he  did  not  seem  to  have  given  very  close 
and  minute  attention  to  it  himself.  Any- 
one studying  this  question  would  have 
avoided  the  singularly  incorrect  state- 
ment in  the  Resolution  as  to  the  amount 
of  the  Canadian  Grant,  and  also  the  con- 
clusion of  the  noble  Lord  as  to  thecondi- 
ti(ins  which  were  now  attached  to  loans. 
Again,  the  amount  of  money  lent  was 
not  so  small  as  the  noble  Lord  thought. 
Hi."  had  given  a  marvellous  instance  of 
the  results  of  the  money  advanced  by 
the  Canadian  Committee.  The  conclu- 
sion which  occurred  to  him  (I^ord  Frede- 
rick Cavendish)  was  that,  as  few,  if  any, 
of  the  fishery  piers  to  be  provided  by  the 
assistance  of  the  Canadian  Grant  were 
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as  yet  completed,  they  could  not  as  yet 
have  been  of    any  assistance    to    the 
fisheries ;  yet,  in  spite  of  that,  there  had 
been  the   marvellous  development,   in 
bringing  to  the  coast  large  shoals  of  fish 
this  year,  of  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
spoken.     He  thought  a  great  deal  of 
that  development  was  due  to  the  mer- 
ciful interposition  of  Providence  rather 
than  to  the  expenditure  of  loans.    Then, 
if  it  was  true  that  the  money  had  earned 
500  per  cent  in  a  few  days  or  weeks, 
how  came  it  that  fishermen  generally 
were  in  the  deplorable  state  described  ? 
The  noble  Lord  had  complained  with 
severity  of  the  niggardliness  of  the  ad- 
vances which  Parliament  had  made  for 
many  years  in  aid  of  the  fisheries ;  but 
those  grants  were  very  much  larger  than 
those  made  for  the  similar  industry  in 
Scotland ;  and  the  conditions  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  so  bitterly  complained 
of  simply  consisted  in  asking  that  the 
locality  benefiting  should  show  some  in- 
terest by  contributing  one-fourth  of  the 
cost.    And  how  had  that  engagement 
been  fulfilled?    Was  it  unwise  for  the 
State  to  take  some  precautions  to  pre- 
vent the  money  it  spent  being  absolutely 
wasted  by  the  neglect  of  those  to  whom 
it  was  intrusted?    He  feared  that  the 
expenditure  of  £5,000   a-year  had,  so 
far,  resulted  in  but  little  real  gain  to 
the  fisheries ;  and  he  was  not  quite  so 
sanguine  as  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the 
expenditure  of  further  sums.     The  noble 
Lord  asked  the  Government  to  make  a 
grant  of  public  money  for  the  purpose 
of  developing  the  Irish  fisheries.     This 
year's  Estimates  included  a  grant  of 
£28,000,  irrespective  of  the    ordinary 
grant ;  and  he  thought  they  had  better 
see  the  result  of  the  expenditure  of  this 
large  sum  before  embarking  upon  any 
further  undertaking  in  this  respect.  The 
noble    Lord  wished,  also,  that  grants 
shotdd  be  given  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
viding the  fishermen  with  nets  and  boats ; 
but  many  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  supported  him  had  not  gone  so  far 
as  that.     He  would  ask  a  question  of 
the  noble  Lord.     Why  should  this  par- 
ticular industry  be  singled  out  for  State 
favour?    They  might  just  as  well,  and 
with  equal  propriety,  find  money  for  the 
development  of  agpriculture.     He  held 
that  the  State  would  incur  very  con- 
siderable responsibility  if,   by  otfering 
grants,  it  induced  men  to  enter  on  this 
trade,  which  he  believed  was  a  very 
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precarious  one,  inasmuoh  as  it  greatly 
depended  on  the  seasons.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  noble  Lord  had  read 
all  the  Report  to  which  he  had  referred; 
but  if  he  nad  done  so,  it  was  wonderful 
that  he  had  escaped  the  warning  which 
its  pages  gave  as  to  the  danger  of  the 
proposed  generosity  of  the  Government— 
iftheycalleditgenerosity — beingabused. 
In  the  Report  of  Mr.  Brady,  and  of 
the  Canadian  Oommittee,  attention  waa 
strongly  drawn  to  the  difficulty  of  select- 
ing cases  in  which  to  make  grants. 
They  stated  they  were  flooded  with 
applications;  but,  upon  investigation, 
many  of  the  applicants  turned  out  to  be 
improperly  recommended.  If  this  were 
the  case  with  a  Committee  of  gentleman 
administering  a  voluntary  fund,  wi» 
there  not  a  likelihood  of  a  greater  aboM 
if  a  grant  were  made  by  the  State? 
Every  locality  would  think  it  right  U) 
get  as  large  a  share  of  the  plunaer  u 
possible.  But  whilst  be  thought  it 
would  be  unwise  for  the  State  to  em- 
bark upon  the  experiment,  he  considered 
the  Canadian  Committee  had  done  good 
by  the  example  it  had  set.  It  had  shown 
how  money  mig^t  be  applied  by  the 
liberality  of  individuals ;  but  he  hoped 
he  had  explained  the  detrimental  resulta 
which  would  follow  if  the  State  attempted 
to  foster  by  direct  grants  a  particular  in- 
dustry. 

Me.  GIBSON  said,  hie  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  had  done  very  valuable 
service  in  bringing  this  extremely  impor- 
tant Irish  subject  under  the  notice  of 
the  House;  and,  bearing  in  mind  the 
difficulty  of  the  position  of  those  in 
charge  of  the  Treasury,  he  did  not 
think  it  could  have  been  expected  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  to  say  much  more 
than  he  had  just  addressed  to  thorn. 
They  could  not  expect  the  Trea8xu7  to 
be  anxious  to  make  grants  for  every 
purpose  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  mnil 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Irish  fisheriei 
presented  immense  opportunities  for  s 
great  fishing  industiy,  and  that  now 
they  were  not  as  prosperous  as  they  wer* 
some  years  ago.  It  was  quite  true,  tf 
stated  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
that  it  was  impossible  to  be  sanguine  M 
to  every  proposal  made  in  this  matter; 
but  he  did  hope  the  Irish  Members  and 
people  interested  in  the  question  mig^^ 
regard  the  speech  of  the  noble  I<>^ 
(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  as  indica- 
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tive  of  an  eameet  desire  on  the  part  of 
the  Oovemment  to  foster  and  encourage 
the  fisheries  of  Ireland  in  every  legiti- 
mate way.  They  must  look  at  the  matter 
rationally,  practically,  and  with  a  dis- 
criminating eye ;  and  he  thought  they 
might  expect  the  Government  would  do 
everything  they  possibly  could  to  de- 
velop this  great  Irish  industry.  It 
would  be  unreasonable  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  or  the  Government  to  say  very 
much  more  on  the  present  occasion,  par- 
ticularly at  this  hour;  but  he  trusted, 
when  tne  matter  came  again  before  the 
House,  it  might  do  so  at  an  earlier  hour, 
so  that  they  would  have  the  opportimity 
of  considering  it  at  greater  length. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  there  were  one 
or  two  points  which  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had  over- 
looked. Ireland  contributed  to  the  Im- 
perial Exchequer  £3,000,000  a-year 
over  and  above  the  amount  spent  in  Ire- 
land; and,  therefore,  it  was  not  unreason- 
able for  Uiem  to  ask  a  very  small  por- 
tion of  this  money  for  the  aevelopment 
of  their  fisheries.  Furthermore,  the 
English  people  altogether  forgot  they 
had  crushed  all  organization  in  Ireland 
for  the  last  1 50  years.  It  was  only  for 
the  last  SO  years  they  had  had  Corpo- 
rations and  Farm  Commissioners,  and 
as  yet  they  had  no  county  organization. 
The  English  aristocracy  had  carefully 
crushed  out  all  means  of  organization 
in  Ireland.  At  this  moment  Ireland, 
which  in  reality  had  great  industrial  re* 
sources,  was  suffering  from  former  op- 
pression and  present  neglect,  and  until 
the  Oovemmeut  did  something  to  remedy 
such  a  state  of  things  it  was  not  ful- 
filling its  duty. 

Mb.   T.   D.   SULLIVAN  would  not 
have  risen  to  take  part  in  the  debate 
but  for  the  concluding   words  of   the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury.   The  noble  Lord  devoted  a  great 
portion  of  his  speech  to  showing  what  a 
great  mistake  it  would  be  for  the  State 
to  expend   any  money  upon  piers  and 
harbours  in  Ireland,  and  upon  nets  or 
boats,  or  upon  anything   which   would 
tend  to   develop  and  encourage   Irish 
fisheries ;  but  he  wound  up  by  tolling 
them  that  it  would  be  an  excellent  thing 
for  foreign  Governments  and  charitable 
and  benevolent  individuals.     How  did 
it  happen  that  what  was  not  befitting  an 
Knglisn  Oovemment  was  noble  and  good 
on  the  part  of  the  Canadian  Govern- 
BMut  ?    So  much  for  the  development  of 


Irish  industry  under  the  fostering  rule 
of  the  British  Parliament  and  a  Liberal 
Administration.  Charitable  ladies  and 
gentlemen  would  do  exceedingly  well 
to  come  and  do  for  Ireland  what  the 
British  Government  and  British  Exche- 
quer thought  very  wrong  on  their  part. 
The  sum  of  money  sought  by  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Bandolph  ChurchUl)  was  very 
small ;  but,  nevertheless,  it  was  refused. 
He  had  often  noticed  that  millions  of 
money  were  readily  granted  to  carry  on 
some  disgraceful  little  war  in  some  dis- 
tant part  of  the  world,  or  in  pursuit  of 
a  scientific  Frontier ;  but  when  it  was 
proposed  to  foster  a  native  industry  in 
a  country  which  had  been  oppressed  by 
British  rule  the  question  was  too  large 
to  be  considered,  and  a  vast  number  of 
objections  were  taken  on  the  score  of 
political  economy  and  other  things.  The 
present  question  had  been  met  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  in  a  very  paltry, 
ungracious,  and  niggardly  manner.  They 
did  not  want  to  take  away  anything 
from  the  pockets  of  the  British  tax- 
payer ;  but  this  was  a  question  on  which 
they  missed  the  care  of  a  native  Govern- 
ment. Under  self-rule  in  Ireland,  12 
months  would  not  elapse  without  a 
liberal  outlay,  which  would  be  fullv 
justified  and  repaid  in  a  short  time.  If 
the  British  taxpayers  would  leave  them 
to  manage  their  own  resources  and  use 
their  own  money  and  credit,  they  would 
not  ask  a  farthing  from  England ;  but 
while  they  wore  oppressed  and  im- 
poverished they  might  fairly  claim  that 
tho  British  Treasury  should  give  them 
that  small  instalment  of  justice.  The 
caso  had  been  powerfully  stated,  the 
arguments  were  conclusive ;  but  the  case 
had  been  met  in  the  manner  in  which 
such  proposals  usually  were. 

Question,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,*'  put,  and  a^rsedto. 

SUPPLY— ARMY  ESTI31ATES. 

Supply — coiuidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  CniLDEES :  My  noble  Friend 
tho  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish)  does  not  propose 
at  this  hour  to  take  the  Civil  Service 
Votes,  which,  of  course,  would  involve 
some  debate ;  but  I  beg  leave  to  ask  the 
Committee  to  take  the  Vote  for  provi- 
sions, fuel,  and  transport  in  the  Army 
Estimates,  as  that  does  not  involve  any 
contested  matter.    It  is  very  important 
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that  we  should,  if  possible,  take  that 
Vote  now  in  order  to  have  sufficient 
Supply,  and  later  on,  after  the  Irish 
Land  Bill  is  disposed  of,  we  may  devote 
a  whole  of  one  or  two  evenings  to  the 
discussion  of  the  Army  Estimates,  with- 
out having  to  take  the  items  of  this  De- 
partment later  than  10  or  11  o'clock.  If 
the  Committee  will  allow  me  to  take 
this  Vote,  which  does  not  involve  any  of 
the  questions  of  Army  Organization,  I 
will  undertake  that  the  other  Votes, 
which  do  involve  questions  of  principle, 
shall  be  taken  at  such  an  hour  as  shall 
enable  the  House  to  discuss  them  fully. 
The  only  object  we  have  is  to  enable 
that  discussion  to  take  place  at  a  conve- 
nient time,  and  I  trust  the  Committee 
will  allow  this  Vote  to  be  taken. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed y 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,411,000,  be 
ffranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  Provisions,  Forage,  Fuel,  Transport,  and 
other  Services,  which  will  come  in  course  of 

Sa}'nient  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst 
ay  of  March  1882." 

Colonel  STANLEY :  These  Benches 
are  not  much  occupied  at  the  present 
time ;  but,  speaking  for  those  who  sit 
round  me,  I  may  say  there  appears  to 
be  nothing  at  all  unreasonable  in  the 
proposal  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
maae,  and  we  shall  do  our  best  to  sup- 
port him.  The  House  has  already  voted 
the  number  of  men,  and  the  establish- 
ments of  the  Services,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  merely  asks  to  be  allowed 
to  take  the  Votes  necessary  to  keep  those 
establishments  in  existence.  That  seems 
a  fair  proposal,  and  although  it  would 
be  too  much  to  say  of  any  Vote  that  it 
involves  no  controversial  matter,  yet 
after  the  assurance  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  on  other  matters,  which 
involve  organization  and  questions  of 
change,  there  shall  be  fair  discussion  at 
a  future  time,  the  proposal  seems  to  me 
to  be  altogether  reasonable. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOE  failed 
to  discover  any  grounds  for  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel 
Stanley)  taking  upon  himself  to  an- 
swer for  that  side  of  the  House. 
[Colonel  Stanley  :  I  said  —  **  Those 
who  sit  round  me."]  He  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  thought  there  was  very 
good  reason  to  object  to  the  Vote 
being  taken  at  that  time.  It  was  a  Vote 
for  £3,411,000,  and  it  appeared  to  him 
a  monstrous  proposal  that  it  should  be 

Mr.  ChOim 


treated  as  if  it  were  a  mere  flea-bite, 
and  that  they  should  vote  neaily 
£3,500,000  as  a  matter  of  course,  with- 
out inquiry,  simply  because  the  House 
had  voted  the  number  of  men.  He  en- 
tirely objected  to  the  proposal,  and  he 
should  move  to  report  Prog^ress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
**That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— 
{Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor."^ 

Sir  WALTEE  B.  B AETTELOT  said, 

the  alternative  course  seemed  to  be,  if 
the  Committee  did  not  take  that  Vote, 
that  they  would  have  to  give  a  Vote  on 
Account.  The  only  question  he  wished  to 
ask  was,  whether  the  Vote  contained  the 
necessary  sums  for  carrying  on  the  wir 
in  the  Transvaal?  He  presumed  that  it 
did;  but  he  also  presumed  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  to  come 
presently  for  a  Supplementary  Vote  for 
that  war.  That  being  so,  and  seeing 
that  this  was  the  Vote  they  usually  had 
to  pass,  and  that,  in  his  humble  judg- 
ment, it  would  be  far  better  to  gi?e  the 
Vote  as  it  stood  than  to  give  a  genenl 
Vote  on  Account,  which  was  not  usasl 
on  Army  Estimates,  he  should  support 
the  Vote. 

Mr.  CHILDEES  said,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  was  right.  This  was  the 
ordinary  Vote,  and,  of  course,  it  would  be 
necessary  to  bring  in  a  Supplementarj 
Vote  as  to  transport  in  South  Africa.  He 
had  selected  this  particular  Vote  as  the 
one  least  open  to  discussion  ;  but  he 
would  pledge  himself  that  the  House 
should  have  ample  opportunity,  not  at 
a  late  hour,  but  at  the  beginning  of  a 
JSitting,  for  discussing  Votes  which  raised 
questions  of  importance. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GOBDON  re- 
minded the  Committee  that  a  Vote  of 
£3,000,000  would  enable  the  Govern- 
ment to  go  on  without  other  Votei 
till  a  late  period,  and  the  House  would 
probably  at  the  end  of  the  Session  be 
asked  to  give  further  Votes,  and  then 
adjourn  at  once.  Would  the  one  or  two 
nights  promised  be  given  before  the  new 
Warrant  for  Army  Organization,  to 
which  the  Army  were  looking  forward 
with  such  apprehension,  came  into  opera- 
tion ?  What  the  Army  and  the  country 
wanted  was  more  detailed  information 
on  the  important  changes  about  to  take 
place,  which  were  canring  dismay  into 
the  hearts  of  all  the  old  officers  m  the 
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Army.  No  •  doubt  they  would  be  all 
right ;  but  the  Army  wanted  to  know, 
and  it  would  be  a  great  misfortune  if 
the  new  Warrant  came  out  on  the  Ist  of 
July  without  the  House  having  an  op- 
portunity of  getting  information  upon  it. 
Mb.  CHILDEKS  assured  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  that  he  would  lay 
on  the  Table,  not  at  the  end  of  July  or 
the  beginning  of  August,  but  as  soon  as 
the  details  were  completed,  full  and 
ample  information.  Then,  as  to  the 
further  Votes,  he  should  not  allow  the 
£&ct  of  this  Vote  being  taken  now  to 
delay  the  other  Votes  for  a  single  day. 
The  Army  Estimate  Votes  could  not  be 
taken  until  the  Land  Bill  had  been 
dealt  with  ;  but  he  would  undertake 
that  the  original  intention  of  bringing 
on  those  Votes  at  the  very  earliest  day 
should  be  adhered  to.  The  House  should 
have  the  most  ample  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing them. 

Major  NOLAN  wished  to  point  out 
the  inconvenience  of  taking  this  Vote  at 
such  an  hour  without  a  special  under- 
taking. The  custom  was  to  take  a  first 
Vote  for  £5,500,000,  and  that  opened 
up  all  questions  as  to  the  men  for  the 
Army.  This  Vote  preceded  a  long  dis- 
cussion on  the  whole  details  of  the  Army, 
and  all  those  points  would  have  to  be 
dealt  with  on  another  Vote.  By  giving 
one  Vote  in  Committee  they  would  be 
unable  to  raise  any  general  discussion 
at  all,  unless  the  Government  would 
agree  to  allow  it  on  other  Votes  under 
which  general  questions  did  not  strictly 
come. 

Sir  henry  FLETCHER  said,  he 
did  not  intend  to  offer  any  opposition  to 
the  Vote,  because  he  considered  it  most 
important.  It  was  connected  with  forage 
and  fuel  and  transport,  which  must  be 
provided  for  as  soon  as  possible.  He 
noped  the  Committee  would  support  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  and  pass 
the  Vote.  They  had  had  an  assurance 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  they 
should  have  an  opportunity  on  the  Esti- 
mates of  bringing  forward  all  matters  con- 
nected with  organization,  and  he  hoped 
the  Committee  would  allow  the  Vote  to 
he  taken  without  any  further  debate. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  abked  whether  the  de- 
tails of  the  new  organization  would  bo 
before  the  House  before  that  scheme  was 
carried  out  ? 

Kb.  GHILDERS  said,  the  deUUs  in 
the  second  Memorandum  would  be  laid 


on  the  Table  before  the  new  scheme 
was  carried  out — in  fact,  in  a  very  few 
days.  Whether  the  discussion  could  be 
taken  before  the  1st  of  July  he  could  not 
say,  because  that  would  depend  on  the 
progress  made  with  the  Irish  Land  Bill. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  :  Will  the  House  have 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  an  opinion 
upon  it  before  it  comes  into  operation  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Certainly. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  did  not  think  the  answer  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  satisfactory  at  all; 
and,  as  a  general  rule,  when  there  was 
this  agreement  between  the  two  Front 
Benches,  he  thought  it  was  the  bounden 
duty  of  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way to  oppose  the  Government.  Nobody 
knew  better  than  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  that  the  Government  had  all 
sorts  of  little  arrangements — a  kind  of 
Masonic  practices,  only  known  to  them- 
selves, and  only  to  be  detected  when  the 
two  Front  Benches  agreed.  That  agree- 
ment was  the  only  intimation  indepen- 
dent Members  had  that  they  had  better 
be  upon  their  guard.  On  that  ground 
he  should  offer  some  resistance  to  the 
Vote.  Another  point  that  he  considered 
objectionable  was  that  the  Secretary  of 
State,  having  already  had  £4,500,000, 
should  ask  for  the  enormous  sum  of 
£3,500,000  at  this  hour  of  the  night  for 
a  certain  purpose,  when  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  apply  the  money  to  that  purpose. 
The  money  was  got  under  a  name  that 
would  apply  to  cul  sorts  of  things,  and 
therefore  the  money  was  being  obtained 
under — well,  not  being  obtained  for  the 
real  purpose  set  before  the  Committee. 
The  general  principle  on  which  the  Go- 
vernment proceeded  was  thoroughly  un- 
sound, and  one  which  Liberal  Members 
would  not  agree  to  if  a  Conservative 
Government  were  in  power.  That  was 
that  every  Vote  of  Supply,  every  English 
measure,  every  mortal  thing  that  came 
before  the  House,  had  to  be  put  off  in- 
definitely until  the  Irish  Land  Bill  had 
made  progress.  That  was  thoroughly 
wrong,  for  the  Land  Bill  might  not  leave 
this  House  till  the  end  of  July  or  the 
middle  of  August. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  must 
point  out  to  his  noble  Friend  that  there 
were  exceptions  to  the  best  established 
rules  ;  ancl  it  was  within  their  experience 
that  the  two  Front  Benches  had  been 
right  when  they  agreed.  He  thought  this 
was  one  of  those  oooasionBi  and  he  should 
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support  the  Government  if  they  went  to 
a  division.  He  thought  it  would  facili- 
tate matters  if  the  Secretary  of  State 
would  assure  the  Committee  that  he 
would  not  take  any  Vote  later  than  the 
middle  of  July. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  assured  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  would  not  postpone  the 
Army  Estimates  one  single  day  beyond 
what  was  necessary ;  but,  for  the  general 
purposes  of  the  Government,  he  would 
nave  to  ask  their  forbearance. 

Sib  ALEXANDER  GORDON  quite 
agreed  that  these  collusions  between  the 
two  Front  Benches  were  dangerous 
things.  The  fact  was  that  the  ex-Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  had  prepared  a 
scheme  which  his  own  Government  would 
not  bring  into  operation,  and  he  had  put 
it  into  a  pigeon-hole  in  bis  Office,  and  the 
present  Secretary  finding  it  there  now 
asked  the  House  to  sanction  what  the 
late  Government  would  not  do.  He 
thought  the  late  Government  were  quite 
right,  and  showed  great  prudence ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  stated 
whether  the  House  would  have  an  op- 
portunity of  expressing  its  opinion  on 
the  new  organization  before  it  came  into 
operation,  and  he  wished  they  could 
have  an  assurance  to  that  effect. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  he  wished 
to  disabuse  the  mind  of  his  noble  Friend 
and  some  others  of  the  idea  that  there 
was  necessarily  any  arrangement  be- 
the  two  Front  Benches  on  this  occasion. 
What  caused  him  to  deprecate  undue 
discussion  was  that  the  House,  having 
already  voted  the  men  and  material  of 
the  Army,  woidd  stultify  itself  if  it  re- 
fused to  allow  the  head  of  the  Army  to 
carry  out  the  previous  Vote.  But  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
facilitate  the  progress  of  the  Vote  by 
letting  the  Committee  understand  that, 
not  only  so  far  as  he  was  concerned,  but 
so  far  as  the  Government  were  con- 
cerned, there  would  be  an  opportunity 
for  discussion  before  the  Regulations  of 
the  1st  of  July  were  acted  upon. 

Mr.  CHn^DERS  said,  he  would  re- 
peat the  assurance  he  had  already  given 
that  he  would  not  delay  by  one  single 
day  these  Estimates,  and  that  he  would 
do  his  very  best  to  get  them  before  July. 
He  did  not  think  he  could  be  more  ex- 
plicit than  that. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  that  on  this 
occasion  he  should  support  the  noble 
Lord.     Night  after  night  these  Esti- 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


mates  were  pressed  upon  them  at  a  lata 
hour,  because  of  the  Liah  Land  Bill 
They  were  voting  away  the  money  of 
the  people  of  this  country,  and  that  wu 
what  they  ought  to  consider  long  before 
the  Land  Bill,  which  would  do  no  good 
at  all.    In  the  meantime,  however,  he 
wished  to  know  if  this  Vote  included  the 
cost  of  transport  in  the  recent  operatioai 
in  the  Transvaal.    If   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  assured  them  that  the  YoU 
was  absolutely  necessary,  he  would  not 
oppose  it ;  but  he  had  not  told  them  so. 
He  deprecated  this  hasty  way  of  voting 
£3,500,000.     It  was  a  course  which  the 
Liberal  Party  would  never  allow  othew 
to  follow,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knew  very  well  that  he  would  oppose 
such  a  course,  and  had  opposed  it  when 
it  was  proposed  by  another  Government 

Me.  CHILDERS  said,  he  had  never 
objected  to  any  Vote  of  this  kind  when 
it  had  been  declared  to  be  necessary  for 
the  Public  Service.  The  charge  with 
respect  to  the  Transvaal  was  for  troops 
who  had  gone  out  in  the  early  part  of 
the  year,  and  the  other  matters  there 
would  be  an  opportunity  of  discussing. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  the 
Secretary  of  State  had  told  them  that 
this  Vote  was  necessary,  and  on  that 
ground  he  should  support  the  GK>vem- 
ment.  It  was  not  in  the  least  from  any 
agreement  between  the  Front  Benches, 
but  because  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  carry  on  the  Services  of  the  country. 
A  word  about  the  Civil  Service  Esti- 
mates. It  was  an  enormous  temptation 
to  the  Government,  especially  when  they 
had  ffot  a  heavy  Bill  before  them,  to  put 
off  me  Estimates  to  the  latest  possible 
time.  He  understood  they  were  going 
to  ask  a  Vote  for  six  weeks  on  account 
for  the  Civil  Service  Estimates ;  and  he 
understood,  from  the  peculiar  circoffl- 
stances  of  this  year,  that  that  Vote  would 
be  granted  to  them.  But  he  wanted  to 
give  the  Government  warning  that  they 
were  not  to  expect  another  Vote  on  Ac- 
count, and,  having  had  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  so  far,  they  must  not  ask  for 
that  indulgence  again  simply  becauae 
they  had  a  Bill  before  them  which  muit 
go  on.  He  should  oppose  any  further 
Vote  on  Account,  because  it  was  time 
they  resorted  to  the  old  practice,  and 
that  the  Votes  for  the  Civil  Service  and 
also  for  the  gpreater  Services  should  not 
be  put  off  to  a  late  period.  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  right  non.  (Gentleman 
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was  right  in  sayinff  that  under  the  pre- 
vious QoTemment  he  had  never  opposed 
a  Vote  which  was  declared  to  be  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  the  Public  Service. 
At  the  same  time,  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  when  the  late  Govemmerment  did 
ask  for  Votes  on  Account  they  were  op- 
posed by  a  great  number  of  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen,  and  were  re- 
quested to  g^ve  up  their  Bills  and  go  on 
with  Supply. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  he  thought  a 
good  deal  of  the  money  expended  on 
transport  at  home  was  wasted.  There 
was  £  1 16,000  for  the  escort  of  prisoners, 
and  his  own  experience  was  that  there 
were  more  escorts  going  about  than 
were  necessary.  This  employment  took 
the  men  away  from  drill  and  cost  the 
country  a  great  deal  of  money,  and  very 
often  persons  were  taken  up  for  de- 
serters who  were  not  deserters  at  all. 
If  attention  were  called  to  this,  several 
thousands  of  pounds  might  be  saved. 
It  often  happened  that  men  who  were 
merely  absent  without  leave  were  ar- 
rested and  sent  under  escort.  A  large 
number  of  Eoman  Catholic  men  were 
sent  out  without  any  chaplain ;  and  al- 
though the  late  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty promised  that  when  there  were 
a  laree  number  a  Catholic  chaplain 
should  be  sent  out  with  them,  he  (Major 
Nolan)  believed  the  promise  had  never 
been  executed,  and  he  would  like  to 
know  whether  that  was  so  or  not. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  his  attention 
had  been  drawn  to  the  question  of  de- 
serters, and  as  to  the  Homan  Catholics 
he  would  take  care  that  when  there  were 
a  large  number  sent  out,  a  Eoman 
Catholic  chaplain  should  bo  sent  with 
them.  A  promise  to  that  effect  had 
been  given  m  general  terms,  and  in  one 
case  a  Boman  Catholic  chaplain  was 
sent  with  a  troop-ship  this  year  to  South 
Africa.  He  believed  that  what  had 
been  done  had  been  entirely  satisfactory 
to  those  who  looked  after  that  question. 
The  troop-ship  expenditure  did  not 
come  under  this  Vote.  It  was  an  Ad- 
miralty Vote. 

Mjuor  NOLAN  did  not  think  the 
promise  as  to  chaplains  had  been  ful- 
mled,  and  he  urged  that  if  men  of  other 
religions  had  chaplains,  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholics should. 

CoLovEL  STANLEY  said,  that  to  the 
best  of  his  recollection  the  promise  was 
given,  not  by  himself,  but  by  the  right 


hon.  Gentleman  the  then  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer ;  but  when  the  matter 
was  looked  into  it  was  found  to  be  im- 
practicable. At  the  same  time,  as  far 
as  he  was  aware,  the  question  had  not 
been  lost  sight  of. 

Mr.  HEALY  reminded  the  Commit- 
tee and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Childers)  that  some  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers wished  to  discuss  the  presence  of 
soldiers  in  Ireland  assisting  in  evictions. 
They  could  not  attempt  to  do  that  at  so 
late  an  hour,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  give  them  an  assurance 
they  would  be  willing  to  waive  the 
matter  then.  There  was,  however,  an- 
other matter.  Public  feeling  in  Ireland 
was  very  high ;  there  were  Irish  soldiers 
there  who  sometimes  went  out  on  the 
spree,  and  cheered  Irish  leaders.  For 
that  exceptional  sentences  were  inflicted, 
and  there  was  one  case  in  which  a  young 
man  of  the  18th  Eoyal  Irish  was  sen- 
tenced to  12  months'  imprisonment. 
The  Irish  Members  would  also  like  to 
discuss  the  conduct  of  the  Guards  in 
Dublin,  which  was,  beyond  all  doubt,  a 
disgrace  to  the  British  Army,  and  a  stand- 
ing menace  to  every  peaceful  citizen  in 
Dublin.  There  was  a  case  the  other 
day  in  which  two  or  three  of  those 
roughs  had  knocked  down  and  beaten  a 
man,  and  the  man  could  get  no  satisfac- 
tion ;  and  there  was  the  celebrated  case 
of  the  man  who  was  thrown  into  a  canal 
by  some  Army  Service  Corps  men  and 
nearly  drowned.  There  was  a  series  of 
these  cases,  and,  seeing  the  way  in 
which  troops  were  being  poured  into 
Ireland,  and  how  careful  tne  Govern- 
ment were  that  they  should  be  English 
soldiers,  it  was  important  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  snould  keep  a  stnct 
watch  over  them.  And  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  introduced  Votes,  it 
would  be  well  if  he  would  bring  them 
on  at  a  reasonable  hour,  so  that  they 
might  be  discussed. 

Mr.  CHILDEBS  said,  the  general 
points  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  might 
be  dealt  with  on  Vote  3 ;  but  he  could 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  there  was 
not,  either  on  the  part  of  the  officers  or 
of  the  superior  authorities  in  Ireland, 
any  desire  to  screen  any  soldiers  who 
might  commit  any  improprieties  such  as 
had  been  described.  On  the  contrary, 
when  such  cases  had  come  before  them, 
they  had  rigidly  dealt  with  them.  It 
was  not  the  case  that  the  soldiers  had 


1569        Supply — Army 


(COMMONS  I 


JS8t%maU$, 


1560 


been  severely  punished  for  cheering; 
but  in  one  of  the  cases  referred  to  the 
man  had  used  language  of  a  most  trea- 
sonable character,  which  could  not  be 
passed  over.  The  wish  of  the  Army  autho- 
rities was  that  discipline  in  all  respects 
should  be  maintained.  In  regard  to  the 
case  of  the  man  thrown  into  a  canal, 
the  man  appeared  not  to  be  sober,  and 
when  he  was  asked  to  pick  out  the  men 
who  had  assaulted  him  he  could  not 
identify  them.  He  did  not  know  what 
more  the  authorities  could  have  done 
than  they  had  done  in  that  case. 

Mr.  p.  martin  said,  he  was  inte- 
rested on  behalf  of  some  of  the  Militia 
Staff-sergeants  in  Ireland,  who  considered 
themselves  ill-treated;  and  he  was 
anxious  to  know  more  definitely  when 
the  Army  Scheme  would  be  brought 
under  the  attention  of  the  House.  He 
would  not  go  into  the  details  of  the 
grievances  of  these  men  ;  but  he  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  consi- 
deration of  his  not  doing  so,  to  give 
some  precise  statement  as  to  when  the 
scheme  cotdd  be  brought  before  the 
House,  80  that  there  should  be  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  the  grievances,  and 
urging  them  upon  the  House. 

Mr.  OHILDjERS  had  had  no  intima- 
tion of  the  grievances ;  but  on  Vote  5 
he  would  give  the  hon.  Member  the 
fullest  opportunity  of  discussing  them. 
At  present,  however,  he  was  not  aware 
of  the  special  points  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  referred. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  consi- 
dered it  obvious  that  the  Committee  was 
not  then  in  a  condition  to  pass  this  Vote. 
Here  was  an  hon.  Member  appealing  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  for  an 
assurance  about  something,  and  when 
the  Committee  tried  to  ascertain  what  it 
was  upon  which  he  wanted  an  assurance 
they  found  it  had  nothing  to  do  with 
this  Vote.  This  was  simply  because  the 
Vote  had  been  suddenly  sprung  upon 
the  House,  and  when  not  a  Member  of 
the  Government  had  a  copy  of  the  Esti- 
mates in  his  hands.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  had  more  than  one- third 
of  the  Effective  Vote  voted  to  him,  and  he 
said  he  should  have  another  £3,500,000 ; 
and  he  proposed  that  the  discussion  of 
the  Army  Estimates  should  go  on  in  the 
beginning  of  July.  From  the  1st  of 
April  to  the  Ist  of  July  was  only  three 
months,  and  he  could  not  in  that  quarter 
have  spent  £4,500,000.    The  statement, 

Mr.  OhOd^rt 


therefore,  that  the  money  was  ahtolntelj 
necessary  now  would  not  bear  inveetiga- 
tion.  He  would  further  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  always  had 
balances  of  millions  under  the  control 
of  the  War  Oflfice.  He  did  not  seem  to 
be  so  well  acquainted  with  the  details 
of  his  Office  as  he  might  be.  At  the 
end  of  the  Appropriation  Account  in 
any  year  he  would  find  in  detail  th» 
account  of  all  the  balances  standing  to 
the  credit  of  the  War  Office  at  the  end 
of  September,  and  he  would  find  that 
these  balances  invariably  amounted  to 
£12,000,000  or  £15.000.000.  He  did 
not  say  that  all  these  moneys  were  im- 
mediately available  for  every  purpose; 
but  over  and  above  the  £4,500,000  he 
had  had  voted  to  him  there  were  other 
funds  available,  and  he,  therefore,  conld 
not  want  funds,  and  would  not  be  in 
want  of  funds  for  three  months.  There 
was  no  necessity,  therefore,  for  this 
Vote.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
he  had  selected  this  particular  Vote  be- 
cause it  was  non-contested.  It  wa* 
simply  because  it  was  the  largest  Vote 
he  could  ask  for.  If  he  wanted  non- 
contentious  Votes,  why  could  he  not  ask 
for  that  for  Divine  Service  or  for  some 
Non-Effective  Service  ?  These  were  not 
Votes  on  which  contention  could  arise; 
but  he  wanted  this  because,  having  al- 
ready got  Vote  1 ,  if  he  also  had  Vote  10 
he  would  have  all  the  money  for  pay 
and  food  and  transport,  and  all  the  most 
contentious  business  connected  with  the 
War  Office,  except  stores,  would  have 
passed.  The  question  of  the  transport 
of  troops  was  one  upon  which  a  large 
amount  of  discussion  might  reasonably 
be  expended.  Discussion  might  very 
properly  be  raised  on  such  questions  a« 
stoppages  of  soldiers*  pay, Colonial  loases. 
fuel,  forage,  or  provisions ;  and  in  the 
Appendix,  page  193,  there  were  figures 
connected  with  the  Transvaal  which 
suggested  a  number  of  questions.  Bat 
if  they  passed  this  Vote,  now  were  tboee 
questions  to  be  dealt  with  ?  When  they 
came  to  other  Votes  it  would  not  be  in 
order  to  discuss  the  points  which  might 
be  properly  raised  on  this.  He  there- 
fore could  not  accept  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  observation  that  it  was  ne- 
cessary that  this  money  should  be  voted; 
and  even  if  it  were,  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  have  brought  it  before 
the  House  at  some  more  convenient  hour. 
It  was  now  past  2,  and  it  was  not  n^t 
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or  proper  to  pass  a  Yote  of  £3,500,000 
at  Biicn  an  hour  without  discussion.  It 
had  been  sprung  upon  the  House  without 
reasonable  Notice,  and  they  had  no  rea- 
son to  suppose  it  would  be  proceeded 
with  until  the  Civil  Service  Estimates 
had  been  discussed.  If  it  was  necessary 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  have 
money,  why  not  ask  for  a  general  Vote 
on  Account  ?  Why  not  take  half  of  this 
Yote  and  leave  the  other  half  as  fair 
ground  on  which  to  raise  discussion  con- 
nected with  the  items  ?  Half  the  money 
ought  to  be  enough.  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  did  not  appear  to  bo  able  to 
accept  that  suggestion.  Under  those 
circumstances,  he  must  challenge  the 
Vote,  and  he  did  not  think  he  could  finish 
his  remarks  much  before  3  o'clock. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  the  old  idea  was 
that  no  large  sums  of  money  should  be 
asked  for  after  12  o'clock  at  night;  but 
on  this  occasion,  at  five  minutes  past  1, 
they  were  asked  for  £3,600,000.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  could  not 
name  a  particular  day  on  which  hon. 
Members  might  have  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  questions  connected  with  the 
Army,  the  Government  having  got  into 
a  mess  with  regard  to  their  other  Busi- 
ness. Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  this  money  was  very  much 
wanted ;  but  the  hon.  Member  for 
Queen's  County  had  pointed  out  that 
that  statement  was  very  incorrect,  and 
it  was  very  strange  that  the  Army  was 
in  a  far  better  position,  as  far  as  funds 
were  concerned,  than  any  other  Service. 
Only  two  months  had  elapsed  since  the 
Army  got  £4,500,000— a  sum  sufficient 
for  four  months ;  so  that  that  part  of 
the  case  entirely  broke  down,  unless 
there  was  something  kept  in  the  back- 
ground. He  suspected  there  were  large 
expenses  connected  with  the  Transvaal, 
and  BO  on,  which  had  to  be  paid  off, 
and  which  the  Government  did  not  wish 
to  have  discussed  till  their  other  Business 
was  practically  disposed  of.  He  would 
urge  the  Committee  not  to  allow  this 
new  principle  to  be  introduced  of  asking 
for  large  sums  without  the  opportunity 
of  discussion  at  this  late  hour. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  7  » 
Noes  73:  Majority  66.— (Div.  List, 
No.  218.)  ^      ^  ^ 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 


Mb.  CHILDEHS  said,  in  answer  to 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Queen's  County,  that  he  had  ascertained 
beyond  doubt  that  the  £8,000,000  ba- 
lances at  the  War  Office  were  not  at 
their  disposal,  and  that  the  money  would 
run  out  about  two  weeks  or  more  from 
this  day.  Therefore  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  have  this  Vote.  The  hon. 
Member  was  a  terrible  tempter  in  sug- 
gesting that  he  should  take  a  Yote  on 
Account ;  but  it  was  understood  to  be  a 
canon  in  that  House  not  to  take  Votes 
on  Account  for  the  Army  Service. 

General  BURNABY  begged  to  move 
that  the  Chairman  do  leave  the  Chair. 
His  reason  for  doing  so  was  that  this 
Vote  comprised  a  great  many  soldiers' 
grievances — some  of  those  shabby  things 
which  the  Army  were  beginning  to  be- 
come alive  to.  For  instance,  he  should 
like  to  know  whether  in  the  first  item 
of  £1,500,000,  for  the  "  Cost  of  Provi- 
sions," was  comprised  that  portion  of  a 
soldier's  rations  which  were  deducted 
from  his  pay  ?  It  had  been  said  by  a 
general  officer  commanding  the  Home 
district  that  the  notion  that  the  soldier 
got  his  rations  free  was  nothing  but  a 
**  snare  and  a  delusion."  There  was  no- 
thing which  so  disappointed  a  soldier  as 
to  find  that  the  lump  of  meat  and  por- 
tion of  bread  he  got  was  all  he  got,  and 
that  his  evening  meal — ^bread,  tea,  coffee, 
potatoes,  vegetables,  &c.,  had  to  be  de- 
ducted from  his  pay  to  the  amount  of 
\8.  lid,  per  week.  He  also  should  like 
to  know  whether,  under  the  head  of 
"  transport,"  was  included  the  cost  of  a 
soldier's  funeral  from  the  place  where 
he  died  to  the  place  where  he  was 
buried?  The  sum  of  85*.  had  to  be 
deducted  from  a  soldier's  effects  and 
savings  in  the  Regimental  Savings' 
Bunk,  his  effects  being  all  his  under 
garments,  which  the  soldier  had  to  pay 
for,  and  these  were  seized  by  the  Pay- 
master after  death,  even  to  the  shirt  off 
his  corpse,  and  sold  by  auction.  Then, 
as  to  separation  allowances  for  wives 
and  families,  ho  would  like  to  know 
whether  the  Vote  for  **  Cost  of  Provi- 
sions "  included  proper  and  full  rations 
for  those  wives  of  soldiers  married  with 
leave  and  their  children,  when  they  were 
forcibly  separated  from  the  soldiers,  who 
were  fighting  for  their  country?  There 
were  other  thinsjs  upon  which  the  House 
should  have  full  opportunity  of  discus- 
sion.    He  found  that  soldiers  had  to  pay 
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10«.  for  their  own  burial  fees  at  the 
Brompton  Cemetery ;  this  went  to  the 
clergyman  of  the  parish  or  district  in 
which  the  death  took  place,  and  It.  to 
the  cemetery  was  also  paid.  But  he  did 
not  see  why  the  military  chaplains  should 
not  perform  the  duties  without  any 
charge  upon  the  soldiers;  and  he  cer- 
tainly was  of  opinion  all  fees  should  be 
paid  by  the  State.  Anxious  as  he  was 
that  the  Vote  should  be  passed,  he 
thought  it  had  been  brought  on  too 
late,  and  therefore  felt  himself  com- 
pelled to  make  his  Motion,  as  his  only 
means  of  these  f2p:ievances  being  made 
known  to  the  House  without  loss  of 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — {General  Burnahy.) 

Mr.  CHILDERS  explained  that  the 
question  of  troops  haying  additional 
pay  did  not  arise  in  any  way  upon  this 
Vote.  It  was  an  entirely  distinct  ques- 
tion, and  he  thought  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  knew  that  that  was  so. 
The  question  of  the  cost  of  soldiers' 
funerals  was  one  which  the  Treasury 
had  at  this  moment  under  discussion, 
having  been  taken  up  some  time  ago. 
That  question,  however,  did  not  arise 
on  this  Vote,  and  the  same  remark  ap- 
plied to  the  matter  of  the  chaplains'  fees. 

Sir  henry  HOLLAND  suggested, 
in  order  to  shorten  this  matter,  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  should  take  —  say, 
£2,000,000,  and  leave  £500,000,  upon 
which  all  these  points  could  be  raised ; 
and,  in  the  meantime,  the  absolute  wants 
of  the  Department  might  be  met.  He 
must,  however,  admit  that  such  a  course 
would  be  unusual,  and  should  not  be 
taken  as  a  precedent. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  thought  he  had 
fully  explained  the  points  raised,  and 
he  observed  that  the  hon.  Member,  as 
Chairman  of  the  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee, must  know  that  if  there  was 
anything  that  Committee  set  their  faces 
against,  it  was  the  taking  of  Votes  on 
Account  for  Army  or  Navy  Services. 

Colonel  STANLEY  desired  to  sug- 
gest another  coui'se.  Before  now,  when 
he  had  been  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
it  had  been  agreed,  when  Votes  were 
being  taken  and  particular  points  could 
not  be  answered,  that  the  answers  should 
be  given  on  the  Report.  He  had  no 
douDt  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  would 
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be  able  to  answer  all  the  points  bsfore 
the  Report  on  Monday. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  had  not 
the  least  objection  to  that  course,  tl- 
though  he  thought  he  had  answerod 
every  point  that  had  been  raised.  Ho 
was  most  anxious  to  meet  the  objeetioni 
of  any  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said.  1m 
was  afraid  the  Irish  Members  could  not 
assent  to  the  sugg^tion,  because  a  dis- 
cussion on  Report  was  a  very  different 
thing  from  a  discussion  in  Committee. 
Although  they  had  been  prepared  to  fp 
on  with  the  Army  Estimates  in  theoru- 
nary  way,  they  had  no  reason  to  expect 
that  they  would  be  suddenly  called  upon 
to  discuss  this  Vote  10.  But  they  were 
prepared  to  raise  such  questions  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  be  able 
to  dispose  of  in  an  hour  or  two.  He 
was  prepared  to  contest  every  penny 
voted  for  the  transport  or  oUier  ex- 
pense connected  with  the  service  in 
which  the  troops  were  being  employed 
in  Ireland.  He  could  not  find  wordi 
sufficiently  strong  to  condemn  that  eer- 
vice,  and  he  womd  be  no  party  to  vot- 
ing money  for  it,  unless  they  got  an 
assurance  such  as  would  show  that  they 
were  justified  in  allowing  the  Vote  to 
pass.  Then  there  was  the  question  of 
transport  to  other  parts  of  the  world, 
and  that  opened  up  large  considerations 
which  could  not  possibly  be  adequately 
discussed  at  that  late  hour.  The  public 
could  not  know  what  took  place,  and  it 
was  very  imfair  that  the  Government 
should  insist  on  going  through  the  Divi- 
sion Lobby. 

Mr.  BIQOAR  held  that  the  propoeal 
of  the  Government  could  not  be  de- 
fended, and  said  he  could  not  remember 
an  instance  in  which  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  insisted  upon  taking  money  st 
such  an  hour.  The  taking  of  Votes  of 
public  money  should  be  in  thejpresenoe 
of  the  representatives  of  the  Press,  so 
that  what  took  place  could  be  made 
known.  If  the  criticisms  upon  Votes 
were  not  made  known  to  the  publiot 
they  might  as  well  be  passed  with  closed 
doors ;  and  for  Ministers  to  suppose  that 
the  discussion  was  to  take  place  with- 
out being  known  to  the  public  was  a 
thorough^  untenable  proposition. 

Question  put. 

TheCommittee(fiWiM; — Ayes6;  Noes 
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Original  Question  again  proposed. 
Mr.  CTTTTiPERS  said,  he  had  been 
carefully  considering  whether  it  was 
possible,  consistent  with  the  financial 
Kules — and  after  careful  consideration 
and  consultation  with  his  right  hon. 
Friends  around  him  he  thought  he 
could  make  a  promise,  without  any 
erievous  breach  of  Bules — that  the  hon. 
Member  might  raise  a  discussion  on  the 
question  of  expenditure  in  connection 
with  the  Army  in  Ireland  on  other  Votes. 
He  would  take  care  that  that  could  be 
done.  [Mr.  Arthttr  O'Connor:  What 
Vote  ?]  Not  only  as  to  transport,  but  as 
to  recent  expenditure  of  the  Army  in 
Ireland.  He  would  not  introduce  any 
technical  difficulty. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  the 
objections  he  proposed  to  raise  in  re- 
gard to  the  Irish  portion  of  the  Army, 
or  rather  that  portion  of  the  Army  in 
Ireland,  was  an  objection  which  covered 
a  great  deal  more  ground  than  was 
covered  by  the  question  of  transport. 
He  objected  altogether  to  that  portion  of 
the  military  system  which  was  known  as 
the  relief  system. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  that  question 
did  not  occur  on  the  present  Vote,  and 
the  hon.  Member  would  have  the  fullest 
opportunity  of  discussing  it. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  they 
could  not  separate  the  relief  system 
from  the  question  of  transport.  If  they 
brought  soldiers  from  one  part  of  the 
country  to  another  they  must  necessarily 
expend  a  certain  amount  of  money  in 
the  transport. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  what  he  said 
was  that  thev  could  raise  the  question 
of  what  the  hon.  Member  called  relief 
on  three  or  four  other  Votes. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O^CONNOR  said,  the 
difficulty  was  this — he  had  watched  the 
proceedings  in  Supply  with  great  care 
for  some  time,  and  he  had  seen  more 
Members  disappointed  in  their  inten- 
tions in  offering  observations  on  par- 
ticular branches  of  the  Public  Service 
by  rulings  from  the  Chair,  with  regard  to 
the  particular  Vote  on  which  they  ought 
to  offer  their  observations,  than  in  any 
other  way.  The  movement  of  troops 
was  a  subject  that  properly  belonged 
to  that  Vote,  because  it  was  a  Vote  imder 
which  they  supplied  the  funds  which 
went  to  pay  for  those  movements ;  and, 
as  ho  said  before,  they  could  not 
aeparate  the  question  of  the  transport  of 


troops  from  the  relief  system.     The  way 
in  which  he  regarded  the  movement  of 
soldiers  for  a  time  in  Great  Britain  and 
another  period  of  time  in  Ireland  was 
that  particular  aspect  of  it  which  could 
not  be  separated  at  all  from  Vote  10, 
and  it  was  only  under  that  Vote  that  he 
could  properly  raise  it.     If  the  present 
Vote    was   passed,    and    the    question 
should  be  raised  on  another  Vote,  the 
Chairmnn  would  be  obliged  to  rule  that 
the  question    could   not    be    discussed 
on   the   Vote  concerning    Divine    Ser- 
vice.     Therefore,  he  could  not  accede 
to  the  suggestion  that  those  £3,500,000, 
which    had  not  been   discussed  at  all, 
should  be  passed   without  any  ventila- 
tion of  the   question   which   naturally 
arose   upon   it,   and   especially  in  the 
small  hours  of  the  mormng.     He  would 
explain  to  the  Committee  his  objections  to 
the  Vote  which  were  connected  with  the 
relief  system.    Under  the  present  system 
of  foreign  reliefs,  the  regiments  which 
go  abroad  were  larger  than  those  which 
are  kept  at  homo  on  the  averaee.     Ac- 
cording to  the  Return  which  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  furnished  the  House 
with  some  time  ago,  it  appeared  that 
there  were  43  battalions  of   480  rank 
and  file.    When  a  regiment  went  abroad 
it  was   recruited   to    its  full  strength, 
and  was  maintained  at  that  strength. 
When  it  came  home  it  was  allowed  to 
go  through  the  process  of  natural  deple- 
tion until  it  had  reached  the  lowest 
figure  on  the  Home  Establishment.  Now, 
there  were  in  the  British  Army  a  con- 
siderable number  of  Irish  soldiers,  and 
there  were  many  regiments  which  were 
more  largely  composed  of  Irish  soldiers 
than  of  either  English  or  Scotch.    What 
he  wished  to  make  his  Irish  Colleagues 
understand  was  this — that  the  Irish  sol- 
diers wero  made  to  bear  a  dispropor- 
tionate share  of  the  dangers  and  diffi- 
culties of  foreign  service,  and  that  Irish 
soldier  life  was  wasted  and  sacrificed, 
while  English  and  Scotch  soldier  life  was 
economized.     That,  he  thought,  was  a 
very  fair  ground  for  objecting  to  the 
system  of  relief  as  at  present  carried  out. 
The    regiments   which    returned    from 
foreign  service,  and  which  had  a  con- 
siderable period  of  home  service  before 
them,  were  landed  in  Great  Britain — it 
was  the  exception  when  a  regiment  on 
its  return  from  foreign  service  landed  in 
Ireland.     During  a  great  portion  of  the 
tour  the  regiments  were  kept  in  (}reat 
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Britain,  and  it  was  only  when  the  time 
for  foreign  service  came  round  that  they 
were  sent  over  to  Ireland  for  their  last 
period  of  home  service,  to  be  there  re- 
cruited up  to  the  full  foreign  strength, 
so  that  a  disproportionate  share  of 
foreign  and  dangerous  service  fell  upon 
the  Irish  recruit.  Of  the  whole  of  the 
regiments,  two-thirds  were  in  Great 
Britain,  and  one-third  in  Ireland,  and 
those  which  were  peculiarly  Scotch  were 
treated  more  fairly  in  the  matter.  He 
would  take  the  case  of  the  Cavalry 
regiments  first,  not  counting  the  three 
regiments  of  Household  Cavalry,  which 
had  not  been  drawn  out  since  1816. 
There  were  28,  of  which  7  were  Dragoon 
Guards,  3  Dragoons,  5  Lancers,  and  the 
remainder  Hussars  ;  16  of  those  were  at 
home,  1  at  sea,  and  the  rest  abroad.  Of 
the  1 1  Cavalry  regiments  standing  next 
for  foreign  service,  there  ought  to  be 
7  or  8  in  Great  Britain  against  3  or  4  in 
Ireland ;  but,  two  years  ago,  6  were 
stationed  in  Ireland  and  5  in  Great 
Britain.  Of  those  stationed  in  Great 
Britain,  the  only  one  that  had  gone 
abroad  was  the  6th  Dragoons,  and  that 
was  an  Irish  regiment;  and  although 
there  were  the  4th  Dragoon  Guards  at 
York,  and  the  5th  Dragoon  Guards  at 
Aldershot,  both  of  which  had  been  home 
since  1856,  and  the  Enniskillens,  which 
returned  home  1 1  years  later,  those  regi- 
ments had  been  allowed  to  be  at  home 
11  years  longer  than  the  unfortunate 
Irish  regiments.  Thus  there  were  the 
nth  Dragoons,  which  were  then  at  Man- 
chester, had  been  sent  over  to  Ireland 
simply  because  its  time  for  foreign  ser- 
vice was  approaching.  Of  the  10  Ca- 
valry regiments,  which  at  the  beginning 
of  the  present  year  stood  presumably 
next  for  foreign  service,  no  less  than  7 
were  in  Ireland — namely,  2nd  and  3rd 
Dragoon  Guards,  1st  and  2nd  Dragoons, 
and  7th,  19th,  and  20th  Hussars.  One 
had  since  gone  to  Natal ;  and  of  the  3 
regiments  in  England,  2  were  the  4th 
and  5th  Dragoon  Guards,  which  had 
been  kept  at  home  for  such  a  long 
time,  and  the  third  regiment  was  the  7th 
Dragoon  Guards,  which  was  now  at 
Aldershot,  at  the  fixed  establishment  of 
444.  so  that  of  the  10  regiments,  3  were 
in  England,  1  was  certainly  not  going 
abroad  immediately,  2  were  peculiarly 
favoured,  and  all  the  others  were  in  Ire- 
land next  for  foreign  service.  With  re- 
gard to  Infantry,  of  the  19  regiments 
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which  two  years  ago  had  the  longMk 
home    service,    and    which,    therefors, 
stood  first  for  foreign  service.  14  were 
stationed  in  Ireland  and  5  in  Great  Bri- 
tain ;  and  of  the  1 4  stationed  in  Ireland, 
1 1  had  no  local   connection  with  that 
country.     They  belong^  to  brijic^es  of 
which  the  depots  were  in  Great  Britain. 
Among  the  5  battalions  in  Great  Britain 
was  the  1st- 18th  and  the  50lh-84th.  The 
1st- 18th,  which  one  might  have  thouglit 
would  have  been  stationed  in  Ireland,  for 
its  depot  was  at  Clonmel,  that  was  sent 
abroad  to  Afghanistan.  The  50th,  which 
was  English,   was    stationed   at  home 
longer  than  any  other  regiment  in  the 
Service.     He  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  what  ground  there  was  for 
keeping  that  regiment  in  England  all 
those  years,  seeing  that  all  the  rest  of 
the  Anny  had  to  take  its  share  of  foreign 
service.      He  believed  those  regiment! 
were,  for  some  peculiar  reason,  favoured. 
[Mr.   Childees  dissented.]     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  shook  his  head.  He  could 
assure  him  that  the  rumour  was  repeated 
in  a  great  many  messes.     He  should  like 
to  know  why  the  84th,   which  was  in 
England  two  years  ago,  was  now  at  the 
Curragh?  All  the  regiments  in  Ireland— 
the  38th  and  the  77th— had  gone  abroad, 

1  to  the  Colonies  and  the  other  to  India ; 
and  of  the  1 1  regiments  or  battalions  now 
standing  next  for  foreign  service,  9  were 
in  Ireland,  and  of  those  only  1  belonged 
to  a  brigade  which  had  its  depot  in  the 
country.  All  the  others  were  EngliA 
regiments,  having  their  depots  in  Eng- 
land. K  they  looked  at  the  matter  from 
an  Irish  brigade  depot  point  of  view, 
they  would  see  there  were  in  Ireland  8 
brigade  depots  having  each  a  depot  and 

2  linked  battalions.  Then  there  wai 
another  point.  Of  the  8  Infantry  bat- 
talions at  Aldershot,  the  only  one  whoee 
effective  strength  was  kept  above  the 
establishment  was  the  2nd- 18th.  Why. 
Because  it  was  an  Irish  regiment,  and  had 
to  serve  its  linked  battalion  on  Irish  seP' 
vice.  Thus  it  would  be  seen  that  whue 
the  regiments  which  were  principally 
composed  of  Irish  soldiers,  which  were 
properly  at  home  only  in  Ireland,  a^« 
which  were  fed  from  Irish  brigade 
depots,  were  for  the  most  part  abroad, 
the  English  regiments,  which  stood  next 
for  foreign  servJbe,  were  sent  over  to 
Ireland  to  be  recruited  up  to  full  foreign 
strength.  The  effect  was  that  the  IritJ 
soldiers  in  the  British   Army  abroad 
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were  disproportionate  in  number  to 
the  English  soldiers.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances, the  Irish  Hepresentatives 
were  entitled  to  protest  against  a  sys- 
tem which  iuTolved  an  undue  drain 
upon  Irish  soldiers.  They  had  no  desire 
to  see  Afghans  or  Zulus  subdued,  or 
the  Transvaal  annexed,  or  the  liberties 
of  any  people  broken  down,  and  they 
were  very  sorry  to  see  their  soldiers 
employed  in  such  work.  He  should  be 
very  glad  to  see  them  engaged  in  defen- 
sive war;  but  he  should  prefer  to  see 
every  Irishman  removed  from  the  Army 
into  civil  life,  instead  of  having  their 
faculties  wasted  as  they  now  were.  He 
raised  this  question  now  because  the 
question  of  transport  was  involved  in 
that  of  reliefs ;  but  if  the  relief  system 
was  to  be  challenged,  Yote  10  was  the 
proper  Vote  to  challenge  it  upon.  But 
that  was  only  one  point  arising  on  Yote 
10.  There  were  half-a-dozen  other 
points;  but  that  was  not  the  proper 
time  to  raise  them,  and  he  lioped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  content 
himself  with  a  portion  of  the  present 
Yote,  or  make  arrangements  for  an 
early  discussion  of  all  these  details. 
There  was  a  tacitlv  recognized  rule  that 
Yotes  should  not  be  broken  up  in  Com- 
mittee ;  but  some  of  the  Army  Yotes 
were  divided  into  separate  parts,  and 
he  could  not  understana  why  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  not  now — not 
as  a  precedent,  but  simply  because  of  the 
embarrassing  circumstances  in  which  be 
found  himself — take  half  the  Yote,  in 
order  to  leave  some  ground  upon  which 
to  bring  forward  all  these  points.  If  he 
would  not  consent  to  that,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers must  continue  to  keep  a  House. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  appealed  to  the 
hon.  Member  and  to  the  Committee, 
whether,  if  questions  which  barely  arose 
out  of  this  Vote  were  to  be  discussed  in 
tuch  a  way,  it  would  be  possible  to 
expect  the  Estimates  to  be  got  through 
this  Session  ?  The  hon.  Member  seemed 
to  think  that  the  Government  wished  to 
expose  Irish  soldiers  to  greater  perils 
than  other  soldiers,  and  based  his 
view  on  the  fact  that  soldiers,  on 
coming  from  foreign  service,  first  re- 
turned to  England,  then  were  sent  to 
Ireland,  and  from  there  sent  on  foreign 
service  again.  Begiments,  on  return- 
ing from  foreign  service,  notably  pre- 
ferred spending  their  first  years  in  Eng- 
land.    That  had  been   the  case  even 
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since  the  Peninsular  War.  Then  they 
went  to  Ireland,  and  formerly  they  went 
abroad  from  Ireland ;  but  now  a  large 
proportion  went  from  England.  There 
was  no  intention  in  that  system  to  do 
any  injustice  to  Irish  soldiers,  and  this 
was  the  first  time  he  had  heard  that 
Irish  soldiers  disliked  foreign  service. 
He  had  always  heard  hitherto  that  they 
wished  to  go  on  foreign  service.  Then, 
the  hon.  Member  said,  a  larger  propor- 
tion of  English  soldiers  ought  to  have 
been  sent  abroad  to  the  Afghan  and 
Transvaal  Wars ;  then,  he  disapproved  of 
those  wars,  and,  therefore,  did  not  wish 
to  see  his  countrymen  engaged  so  largely 
on  foreign  service.  It  was  impossible 
for  the  War  Office  to  lay  down  a  rule 
that  the  sentiments  of  the  regiments  as 
to  a  particular  war  should  be  ascer- 
tained, and  that  regiments  recruited 
from  that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom 
which  approved  of  a  particular  war 
should  be  sent  out.  He  should  pity  the 
Minister  for  War  who  had  to  carry  out 
such  a  principle.  The  War  Office  pro- 
posed to  carry  out  still  further  the  bat- 
talion system ;  and,  under  that  system, 
every  regiment  would  have  one  battalion 
at  home  and  one  abroad.  Under  that 
system,  every  man  and  every  officer 
would  have,  as  nearly  as  possible,  eight 
years'  service  abroad;  and  it  was  in 
order  to  carry  that  out  that  the  War 
Office  were  increasing  the  regiments 
for  foreign  service.  There  was  no  in- 
tentional difference  between  the  treat- 
ment of  Irish  and  English  soldiers,  and 
the  hon.  Member's  case  must  fall  to 
the  ground.  He  hoped  the  Yote  would 
now  be  taken. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  main- 
tained  that  there  was  a  much  larger 
proportion  of  Irish  soldiers  abroad  than 
English  soldiers ;  that  Irish  soldiers  were 
systematically  taken  from  Ireland  and 
sent  on  foreign  service ;  that  English 
and  Scotch  soldiers  were  sent  to  Ireland ; 
and  that  Ireland  was  occupied  by  foreign 
troops,  while  the  Irish  soldiers  were  sent 
to  do  foreign  service.  The  other  day 
the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  moved 
for  a  certain  Return  showing  the  number 
of  recruits  in  Scotch  regiments  from  the 
Scotch  recruiting  field.  The  Secretary  for 
War  made  no  difficulty  about  giving  that 
Return  ;  and  he  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor) 
copied  the  Notice  of  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member,  in  order  to  obtain  a  similar  Re- 
turn as  to  Irish  recruits.     But  the  right 

9  E 


1571         Supplff'-'Army 


{COMMONS) 


E9t%maU$. 


1672 


lion.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Childers)  refused 
absolutely  to  give  him  that  information. 
He  refused  because  he  knew  that  anyone 
would,  if  the  Return  were  granted,  see 
at  a  glance  the  system  carried  on  ;  and 
that  the  Irish  soldiers  were  sent  abroad 
to  bear  the  dangers  of  foreign  service, 
while  English  and  Scotch  soldiers  were 
safe  at  home.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  been  prepared  to  make  a 
clean  breast  of  it,  he  would  not  have  re- 
fused the  Return. 

Mr.  childers  replied,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  moved  for  a 
Return  which  only  sought  to  ascertain 
the  number  of  Scotch  recruits,  and  it 
did  not  give  one  tittle  of  information  as 
to  what  soldiers  had  gone  abroad. 

SiE  HENRY  FLETCHER  said,  it 
was  well  known — and  he  spoke  as  an 
old  soldier — that  in  many  Scotch  regi- 
ments there  was  a  large  proportion  of 
Irish  soldiers ;  and  in  the  92nd  Regi- 
ment, which  had  most  distinguished 
itself  in  the  Afghan  campaign,  there 
were  200  Irishmen.  It  could  not  be 
held  that  the  Irish  soldiers  were  sent 
abroad  to  bear  the  brunt  of  battle,  while 
Englishmen  were  sent  where  there  was 
no  war;  for  the  regiments  were  sent 
abroad  according  to  the  roster,  and  no 
distinction  was  made.  If  a  regiment 
was  required  for  foreign  service,  it  was 
sent,  wnether  it  was  English,  or  Irish, 
or  Scotch,  and  he  repudiated  the  as- 
sertion that  Irish  soldiers  were  selected 
for  slaughter.  Irish  soldiers  were  the 
most  straightforward  and  plucky  men 
that  ever  existed  ;  but  it  was  not  right 
that  it  should  be  said  they  were  sent  to  be 
shot,  while  Englishmen  were  kept  back. 

Dr.  LYONS  said,  if  the  hon.  Member 
had  proved  anything,  it  was  that  a  most 
exceptional  and  complimentary  distinc- 
tion was  conferred  upon  Irish  soldiers. 
They  knew  that  where  fighting  went  on 
promotion  was  fastest,  and  he  had  now 
to  learn  for  the  first  time  that  Irishmen 
were  backward  on  any  occasion  when 
fighting  was  going  on.  It  had  always 
been  the  boast  of  Irishmen  that  they 
claimed  to  be  in  the  van.  He  would 
remind  the  hon.  Member  of  the  well- 
known  lines  of  one  of  Ireland's  most 
distinguished  national  poets,  the  late 
Thomas  Davis — 

•*  They  mahed  from  the  revel  to  join  the 
parade. 
For  the  van  is  the  right  of  the  IriBh 
Brigade.'' 

Mr,  Arthur  ffCtmn^r 


If  it  was  known  that  Irish  soldiers  wen 
more  particularly  selected  to  be  sent  to 
the  fimd,  that  fact,  so  far  from  stopping 
recruiting  in  Ireland,  would  have  the 
very  contrary  effect;  and  he  was  sure 
that  if  Irish  recruits  were  habitoAUj 
put  into  the  regiments  which  were  sent 
to  the  front,  they  would  have  a  still 
larger  increase  of  recruits  than  at  pre- 
sent—3,000  in  1880,  as  compared  with 
1,400  three  years  previously — and  the 
Service  would  be  more  popular  than 
ever  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  en- 
tirely  dissented  from  such  a  statement. 

Mr.  0*SHEA  said,  the  hon.  Member 
was  entirely  mistaken  with  regard  to  the 
4  th  Dragoon  Guards,  which  was  an  Irish 
regiment. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOE:  How 
many  Irishmen  ? 

Mr.  O'SHEA  said,  he  had  no  Eetnni 
to  show  the  exact  numbers  of  the  differ- 
ent nationalities  at  the  present  moment 
in  the  4th,  which  was  the  Boyal  Irish 
Dragoon  Guards.  The  regiment  was 
notoriously  more  Irish  than  was  alto- 
gether agreeable  to  the  authorities  in 
1866  and  1867.  But  he  must  add,  of 
of  his  own  experience  in  the  Army,  that 
the  general  complaint  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  not  shared  either  by  Irish  offi- 
cers or  men. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  entirely  dis- 
sented from  the  view  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin  that  it  was  a  point  of 
honour  with  Irishmen  to  be  sent  to  the 
front  in  those  little  wars  in  various 
parts  of  the  world,  which  were  very 
shameful  wars.  There  was  no  honour 
whatever  in  shooting  Zulus,  or  Afghans, 
or  Boers,  or  in  being  shot  down  by  them. 
Those  men  were  fighting  for  the  inde- 

fendence  and  rights  of  their  country, 
t  was  admitted  that  they  had  beeu 
standing  on  the  defensive  against  an 
unjust  war,  and  against  annexation, 
and  it  was  no  honour  to  send  his  country- 
men to  take  part  in  such  wars. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  begged  to  move  that 
the  Chairman  do  report  Pronees,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again.  He  thought  it 
was  time  that  discussion  came  to  an  end. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
had  stated  certain  facts,  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  contradicted  his  statement; 
but  it  was  not  alleged  that  those  parti- 
cular regiments  had  not  been  moved, 
and  he  thought  if  they  reported  Pro- 
gress then,  they  could  discuss  the  merits 
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of  the  matter  at  a  future  time.  It  was 
desirable  that  they  should  know  how 
the  matter  of  selecting  regiments  for 
home  service  was  done,  and  whether 
Irish  regiments,  more  than  others,  were 
selected  to  be  slaughtered,  either  by  the 
enemies  of  England,  or  by  unhealthy 
climates. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leare  to  sit  ag^in." — 
{Mr.  Big  gar,) 

Mb.  CniLDEES  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Biggar)  whether  what  had 
been  stated  was  the  case?  He  (Mr. 
Childers)  had  answered  him  with  respect 
to  selection  for  a  particular  service,  and 
had  assured  him  that  no  regard  was  ever 
paid  to  their  nationality ;  but  that,  under 
the  present  system,  every  soldier  must 
take  his  turn  at  foreign  service.  And  he 
did  ask  the  hon.  Member,  after  that 
statement — after  he  had  told  him  that 
he  could  discuss  the  general  question  on 
other  Votes — on  the  Vote  for  Quarter- 
master General — nay,  he  would  entreat 
the  House,  not  to  postpone  the  matter 
any  longer,  but  let  tnem  take  the  Vote. 

Mb.  BIOGAE  said,  he  should  be 
exceedingly  glad  to  give  way  to  the 
right  hon.  Ghsntleman,  who  had  been 
exceedingly  civil  in  some  things  emd 
exceedinglpr  uncivil  in  others.  He  re- 
fused to  give  the  information  which  his 
hon.  Friend  asked  for  a  few  davs  ago, 
and  he  now  said  he  would  give  the 
information  in  general  terms,  but  would 
not  give  a  similar  Betum  with  regard 
to  Irish  soldiers  which  he  had  nven 
with  regard  to  Scotch  soldiers.  How- 
ever plausible  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  be,  he  was  not  thoroughly  candid. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  rose  to 
Order,  and  asked  if  the  expression  used 
was  courteous  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man? 

Thb  chairman  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  remark  was  courteous. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  however  unwilling 
he  was  to  say  anything  uncivil  or  un- 
parliamentary, he  did  say  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  avoided  explaining  cer- 
tain matters  with  respect  to  which  his 
hon.  Friend  wished  to  know.  On  pre- 
vious occasions  he  refused  to  explain 
the  matter,  and  the  result  was  that  they 
did  not  know  how  matters  stood.  If  he 
would  say  that  he  would  g^ant  the  Re- 
turn   and  the  information  before  the 


light  of  dav,  that  was  to  say,  before  the 
reporters,  he  would  say  he  was  candid ; 
but  if  he  refused  that  information  when 
the  reporters  were  present,  and  refused 
to  discuss  the  matter  until  some  uncer- 
tain future  day,  they  were  entitled  to 
resist  the  Vote. 

Mb.  childers  would  appeal, 
not  to  the  hon.  Member,  but  to  the 
whole  Committee.  He  hoped  he  had 
been  most  candid  up  to  now.  The  hon. 
Member  asked  why  he  objected  to  a 
certain  Return,  and  he  said  plainly  that 
if  that  Return  was  given  it  would  not 
have  assisted  the  hon.  Member  in  the 
slightest  degree;  and  he  said  at  the  time 
that  if  the  hon.  Member  would  go  to  him 
and  ask  for  the  information  he  wanted 
he  would  give  him  such  information  as 
he  could,  but  the  Return  he  asked  for 
would  not  have  helped  him  in  the 
smallest  degree. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
asked  for  a  certain  Return,  knowing 
perfectly  well  what  he  wanted  it  for, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
allow  that  he  could  jud^e  as  well  as 
himself  what  he  wanted  it  for.  The 
Return  which  was  granted  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen  with  respect  to 
Scotch  soldiers  was  precisely  the  Return 
he  wanted  for  his  purposes,  and  he  could 
not  conceive  any  other  Return  that  would 
suit  him  so  completely.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  saia  that  he  might  afford 
him  some  information,  but  was  not  wil- 
ling to  give  him  the  Return,  because  he 
mi^ht  use  it  in  support  of  a  Motion 
which  he  could  not  agree  with.  He 
said  that  Return  would  have  vindicated 
his  present  position,  and  would  have 
shown  that  Irish  regiments  were,  to  an 
undue  extent,  sent  on  foreign  service. 
It  would  have  proved  that  an  undue 
roportion  of  Irish  soldier-life  was  sacri- 
ced  in  proportion  to  Scotch  and  English 
soldier-Hfe,  and  that  it  was  unfair  to 
Irish  recruits  that  they  should  have  that 
undue  share  of  foreign  service.  It  was 
all  very  well  for  the  hon.  Membar  for 
Dublin  to  talk  about  honour.  He  did 
not  for  a  moment  recognize  the  honour 
of  foreign  service  in  wars  such  as  the 
British  Government  had  lately  been 
carrying  on. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divid$d:  —  Ayes  7; 
Noes  57 :  Majority  60.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  220.) 
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Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  CHILDER8  observed,  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  now  explained  very 
clearly  what  information  he  wished  to 
obtain.  He  wished  to  ascertain  the 
proportion  of  English,  Scotch,  and  Irish 
soldiers  who  were  sent  on  foreign  ser- 
vice, in  order  to  see  whether  his  conten- 
tion that  *an  undue  proportion  of  Irish 
soldiers  were  sent  aoroad  was  correct. 
He  should  be  happy  to  give  such  infor- 
mation, and  he  hoped  after  that  assur- 
ance he  might  be  allowed  to  take  the 
Vote. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  was  glad 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  con- 
sented to  give  the  Return  which  he  had 
previously  refused. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  explained  that  what 
had  been  previously  asked  for  was  a 
Return  of  Irish  recruits  in  the  particular 
regiments.  He  had  an  objection  to 
giving  that  information ;  but  he  promised 
to  give  the  proportion  of  all  kinds  of 
sol£ers  sent  on  foreign  service,  and  he 
thought  a  more  candid  ofiPer  than  that 
could  not  have  been  made. 

Colonel  STANLEY  remarked,  that 
he  had  no  particular  interest  in  the  Re- 
turn ;  but  ne  thought  the  oflPer  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  as  fair  a  one 
for  carrying  out  what  was  asked  for  as 
could  possibly  be  made.  Irish  recruits 
might  and  did  go  to  English  and  Scotch 
as  well  as  Irish  regiments,  and  he  thought 
the  Return  in  the  form  proposed  would 
be  the  fairest  mode  in  which  the  infor- 
mation could  be  given.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  appeal  would  be 
listened  to. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  an  extraordinary  pro- 
posal that  because  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  prepared  to  furnish  a  Return, 
the  Irish  Members,  who  objected  to  the 
whole  system  which  had  been  adopted 
that  night,  should  at  once  consent  to 
vote  £3,500,000  of  public  money.  What 
he  had  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  was  a  Return  showing  the  number 
of  Irishmen,  Scotchmen,  and  English- 
men who  were  abroad  and  at  home  ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  although  he 
knew  the  purpose  of  that  request,  re- 
fused the  Ketum,  and  he  refused  a 
similar  Return  to  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Aberdeen,  because  he  knew  it 
would  afford  information  upon  which  he 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  might  base  a 
Motion, 


Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  had  refased 
for  palpable  reasons  to  give  the  number 
of  recruits  in  each  regiment;  but  he  had 
now  promised  to  give  the  precise  infor- 
mation by  which  the  hon.  Member  could 
test  his  opinion  that  an  undue  proportion 
of  Irish  soldiers  were  sent  abroad.  That 
was  a  totally  different  matter  from  the 
number  of  recruits  in  eaoh  regiment 
There  were  continual  transfers  from  one 
regiment  to  another,  and  he  could  give 
no  information  as  to  them ;  but  he  would 
meet  the  point  upon  which   the  hon. 
Member  had  spoken  for  half-an-hour. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  offered  information  which 
was  not  asked  for ;  and  he  thought  the 
Secretary  for  War  should  at  once  give 
the  Return  desired  without  further 
quibbling. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  denied  that  he  had 
any  desire  to  quibble,  and  repeated  that 
he  was  prepared  to  give  the  precise 
figures  as  to  the  number  of  men  sent 
abroad. 

Mr.  LEAMY  objected  to  the  Vote  (rf 
£3,500,000  being  taken  at  such  a  late 
hour,  and  statod  that,  no  matter  what 
information  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  willing  to  give,  he  should  oppose 
the  Vote.  He  begged  to  move  that  the 
Chairman  should  leave  the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — {Mr,  Leamy,) 

Mr.  HEALT  said,  he  was  sorry  that 
no  arrangement  seemed  to  be  possible 
in  this  matter ;  but  he  could  not  see 
why  the  Return,  which  was  an  exact 
copy  of  the  Return  obtained  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen,  should  not  be 
granted. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  for  Aberdeenshire  (Sir  Alexander 
Gt)rdon)  wished  to  learn  whether  the  re- 
cruiting of  the  last  few  years  would  fill 
up  a  certain  number  of  kilted  regiments, 
and  to  ascertain  that  he  asked  for  a  Re- 
turn of  the  number  of  recruits.  He  did 
not  ask  for  any  information  as  to  the 
recruits  sent  abroad  ;  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  wanted  a  Return  of  the  num- 
bers of  Irish,  English,  and  Scotch  sent 
abroad.  That  information  must  be  got 
not  from  the  Recruiting  Office,  but  from 
the  Quartermastor's  Office. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  pointed 
out  that  the  Return  obtained  by  the 
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hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  not  only 
fihowed  the  number  of  recruits,  but  also 
their  destination,  and  he  himself  had 
asked  for  both  classes  of  information. 
He  contended  that  there  were  too  many 
Irish  recruits ;  and  he  found  from  a  Re- 
turn issued  by  the  Quartermaster  that 
whereas,  in  1869,  there  were  1,403  re- 
cruits in  Ireland,  the  average  number 
for  the  next  five  years  was  2,250,  and 
for  the  following  live  years,  from  1874 
to  1879,  it  was  3,260.  Unfortunately, 
these  recruits  increased  not  only  in  abso- 
lute numbers  but  in  disproportion  to  the 
population ;  and  while  the  population 
of  Ireland  was  rapidly  decreasing  the 
number  of  young  men  drawn  off  by  the 
British  Army  was  increasing  annually. 
Ireland  could  not  afford  to  lose  those 
young  men,  and  recruiting  ought  to  stop 
in  Ireland  during  the  suspension  of  the 
liberties  of  the  people. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  now  travelling  beyond  the  Ques- 
tion before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  admitted 
that,  but  explained  that  he  was  merely 
replying  to  the  observations  of  the  Se- 
cretary for  War.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman thought  he  ought  to  be  content 
with  a  Return  showing  the  number  of 
Irinhmen  who  had  been  sent  abroad, 
and  he  should  be  very  glad  to  have  that 
Return ;  but  he  could  not  understand 
what  objection  there  could  be  to  giving 
him  the  information  he  asked  for  in  the 
first  instance — namely,  the  number  of 
Irishmen,  the  number  of  Scotchmen,  and 
the  number  of  Englishmen  who  were 
now  abroad. 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  I  have  not  the 
fell gh test  objection. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  repeated 
that  what  he  wanted  was  the  number  of 
English,  Scotch,  and  Irish  soldiers  now 
abroad,  and  the  number  of  English, 
Scotch,  and  Irish  soldiers  who  were  at 
home,  lie  could  not  understand  why  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  so 
much  difficulty. 

Mb.  guilders  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  ho  had  already  promised 
to  give  information  as  to  the  number  of 
Iri&hmen  sent  abroad  in  each  year,  but 
he  could  not  furnish  such  information  as 
to  recruiting. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  his 
own  personal  wishes  as  to  the  form  of 
the  Ketnm  were  a  matter  of  slight  oon- 
•eqnenoe ;  but  Mr.  Childers  seemed  to 


expect,  after  the  concession  he  had  made? 
that  those  who  objected  to  the  whole 
principle  of  the  system  which  had  been 
pursued  that  night  would  now  agree 
to  the  Vote.  They  were  asked  to  vote 
away  £3,600,000  of  the  public  money  in 
the  absence  of  many  hon.  Members 
who  were  best  qualified  to  deal  with  the 
subject.  The  majority  of  the  military 
Members  were  unaware  this  Vote  was 
coming  on,  and,  in  their  absence,  the 
House  was  taken  at  a  disadvantage.  A 
whole  volume  of  Returns  would  not  alter 
that  part  of  the  case.  [The  Attorney 
General  TSir  Henry  James) :  Mon- 
strous.^ The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man said  it  was  monstrous ;  but  he  ob- 
jected as  a  Member  of  the  House  to  the 
passing  of  this  Vote,  and  would  not 
give  way  because  his  personal  feelings 
had  been  salved  by  the  promise  of  a 
Return. 

Colonel  STANLEY  ventured,  reluct- 
antly, to  interpose.  He  had  probably 
had  as  much  to  do  with  Estimates  as 
any  Member  of  the  House ;  and  he  must 
say  that,  although  occasionally  a  diffi- 
culty had  arisen,  he  had  never  yet  known 
a  Committee  disregard  an  appeal  made 
by  a  responsible  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
that  the  money  was  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  Public  Service.  He  hoped  no 
private  feeling  would  be  allowed  to  in- 
terfere on  this  occasion.  It  was  not  the 
fault  of  the  Government  that  the  Vote 
had  to  be  asked  for  at  5  minutes  past  4 
in  the  morning;  and  as  to  Notice,  al- 
though he  was  no  friend  of  the  Govern- 
ment, he  was  bound  to  say  he  noticed 
that  this  Vote  was  on  the  Paper  that 
morning.  This  discussion  was  very  in- 
convenient, and  he  could  only  suggest 
that  further  questions  on  the  Vote  should 
be  reserved  to  the  stage  of  Report. 

Tde  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  disclaimed  any  idea  of  per- 
sonal discourtesy  to  Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor ;  but  the  word  which  escaped  his  lips 
exactly  expressed  his  thoughts.  It  was 
stated  hours  ago  that  it  was  necessary 
for  the  Public  Service  that  this  money 
should  be  voted,  and  that  it  should  be 
done  without  taking  a  day  from  the  Irish 
I^aiul  Bill;  but  the  hon.  Member  for 
Queen's  County  wished  to  have  a  day 
taken  from  that  measure.  The  hon. 
Member  had,  for  three  quarters  of  an 
hour,  urged  his  demand  for  a  particular 
Return ;  but  having  obtained  it,  he  was 
not  satisfied,  and  Uie  position  he  now 
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took  up  was  that  he  did  not  wish  to 
see  a  single  Irish  soldier  recruited, 
and,  therefore,  he  opposed  the  Vote.  He 
(the  Attorney  General)  protested  against 
that  state  of  obstruction  to  the  Public 
Service. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  rose  to 
Order,  and  asked  whether  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  in  Order  in  im- 
puting to  him  obstruction  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  must  say  that 
these  continued  Motions  of  the  same  kind 
look  to  me  very  much  like  obstruction. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
desired  the  Chairman  to  decide  the  point 
of  Order. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  have  heard 
nothing  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman that  was  out  of  Order. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hekby  James)  said,  he  intended  to 
convey  that  these  proceedings  did  ob- 
struct the  Public  Service,  and  it  was  on 
that  account  that  the  word  ''monstrous" 
escaped  him  just  now.  The  matter  be- 
came one  of  physical  endurance ;  and  as 
the  Gt)vernment  had  no  choice  but  to 
continue  the  contest,  he  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  support  them. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  he 
should  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
his  most  cordial  support,  and  he  could 
bear  testimony  to  the  admirable  temper 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
shown.  He  must,  also,  bear  witness 
to  the  intelligent  criticism  which  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor  gave  upon  military 
matters.  He  had  often  ustened  with 
much  attention  to  the  hon.  Member's 
remarks  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  wished 
to  explain  that  he  had  never  spoken  on 
military  matters  before. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  was  sure 
he  had  frequently  heard  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber do  so.  As  to  the  Return  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  obtained,  no  doubt  it 
would  contain  valuable  information ;  but 
he  thought  that  now  the  Vote  had  re- 
ceived aaequate  discussion. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  he  at  first  ob- 
jected to  the  Vote  being  taken  after 
I  o'clock ;  but  now  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
support  the  Secretary  for  War.  He 
wuKl  t^U  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
Ov>«a^  that  h«  had  some  sinister  reasons 

*'^t.  t-  IV  SnJJTAN  rose  to  Order, 
•m:  «>M<m>MAir  tkat  nmark  was  Par- 


».tr 


The  CHAIRMAN :   I  do  not  think 
that  remark  is  quite  Parliamentaiy. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  would  withdraw  the 
remark,  and  would  say,  instead,  that 
there  was  something  behind  the  bc^hm 
which  induced  the  hon.  Member  to  want 
the  Return.-  As  a  Constitutional  Mem- 
ber, he  objected  most  strongly  to  the 
remarks  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
made.  If  an  Irishman  was  recruited  he 
was  recruited  for  the  whole  Empire,  and 
it  was  no  matter  what  part  of  tne  worid 
he  was  sent  to.  It  was  to  be  regretted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  pro- 
mised the  Return,  because  it  would  not 
do  much  good  one  way  or  the  other; 
and  the  Return  had  been  forced  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  simply  because 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangwav 
wished  the  baneful  effects  of  the  Land 
League  to  be  brought  to  bear  on  the 
troops.  It  was  time  that  other  hon. 
Members  should  speak  their  minds 
firmly  against  those  hon.  Members  who 
were  not  sent  to  Parliament  for  the  true 
interests  of  Ireland,  but  for  a  particular 

gurpose.  The  course  taken  by  the  hon. 
[ember  for  Queen's  County  was,  he 
thought,  detrimental  to  the  interests  of 
the  Empire,  and  he  should  support  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  carrying  through 

the  Vote^ 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Perhaps,  as  a  de- 
cided appeal  has  been  made  to  me, 
I  may  be  allowed  to  answer  it.  I  think 
I  ought  to  sum  up  how  the  question 
stands.  When  the  Vote  waa  proposed, 
after  a  somewhat  discursive  converaa- 
tion,  which  I  endeavoured  to  answer, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
rose  and,  for  nearly  an  hour,  addressed 
the  Committee  on  one  question.  His 
object  was  to  prove  by  statistics  that  an 
undue  proportion  of  Irishmen  were  sent 
on  foreign  service.  That  was  the  alpha 
and  omega  of  his  speech ;  and  he  com- 
plained Uiat  I  had  refused  to  give  him  a 
Ketum  from  which  he  could  have  ascer- 
tained the  facts,  and  therefore  he  would 
have  to  speak  at  greater  length  than  be 
would  otherwise.  [Mr.  ABTHtm  0*Co5- 
MOB  dissented.]  The  hon.  (Gentleman 
shakes  his  head,  but  I  appeal  to  other 
hon.  Members  whether  that  was  not  the 
case ;  and  I  will  go  as  far  as  to  say  that 
the  whole  of  his  argument  was  that  an 
imdue  number  of  Irishmen  were  sent  on 
foreign  service.  He  charged  me  with 
having  refused  to  give  hmi  certain  in- 
formation,  and  I  stated  that  I  would 
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give  him  the  facts ;  and  now  he  wants 
a  totally  different  Petnm  about  recruit- 
ing, because  he  wishes  to  destroy  re- 
cruiting in  Ireland.  He  says  distinctly 
he  does  not  wish  an  Irishman  to  be 
recmited  in  Ireland.  [Mr.  Arthue 
O'CojraoE  dissented.]  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber may  shake  his  head  as  long  as 
he  likes ;  I  say  that  he  has  said  that 
several  times.  He  said  distinctly,  and  he 
has  8€ud  it  on  a  previous  occasion,  that 
he  wished  to  prevent  any  Irish  recruit 
entering  the  Army.  I  am  addressing 
70  or  80  men  of  honour,  who  know  that 
these  were  the  precise  words  of  the  hon. 
Member ;  and  if  that  is  his  method  of 
argument,  I  say  I  will  not  for  one  mo- 
ment descend  to  help  the  hon.  Member 
to  what  I  believe  would  be  destructive 
to  Irish  recruiting,  and  would  stop  the 
source  from  which  I  believe  we  get  the 
best  soldiers,  I  tell  him  distinctly  that 
he  is  trying  to  get  information  to  carry 
out  that  object.  He  says  that  he  now 
wants  a  recruiting  Return  as  the  foun- 
dation of  some  of  the  facts  he  wants  to 
elicit  as  to  the  proportion  of  Irish  sent 
abroad.  I  will  give  him  that  propor- 
tion ;  but  I  will  not  help  him  to  do  what 
is  detrimental  to  the  Army.  Then  comes 
the  question — Are  six  or  seven  Irish 
Members,  who  are  the  heart  and  soul  of 
obstruction  in  this  House ;  who  have 
obstructed  on  former  occasions,  and 
brought  about  the  necessity  for  *^  ur- 
gency ;"  who  have  done  their  utmost  to 
obstruct  Public  Business 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  rose  to 
Order,  and  asked  whether  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  was  in  Order  in  imputing  to 
Irish  Members  a  distinct  and  flagrant 
violation  ? 

TiTB  CHAIRMAN :  It  is  not  a  viola- 
tion of  the  Rules  of  the  House  to  speak 
of  obstruction  when  obstruction  exists. 
There  is  a  special  Rule  of  the  House  for 
preventing  obstruction. 

Mb.  R.  rOWER  wished  to  know 
whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  could  point 
to  any  vote  he  had  ever  given  in  support 
of  obstruction  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  That  is  not  a  point 
of  Order.  The  obstruction  is  now  com- 
ing from  the  source  from  which  it  has 
hitherto  come.  It  is  only  a  repetition 
of  past  obstruction  ;  and  the  country, 
when  it  knows  what  has  happened  to- 
night, will  only  see  that  the  oostruction, 
which  was  postponed  for  a  short  time, 
is  renewed,  and  that  that  obstruction  is 


directed  against  the  Land  Bill.  I  know 
perfectly  well  with  whom  we  have  to 
deal ;  we  have  to  deal  with  those  who 
are  repeating  a  course  which  the  House 
had  to  condemn  by  establishing  the 
Rules  of  Urgency  under  which  we  had 
to  conduct  Business  for  some  time. 
What  are  we  to  do  now  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  have  appealed  to  me  as 
to  the  taking  of  this  Vote.  We  are  pre- 
pared to  carry  on  this  debate,  and  I 
think  if  we  do  so  the  country  will  justify 
the  measures  which  it  will  be  necessary 
to  adopt  to  put  a  stop  to  this  obstruc- 
tion. But  then  the  question  arises,  Are 
we  to  expose  the  officers  of  the  House, 
who  have  already  been  here  a  long  time 
— including  Mr.  Speaker  himself,  who  is 
waiting  outside — to  this  inconvenience  ? 
I  put  that  to  the  majority  who  have 
voted  in  these  divisions.  If  they  express 
the  opinion  that,  in  spite  of  the  desire 
we  all  have  to  spare  the  Speaker  and 
the  officers  of  the  House,  it  is  our  duty 
to  go  on,  we  will  go  on.  But  I  hope 
the  majority  will  clearly  show  whether 
they  expect  that  to  be  done.  If,  on  the 
contrary,  they  think  we  should  give  way, 
most  reluctantly  we  will  give  way ;  but 
I  and  my  Colleagues  are  prepared  to  sit 
here  through  the  night. 

Mr.  R.  power  protested  against 
the  violent  and  extraordinary  speech  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  and,  ob- 
serving that  he  was  determined  to  vote 
witli  the  Government  on  the  Land  Bill, 
objected  to  the  language  of  the  Attorney 
General.  Heobjected  to  £3, 500,000 being 
voted  away  at  half-past  4  o'clock  in  the 
morning ;  and  if  the  Government  wished 
to  beat  them  by  physical  force,  the  Irish 
Members  were  also  prepared  to  remain 
all  night.  But  if  neither  side  would 
c;ive  way,  both  sides  would  only  make 
fools  of  themselves. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  said,  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  persist 
with  this  Vote.  In  former  times  this 
Vote  would  have  been  granted  as  a 
matter  of  courfco ;  but  if  the  House  was 
to  be  met  by  this  unprecedented  obstruc- 
tion to  the  Public  Service,  hon.  Members 
ought  to  be  prepared  to  make  a  personal 
feacrifice  to  support  tlie  Government. 

8iu  WILFRID  LAWSON  urged  the 
Government  to  give  some  promise  upon 
this  subject. 

Mh.  CHILDERS  said,  ho  certainly 
ought  to  except  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
R.  Power)  from  any  imputation  of  gene- 
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ral  obstruction,  and  again  expTessed  his 
readiness  to  furnish  information  as  to 
the  proportion  of  Irish  soldiers  sent 
abroad,  and  to  undertake  that  the  sub- 
ject should  be  discussed  on  a  subsequent 
occasion. 

Mr.  AHTHUR  O'CONNOEsaid,  that, 
while  leaving  the  Attorney  General  free 
to  indulge  in  any  expressions  he  chose, 
he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  been 
unjust  to  him.  He  repudiated  entirely 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  suggestion 
that  he  wished  to  embarrass  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  he  desired  to  prevent 
recruiting  in  Ireland.  He  had  put  a 
Motion  on  the  Paper  declaring  that  the 
House  was  of  opinion  that  recruiting 
ought  to  be  suspended  in  Ireland  pend- 
ing the  restoration  of  the  Constitutional 
liberties  of  the  people  of  that  country ; 
but  he  had  not  said  that  he  would  en- 
deavour to  prevent  recruiting  in  Ireland. 
The  Return  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  promised  would  furnish  all 
the  information  he  had  asked  for ;  and 
he  asked  the  House  to  accept  the  assur- 
ance that  he  had  not  taken  up  the  oppo- 
sition that  evening  from  a  mere  wish  to 
obstruct,  but  because  he  felt  that  the 
Vote  ought  not  to  be  taken  without 
examination  and  discussion.  That  was 
not  the  way  in  which  the  people's  money 
ought  to  be  taken,  and  the  Committee 
were  not  justified  in  passing  the  Vote  in 
the  small  hours  of  the  morning.  But, 
having  regard  to  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford,  he  would 
be  willing  to  accept  an  assurance  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  another 
opportunity  should  be  given  for  the  dis- 
cussion, and  would  only  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  future  to  be  less  ready 
to  impute  motives. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  replied,  that  four 
hours  ago  he  could  have  been  more 
charitable.  However,  he  accepted  the 
suggestion,  and  promised  that  an  op- 
portunity for  the  discussion  of  these 
questions  of  the  movements  of  troops 
should  be  on  Vote  4. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  thought  they 
were  now  very  near  a  settlement,  and  they 
had,  in  fact,  reached  that  point  half-an- 
hour  ago,  when  the  Attorney  General 
interfered  with  his  furious  war- charge, 
and  threw  the  whole  matter  into  con- 
fusion. Personally,  he  wished  to  re- 
pudiate any  desire  to  defeat  or  delay  the 
Land  BiU. 

Mr.  Child0r$ 


Dr.  COMMINS  also  repndiflted  that 
imputation,  and  regretted  the  injadicioaa 
interposition  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General. 

Mr.  R.  power  regretted  the  mis- 
understanding  that  had  ariaea,  and, 
after  the  very  satisfactory  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  would  appeal 
to  his  hon.  Colleagues  to  let  the  Tots 
pass. 

Mr.  LEAMY,  in  withdrawing  his  Mo- 
tion, said,  he  intended  no  obstraction ; 
but  he  objected  to  the  Vote  being  taken 
at  so  late  an  hour. 

Motion  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  was  at  fint 
against  the  Vote ;  but  as  the  Government 
appeared  to  be  in  a  difficulty,  and  as  the 
Secretary  for  War  met  them  in  a  cour- 
teous and  satisfactory  way,  he  was  inclined 
to  give  way.  But  he  did  protest  against 
the  language  of  the  Attorney  General, 
and  would  tell  him  that  language  of  that 
kind  had  no  effect  upon  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. He  had  been  suspended  twice, 
and  he  should  not  mind  if  he  were  sus- 
pended thrice.  All  the  House  could  do 
was  to  turn  the  Irish  Members  out ;  but 
those  Members  were  there  in  discharge 
of  their  duty,  and  they  should  discharge 
that  duty,  no  matter  whom  it  displeased. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  would  like  the  Chair- 
man to  qualify  his  charge  of  obstruc- 
tion, which  he  thought  was  not  war- 
ranted by  the  facts.  The  conduct  of  the 
Irish  Members  had  been  perfectly  hand 
fide. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOE  did  not 
care  a  straw,  as  far  as  he  was  personally 
concerned,  about  the  charge  of  obstruc- 
tion, because  he  had  never  obstructed. 
But  he  would  point  out  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  question  of  reliefs 
was  only  one  of  various  questions  arisiog 
out  of  this  Vote,  each  of  which  would 
give  rise  to  a  considerable  amount  of 
discussion.  However,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Waterford  had  come  to  an  un- 
derstanding with  the  Secretary  of  State, 
he  would  not  now  move  reductions  of 
the  Vote,  as  he  had  intended  to  do,  by 
the  amounts  for  the  transport  of  troops 
to  Ireland,  Natal,  and  the  Transvaal. 
At  the  same  time,  he  was  not  altogether 
satisfied  with  that  understanding,  and  if 
he  could  have  persuaded  his  hon.  Friend 
to  consider  a  httle  longer  before  entering 
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upon  that  undertaking  he  would  have 
done  80.  A  great  wrong  was  done  to 
the  country,  and  a  dangerous  precedent 
was  set  when,  by  dint  of  sitting  a  num- 
ber of  hours*  a  majority  could  force  a 
minority,  which  had  taken  the  trouble 
to  study  the  matter,  into  voting  under 
these  circumstances  £3,600,000  on  the 
Army  Estimates. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day next. 

(Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 
next. 


LOBD  LIEUTENANTS  OF  COUNTIES  (I&ELAND) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Littox,  Bill  to  deprive 
Lord  Lieatcoants  of  Counties  in  Ireland  while 
tbtentees  of  the  power  of  recommending  pcr- 
•ooi  for  the  commission  of  the  peace*  ordered  to 
be  broui^ht  in  by  Mr.  Litton,  Mr.  Findlateb, 
3fr.  James  Dickson,  and  Mr.  Lea. 

BUlpretmted.Bind  read  the  first  time.  [BiUlSO.] 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o'clock 

in  the  morning  tiU 

Monday  next. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Monday,  SOth  May,  1881. 


mNTTES.]  — Select  Committeb  —  Law  re- 
lating to  the  Protection  of  Young  Girls,  op- 
'pointed  ;  Irish  Jury  Laws,  nominated. 

Public  Bills — Firtt  Reading — Summary  Pro- 
cedure (Scotland)  Amendment*  (99);  Bank- 
ruptcy and  C<*Mio  (Scotland)*  (100);  News- 
papers*  (101);  Water  Provisional  Orders* 
(102) ;  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  *  (98). 

Stetnd i?M</iM^~Fugitive  Offenders*  (91). 

PWVATE    AND     PHOVISIONAL    ORDEB    CON- 

FIBMATION    BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  92.  and 
93.  b*  ftonpended ;  and  that  the  time  for  deposit- 
ing petitions  praying  to  be  heard  against  Pri- 
vate and  Provisional  Order  C<mfinnation  Bills, 
which  would  otherwise  expire  during  the  ad- 
journment of  the  llouso  at  Whitsuntide,  be 
titcoded  to  the  first  day  on  which  the  House 
ihall  nt  after  the  recess. 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  72.  and 
82.  be  suspended  for  the  remainder  of  the  Ses- 
ML— (TJU  Emrl  of  B$d€»dai0.) 


REFORMATORY  EDUCATION. 

EE80LUTI0N8. 

LoED  NORTON,  in  rising  to  move  the 
following  Kesolutions: — 

"1.  That  it  is  desirable  to  consolidate  the 
several  laws  relating  to  reformatory  and  indus- 
trial education  of  children  who  have  been  con- 
victed of  crime  or  are,  without  any  competent 
guardianship,  in  criminal  ways  of  life ; 

**  2.  That  punishment  for  crime  should  be  a 
treatment  separate  from  general  education ;  and 

"  3.  That  all  publicly  aided  schools  should  be 
under  the  Education  Department ;  " 

said,  he  asked  attention  to  an  important 
branch  of  their  National  Education — the 
reformatory  and  industrial  schools.  He 
believed  the  Government  wisely  contem- 
plated a  revision  and  consolidation  of 
the  Acts  on  the  subject ;  and  if  that  be- 
lief were  well-founded,  now  was  the  time 
to  ask  their  Lordships'  attention  to  it. 
He  certainly  thought  that  experimental 
legislation  in  connection  with  education 
extending  over  30  years  called  for  some 
settlement  on  definite  principle.  Con- 
current legislation  had  much  altered  the 
case  meanwhile.  These  schools  were 
begun  by  private  charity,  following  Lord 
Shaftesbury's  Eagged  Schools;  and  when 
reformatories  were  first  commenced,  con- 
victed children  were  sent  under  condi- 
tional pardon.  In  1 854  an  Act  made  it  a 
legal  committal  to  a  reformatory  after  1 0 
days'  imprisonment.  Industrial  schools 
for  vagrant  children  followed,  at  first  con- 
nected with  the  Education  Department ; 
but  a  Consolidating  Act,  in  1866,  placed 
both  under  the  prison  authorities.  They 
thus  became  State  institutions,  though 
under  voluntary  management ;  £500,000 
was  now  spent  annually  on  them — nearly 
90  per  cent  of  the  cost  being  borne  by  the 
Treasury  and  rates,  3  per  cent  only  being 
taken  from  parents,  leaving  7  per  cent  to 
private  subscrintion.  The  State  taking 
up  those  schoolH,  naturally  gave  them  a 
police  aspect.  They  went  to  the  Home 
OfBce.  In  the  same  way  Houses  of 
Correction,  similarly  started,  became 
prisons.  But  a  penal  school  was  an  im- 
possibility in  practice,  and  a  mischief  in 
idea.  A  child's  whole  education  could 
not  consist  of  correctional  treatment,  nor 
be  all  under  continued  disgrace.  Cor- 
rectional discipline  could  not  be  main- 
tained, even  if  desirable,  for  five  vears. 
It  was  clear,  then,  that  the  penal  part 
of  a  criminal  child's  treatment  must  be 
one  thing,  and  school  another.  There 
could  be  no  UBe  calling  a  thing  what  it 
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was  not  really,  and  in  that  case  there 
was  much  harm.  A  mischievous  mis- 
nomer laid,  iu  a  sentence,  to  any  sort  of 
education  as  the  punishment  for  crime. 
As  punishment,  the  school  course  was 
disconnected  with  the  crime,  and  there- 
fore not  directly  deterrent  from  it;  as 
education,  the  protracted  penal  stigma 
defeated  the  object,  which  was  to  train 
from  crimioal  to  respectable  character. 
To  awaken  self-respect  was  the  chief 
purpose  of  a  school  for  degraded  chil- 
dren ;  but  the  spirit  of  school  fellow- 
ship in  a  school  connected  with  crime 
must  be  an  esprit  de  corps  crminelf 
a  bastard  sort  of  self-respect  of  the 
Robin  Hood  kind.  Penal  training, 
though  only  in  name,  trained  up  chil- 
dren as  criminals,  just  as  workhouse 
schools  trained  up  children  as  paupers. 
Besides,  being  specially  industrial  train- 
ing, it  frustrated  itself,  for  it  barred 
from  employment  in  the  industries  it 
trained  for,  even  the  State  refusing  to 
take  into  its  service  those  it  trained. 
The  parents,  moreover,  resenting  the 
penal  treatment,  turned  their  children, 
on  discharge,  to  other  employment.  The 
advocates  of  penal  training  went  so  far 
as  to  insist  on  children  for  ever  stating 
truly,  to  anyone  offering  them  employ- 
ment, that  they  were  early  criminals, 
and  had  been  brought  up  in  criminal 
schools.  Why,  even  lepers  were  not 
made  to  shout  out  **  unclean  '*  after  they 
were  cured.  But  all  this,  in  his  opinion, 
betrayed  a  supposition  that  reforma- 
tories did  not  reform,  or  a  desire  to  pre- 
serve pet  criminals  as  such.  There  was 
further  mischief  in  sentencing  to  school 
as  part  of  a  term  of  punishment,  that  it 
tended  to  keep  children  of  the  lowest 
working  class  too  long  at  school.  At  a 
reformatory  school,  children  admitted  at 
16,  if  kept  until  their  sentences  had 
expired,  would  be  21  before  they  left. 
Those  children  ought  to  be  got  to  work 
as  soon  as  possible ;  long  oefore  that 
age,  if  they  were  really  retrieved  for 
ordinary  life.  Special  provision  had 
consequently  often  to  be  K>und  for  these 
artificial  products  of  long  penal  training. 
Emigration  became  the  privilege  of  long- 
neglected  childhood.  It  was  true  that 
reformatories  very  soon  broke  up  the 
old  nurseries  of  habitual  young  crimi- 
nals in  towns ;  but  any  care  taken  of 
wholly-abandoned  children  was  sure  of 
this  success.  It  was  a  success,  however, 
in  spite  of,  not  in  consequence  of,  the 

Lord  Norton 


penal  character  of  the  remedy,  wbidi 
was  a  great  drawback  to  the  good  done, 
both  in  the  failure  to  open  a  perfoctlj 
fair  field  in  life,  and  in  a  false  favourit- 
ism of  crime.  The  best  proof  that  a 
school  could  not  be  practically  treated 
as  a  place  of  punishment,  nor  bo  distin- 
guished by  greater  severity  of  discipline 
in  the  education  of  crimmal  chiloren, 
was  the  failure  of  all  attempted  dis- 
tinction between  the  treatment  of  chil- 
dren in  reformatory  and  indofltrial 
schools.  The  two  had,  in  practice, 
assimilated,  and  were  indiscriminately 
used  by  magistrates,  convicting  or  not 
according  to  which  of  the  two  schooU 
in  the  ^neighbourhood  they  preferred 
for  the  case.  In  the  following  parti- 
culars the  two  were,  not  only  m  prac- 
tice, but  in  institution  identical:— Both 
were  refuges  for  children  run  wild, 
under  voluntary  management,  supported 
by  volimtary  subscriptions  largely  sub- 
sidized by  public  money.  Both  were 
subject  to  Government  rules  and  inspec- 
tion. The  inmates  of  both  were  legally 
detained  by  order  of  a  Court  of  Justice, 
against  their  own  and  their  parents'  will, 
and  discharged  by  order  of  a  Secretaiy 
of  State.  So  far,  the  two  were  identical 
in  institution  ;  but  in  practice  they  were 
no  less  so.  Reformatories  now  admitted 
many  not  of  the  criminal  class,  and  in- 
dustrial schools  took  many  children 
practically  the  same  as  reformatones, 
and  presumably  as  guilty.  Many  were 
sent  to  the  one  who,  if  there  were  any 
real  difference,  should  go  to  the  other. 
The  only  practical  distinction  between 
such  schools  that  might  be  usefully  msAe 
would  be  of  age.  This  would  reduce 
the  chances  of  contamination,  which  were 
g^eat  under  the  present  nominal  distinc- 
tion. At  present,  reformatories,  ^^^ 
nated  for  the  worst,  could  not  all  be  filled 
by  the  old  stagers,  and  had  their  com- 
plement made  up  by  the  younger  ones. 
There  would  be  less  chance  of  contami- 
nation by  keeping  a  few  schools  for  the 
older  children  only.  But  even  the  schools 
kept  for  older  admissions  should  not  as- 
sume a  penal  character,  nor  would  they 
more  than  any  school  attendance  under 
compulsory  order  was  penal.  Neither 
would  they  be  thought  to  do  so.  They 
would  not  be  part  of  a  criminal  sentence, 
but  a  substitute  for  the  education  which 
such  children  ought  to  have  bad  tX 
home.  Punishment  in  the  case  was  over  J 
and  the  worse  the  child,  the  leaa  was  ^ 
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desirable  to  continue  ticketing  him  as 
a  bad  one,  or  to  flaunt  education  in  his 
face  as  a  continued  correctioual  infliction 
during  the  rest  of  his  childhood.     In  his 
right  non.  Friend's  (Sir  StaflPord  North- 
cote's)  words,  **  punishment  Should  be 
got  over  and  out  of  the  way  before  the 
reformatory  training  begins."    The  first 
thing  that  was  to  be  done  then  with  these 
schools,  if  his  arguments  were  admitted, 
was  to  take  them  out  of  the  control  of 
the  Home  Office.     If  they  differed  only 
in  the  age,  or  precocity — which  was  an- 
ticipated age — of  their  inmates,  and  all 
were  alike  un-penal,  or  post- penal,  places 
of  education,  surely  they  could  not  be 
matters  of  police.    What  had  the  Home 
Office  to  do  with  schools,  or  schools  with 
the    Prison    Department?      Industrial 
schools  were  at  first  certified  and  in- 
spected by  the  Council  Office,  and  only 
got  lugged  in,  by  bad  company  with  re- 
formatories, to  the  Home  Office.    Day 
industrial  schools,  instituted  under  the 
Education  Act  of  1 876,  all  allowed  should 
be  under   the  Education   Department. 
By  the  same  Act,   school   boards  were 
obliged  to  send  truant  children  to  indus- 
trial schools ;    and  one  of  the  offences 
qualifying  for  them  was  a  breach  of  an 
order  for  attendance  at  school.    Clearly, 
then,  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  industrial 
echools  were  part  of  our  educational  sys- 
tem.   Industrial  schools  should,  requit- 
ing evil  with  good,  rescue  reformatories 
to  the  true  Department  of  their  common 
school  character.  But  the  Council  Office 
diflhked  these  schools,  and  the  schools 
disliked  that  Office.      The    Education 
Minister  said  the  cost  of  boarding  was 
foreign  to  his  Votes ;   but  such  an  offi- 
cial objection  should  not  weigh  against 
public  interest,   and  the  public  would 

B»fer  having  all  the  costs  of  National 
ucation  submitted  to  Parliament  toge- 
ther, and  boarding  school  children  was 
not  more  foreign  to  one  official  Estimate 
than  another.  The  objection,  so  far  as 
it  had  any  weight,  would  suggest  the 
Local  Government  Office  which  had 
pauper  boarding  schools  under  it,  as 
the  proper  authority  to  deal  with  them, 
but  certainly  not  the  Home  Office.  All 
publicly-aided  schools  should  be  under 
the  School  Department  of  State,  with 
one  Education  Minister  over  all.  The 
ii^&nagers  of  these  schools,  on  the  other 
hand,  thought  the  standard  of  the  Edu- 
cation Office  too  high  for  theirpurpose, 
And  not  industrial  enough.    He  (Lord 


Norton)  heard  one  of  them  ask  what  had 
criminals  to  do  with  reading  and  writ- 
ing? Possibly,  industrial  training  was 
more  suited  to  them  than  the  4th  Sche- 
dule; but  surely  it  would  be  wiser  to 
adapt  the  Office  to  all  its  various  work, 
than  to  put  its  work  into  another  Office 
which  had  nothing  to  do  with  it,  and 
connection  with  which  was  prejudicial 
to  it.  Another  evil  was  increasing 
rapidly  under  the  present  system.  Num- 
bers were  sent  to  both  these  schools 
who  ought  to  go  to  neither.  Such  was 
the  opinion  of  the  Inspectors.  The 
only  justification  for  giving,  at  the  pub- 
lic expense,  an  industrial  education 
to  neglected  children  more  useful  and 
costly  than  careful  parents  could  give, 
was  the  public  necessity  to  avoid  a  pest 
of  otherwise  uneducated  children;  but 
going  one  step  beyond  that  public  neces- 
sity was  a  public  injustice  and  mischief, 
a  premium  on  negligence  and  vice.  The 
recent  law  of  compulsory  attendance  at 
school  had  greatly  narrowed  this  neces- 
sity, for  it  was  harder  now  for  a  child  to 
escape  education  than  it  was  formerly  to 
find  education  for  all.  There  could  be 
no  excuse  now  for  needless  multiplica- 
tion of  schools  outside  the  Education 
Department,  with  philanthropy  pulling 
the  string  and  the  Treasury  bound  to 
answer  every  call ;  yet  they  saw  a  strong 
tendency  to  multiply  still  more  varieties 
of  private  fancy  schooling  at  the  public 
expense.  What  he  proposed  was,  that 
the  schools  in  question  should  be  taken 
from  the  control  of  the  Home  Secretary, 
who  had  announced  his  readiness  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  effect  separately  his 
part  of  the  treatment  of  criminal  chil- 
dren— their  punishment  in  suitable  way 
and  place.  The  magistrate  would  then 
sentence  a  young  convict  to  condign 
punishment,  and  annex  an  order  that  on 
discharge  he  must  go  to  school ;  and  if 
he  had  no  capable  guardianship  to  be 
remitted  to,  that  he  must  go  to  one 
of  these  public  schools.  Some  criminal 
children  had  decent  and  fit  homes  to  be 
sent  back  to,  and  from  which  they  should 
not  be  needlessly  separated,  and  which 
should  not  be  needlessly  relieved  of 
them.  In  connection  with  this  point, 
there  was  a  very  excellent  provision  in 
the  first  Scotch  Industrial  Schools  Act, 
which  he  should  like  to  see  more  gene- 
rally carried  out.  It  was  that  no  child 
should  be  admitted  into  any  of  these 
industrial  schools,  if  seoority  could  be 
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taken  from  the  parents  for  the  good  be- 
haviour of  the  child.  He  hoped,  when 
these  Acts  were  revised,  these  schools 
•would  no  longer  be  open  to  any  children 
who  had  fallen  under  criminal  sentences 
beyond  the  necessity  of  finding  education 
for  such  as  would  otherwise  remain  un- 
educated. There  would,  in  that  view, 
be  no  fixed  terms  of  detention  at  these 
schools.  When  they  were  so  recognized 
for  their  educational  purpose,  the  order 
of  attendance  at  them  would  run  only 
till  the  master  gave  a  certificate  of  the 
child's  readiness  and  ability  to  find  work, 
approved  by  the  magistrate.  Probably, 
however,  it  would  take  longer  to  fit  some 
children  to  go  out  to  work  than  others. 
The  removal  of  all  penal  idea  in  the 
education  would  accelerate  their  fitness, 
and  facilitate  their  finding  work.  He 
hoped  his  Resolutions  would  be  met  by 
Government  undertaking  to  legislate  ac- 
cordingly ;  if  not,  he  must  ask  leave  to 
submit  a  Bill  embracing  the  views  he 
had  expressed.  He  bejrged  to  move  the 
three  Kesolutions  of  which  he  had  g^ven 
Notice. 

Moved,  to  resolve — 

"  1.  That  it  is  desirable  to  consolidate  the 
several  laws  relating  to  reformatory  and  indus- 
trial education  of  children  who  have  been  con- 
victed of  crime  or  are,  without  any  competent 
guardianship,  in  criminal  ways  of  life  ; 

**  2.  That  punishment  for  crime  should  bo  a 
treatment  separate  from  general  education ; 
and 

**  3.  That  all  publicly  aided  schools  should  be 
under  the  Education  Department." — {The  Lord 
Norton,) 

Lord  HOUGHTON  said,  it  was  pain- 
ful to  him  to  find  himself  difiering  in 
any  degree  from  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Norton),  with  whom  he  had  co-operated 
BO  long  in  a  work  which  had  not  only 
been  so  benevolent,  but,  he  was  thankful 
to  say,  so  successful ;  but  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  very  inadequate  grounds 
had  been  assigned  for  adopting  the  Re- 
solutions then  brought  uuder  the  notice 
of  the  House.  Ho  (Lord  Houghton)  was 
the  first  to  introduce  the  present  system 
before  Parliament ;  but  his  efforts  met 
with  so  little  favour  that  he  was  almost 
inclined  to  abandon  the  subject  alto- 
gether. Sir  George  Grey,  than  whom 
there  could  not  have  been  abetter  Home 
Secretary,  entirely  discouraged  his  ad- 
vances in  the  matter,  while  Mr.  Henley 
thought  it  was  one  of  the  most  foolish 

{rejects  ever  presented  to  Parliament, 
t  was  difficult  for  him  to  see  by  what 

Lord  Iforton 


induction  his  noble  Friend  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  at  which  he  had  arrived. 
Was  the  amount  of  juvenile  crime  a 
sufficient  ground  for  asking  their  Lord- 
ships to  make  the  alteration  propOMd  ? 
If  the  amount  of  juvenile  crime  had  re- 
mained the  same,  there  would  have  been 
some  grounds  for  asking  their  Lordshipi 
to  make  an  alteration  in  the  law ;  bat 
such  evidence  could  not  be  given.  On 
the  contrary,  from  the  Tery  beginning, 
when  he  (Lord  Houghton)  first  direct^ 
attention  to  the  importance  of  institotiDg 
these  schools,  this  movement  had  beea 
most  successful,  the  large  bands  of  crimi- 
nal children  that  invested  the  Metropolis 
had  been  broken  up,  and  a  better  spirit 
of  legislation  had  been  induced.  A  few 
years  ago  the  distinction  in  the  treatment 
of  juvenile  and  adult  criminals  was  bat 
little  marked ;  but  a  great  change  had 
lately  taken  place  in  public  opinion,  as 
evidenced  by  the  Bill  dealing  with  the 
matter  which  the  present  Home  Secre- 
tary was  about  to  introduce.  Beyond 
that,  they  saw  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  shocked  even  by 
the  occasional  appearance  of  criminal 
children  in  the  dock.  There  were  pro- 
bably reforms  which  might  be  advan- 
tageously introduced  into  the  present 
system,  and  he  would  bo  happy  to  co- 
operate with  the  Home  Secretary  in  the 
introduction  and  carrying  out  of  such 
reforms;  but  he  believed  the  present 
system  had,  on  the  whole,  worked  effec- 
tually, and,  at  all  events,  he  did  not 
think  that  reform  lay  in  the  direction 
pointed  out  by  the  Kesolutions  of  his 
noble  Friend.  It  was  not  quite  easy 
for  him  to  see  the  standpoint  of  the 
noble  Lord.  As  far  as  he  could  under- 
stand it,  his  noble  Friend  would  se- 
parate punishment  entirely  from  educa- 
tion. But  if  the  penal  idea  was  to  be 
altogether  removed  from  the  refonnatoiy, 
it  would  be  necessary  for  the  satisfaction 
of  justice  and  public  opinion  that  the 
previous  punishment  should  often  be  of 
a  very  severe  character ;  and  this  was 
just  that  which  public  feeling  revolted 
The  true  remedy,  he  thought,  was  to  be 
found  in  the  retention  of  the  present 
system  of  punishment  with  education 
comlined.  Let  them  take  the  instance 
of  a  boy  who  threw  a  brickbat  at  a  rail- 
way train.  That  child  ought  to  be  pnn* 
ished  with  great  severity.  But  if  they 
tried  by  education  alone  to  eliminate 
criminal  folly  from  the  mind  of  the  ohild* 
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they  would  not  Buoceed.  The  present 
system  worked  most  efficiently  in  chang- 
ing the  character  of  the  children,. who, 
under  the  influences  of  the  country  and 
of  employment,  seemed  to  lay  aside  the 
eril  in  their  nature.  At  no  time  had 
more  than  1 2  per  cent  of  these  children 
faUen  back  into  crime,  which  was  good 
proof  of  the  success  attending  this  be- 
neficent scheme.  There  was  still,  how- 
6T6r,  a  residuum  of  criminal  children, 
who  must  be  taken  out  of  the  family,  or, 
at  any  rate,  removed  from  the  influence 
of  their  old  evil  associations.  Great 
reforms  had,  indeed,  taken  place  in  the 
treatment  of  criminal  children,  especially 
in  the  industrial  schools,  where  they 
were  taught  agricultural  labour  in  the 
open  air.  He  would  also  call  their 
Lordships'  attention  to  the  great  extent 
of  the  aid  the  institution  of  these  schools 
had  given  to  emigration,  and  to  the 
satisfactory  reports  which  had  been  re- 
ceived from  Canada  and  other  places  as 
to  the  conduct  of  the  children  sent  out 
in  after  life  ;  and  it  might  be  observed 
with  regard  to  them  that  the  percentage 
of  thoee  who  returned  was  very  small. 
He  could  not  see  what  advantage  would 
be  gained  by  transferring  the  control  of 
reformatory  schools  from  the  Home 
Office  to  the  Education  Department, 
because  the  children  in  those  schools 
could  not  be  subjected  to  the  same  pro- 
cesses as  the  children  in  the  ordinary 
ichools,  the  regulations,  standards,  and 
arrangements  being  quite  inapplicable ; 
and,  besides,  the  control  of  the  Home 
Office  was  mainly  of  a  benevolent  cha- 
racter, and  amounted  to  little  more  than 
mere  inspection.  On  the  other  hand,  ho 
had  never  heard  any  complaint  as  to  the 
extent  or  character  of  the  present  super- 
vision, and  he  did  not  believe  it  would 
be  wise  for  their  Ijordships  to  assent  to 
the  Hesolutions.  If  his  noble  Friend 
was  so  convinced  of  the  correctness  of  his 
▼iews,  let  him  embody  them  in  a  Bill, 
and  submit  it  to  their  Lordships. 

Lord  ABERDARE  said,  it  was  with 
reluctance  and  pain  he  opposed  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Norton).  When  they  sat  together  in 
the  House  of  Commons  the  noble  Lord 
had  expressed  his  opinions  in  favour  of 
removing  the  schools  from  the  Home 
Office  to  the  Education  Department ; 
but  he  never  brought  his  proposition  to 
the  test  of  a  vote,  and  he  was  opposed 
by  eminent  authorities,  including   Sir 


George  Grey,  who  had  given  earnest 
attention  to  the  question.  *  No  doubt, 
there  was  a  general  feeling  in  favour  of 
measures  of  consolidation  when  they 
could  be  carried  out  consistently  with 
other  objects.  He  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord  that  the  condition  of  the 
juvenile  'criminal  classes  was  very  dif- 
ferent now  from  what  it  was  when  legis- 
lation was  first  introduced.  Mr.  Sidney 
Turner,  in  one  of  his  last  Reports,  called 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  later  crimi- 
nals were  of  a  less  obstinate  cheuracter 
than  those  with  whom  we  had  to  deal 
originally ;  and  Mr.  Barwick  Baker, 
who  was  so  honourably  connected  with 
the  administration  of  justice  in  Glouces- 
tershire, had  made  the  same  remark.  It 
might  be  that  magistrates  did  not  always 
discharge  their  duties  with  equal  discre- 
tion, in  sending  to  reformatories  or  in- 
dustrial schools  children  who  were  sup- 
posed to  be  not  vicious  or  refractory 
enough  for  committal  thereto.  Every 
now  and  then  a  case  of  doubtful  discre- 
tion was  brought  before  the  public,  and 
the  public  were  apt  to  consider  that  such 
cases  were  fair  examples  of  all;  but 
they  were  not,  and,  on  the  whole,  ma- 
gistrates performed  their  duty  with  g^od 
sense  and  discretion.  If,  however,  some 
arrangement  could  be  made  for  revising 
or  re-considering  the  sentences,  it  would 
be  a  useful  measure.  A  detention  of 
five  years,  a  very  common  sentence,  was 
too  long ;  and,  in  his  opinion,  in  deter- 
mining the  length  of  detention  regard 
should  be  had  to  the  nature  of  the  crime, 
the  child's  previous  history,  and  the 
success  of  the  efibrts  to  bring  him  to 
a  proper  frame  of  mind.  But,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  managers  had  the  power, 
after  18  months'  detention,  to  send  chil- 
dren out  on  licence ;  and,  out  of  the 
7,000  children  committed  to  reforma- 
tories, nearly  1,000  were  out  on  licence. 
It  was  in  the  power  of  anyone  interested 
in  a  particular  child  to  bring  his  history 
and  the  facts  connected  with  the  case 
before  the  Secretary  of  State  at  any 
time.  As  to  the  age  of  admission,  no 
child  could  he  admitted  into  a  reforma- 
tory under  the  age  of  12,  or  into  an  in- 
dustrial school  under  the  age  of  eight 
years ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
majority  of  admissions  wore  between 
the  opps  of  14  and  16.  By  that  age 
many  of  thoni  were  more  or  less  har- 
dened in  crime,  and  a  lengthy  sentence 
was  absolutely  necessary  to  break  down 
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their  vicious  habits.  Now,  the  question 
between  his  noble  Friend  and  those  who 
supported  the  contrary  opinion  was, 
what  should  be  done  with  the  large 
number  of  children  over  14  years  of 
age  ?  He  could  well  understand  that 
younger  children  should  be  sentenced  to 
a  short  term  of  detention,  and  then  sent 
to  school ;  but  it  was  a  dififerent  matter 
when  you  came  to  deal  with  those  be- 
tween the  ages  of  14  and  16.  People 
were  not  willing  to  prosecute,  unless 
they  were  satisfied  that  the  accused  were 
hardened  offenders ;  and  if  they  were,  a 
long  sentence  of  detention  was  absolutely 
necessary.  Their  Lordships  would  re- 
member that  there  was  an  inquiry  into 
the  general  question  of  secondary  punish- 
ment, and  that  the  conclusion  come  to 
was  that  sentences  of  three  and  four 
years'  penal  servitude  were  insufficient 
for  their  purpose,  and  did  not  effect  any 
lasting  change  in  the  habits  of  the  cri- 
minals. Therefore,  the  sentences  were 
increased.  At  present,  the  shortest  sen- 
tence of  penal  servitude  was  five  years, 
and  the  majority  of  sentences  were  seven 
years.  You  could  not  deal  effectually 
with  children  of  14  to  16,  unless  you  had 
power  to  detain  them  sufficiently  long, 
and  to  subject  them  to  industrial  train- 
ing. The  noble  Lord  had  spoken  as  if 
the  reformatory  and  industrial  school 
system  had  been  a  failure,  and  said  that 
the  treatment  was  neither  penal  nor 
educational.  That  was  not  his  (Lord 
Aberdare's)  opinion,  for  it  was  not  penal 
in  the  sense  of  inflicting  corporal  punish- 
ment, but  it  was  as  regarded  forcible 
detention;  and  during  the  detention  a 
certain  amount  of  elementary  education 
was  given,  and  also  a  large  amount  of 
industrial  training.  He  (Lord  Aber- 
dare)  had  immense  faith  in  physical 
work,  as  it  changed  the  child's  vicious 
habits,  and  on  his  return  to  home  life  it 
was  of  the  greatest  possible  importance. 
The  question  arose  whether  it  was  wise 
to  make  so  large  a  change  as  that  pro- 
posed in  a  system  which  it  could  be  de- 
monstrated had  performed  such  extra- 
ordinary and  admirable  work.  It  was 
difficult  to  get  anyone  not  intimately 
acquainted  with  the  subject  to  under- 
stand fully  the  extraordinary  change 
that  had  been  effected  in  the  criminal 
habits  of  our  population  since  the  estab- 
lishment of  these  institutions.  A  striking 
proof  of  it  was  furnished  by  the  last  Re- 
port of  the  Director  of  Convict  Prisons. 
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In  the  period  finom  1865  to  1B69  the 
average  population  was  24,680,000,  and 
the  number  of  sentences  of  penal  serri- 
tude  was  10,741,  or  an  average  of  2,143 
a-year.  From  1870  to  1874  uie  popula- 
tion numbered  26,240,000,  and  me  sen- 
tences decreased  to  9,051,  or  an  average 
of  1,810  a-year.  In  the  next  five  years 
the  population  was  27,530,000,  and  the 
sentences  were  8,977,  or  an  average  of 
1 ,799  a-year.  There  was  thus  a  podtiTe 
decrease  of  about  350  sentences  a-year, 
while  the  population  had  increased  by 
about  3,000,000.  Moreover,  the  increase 
of  population  occurred  in  the  large  towns, 
where  it  was  most  difficult  to  overlook 
the  criminal  population,  and  where  the 
greatest  temptation  existed.  Statistica 
had  shown  that  crime  increased  with  the 
increase  of  the  larger  populations,  and 
a  town  population  of  400,000  would  pro- 
duce several  times  more  crime  than  an 
equal  rural  population.  The  City  and 
District  of  Dublin,  with  a  population  of 
350,000,  produced  more  ciiDiinal  offeneet 
than  all  the  rest  of  Ireland,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  5,000,000.  But  CTime  hail  not 
continued  to  increase  with  the  increase 
of  population  in  the  large  towns,  and 
with  that  increase  of  population  there 
was  a  decrease  in  the  number  of  sen- 
tences of  penal  servitude.  The  expla- 
nation was,  that  there  had  been  dratted 
into  these  institutions  a  large  number  of 
children  who  were  on  the  eve  of  becom- 
ing members  of  the  criminal  dassee; 
they  had  been  treated  in  a  manner 
which,  on  the  whole,  was  conducive  to 
their  reformation ;  the  result  was  the 
supply  of  criminals  had  been  cut  off,  and 
hence  this  astonishing  decrease  in  the 
crime  of  the  country.  Anyone  listening 
to  the  noble  Lord  would  infer  that  the 
children  discharged  from  these  instita- 
tions  must  necessarily  return  to  the  cri- 
minal population ;  but  was  that  inference 
consistent  with  the  fact  ?  The  truth  was 
the  general  statistics  showed  that  four 
out  of  five  of  those  discharged  from  theM 
institutions  were  absorbed  into  the  re- 
spectable part  of  the  population,  and  Mr. 
Barwick  Baker  said  that  he  succeeded 
in  so  distributing  them  with  the  fullest 
declaration  as  to  their  past  history.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  expense,  he 
was  aware  that  the  sum  required  was 
very  considerable;  but  a  great  part  of 
it  was  not  borne  by  the  8tate.  There 
were  64  reformatories  that  had  be<m 
built  without  the  help  of  a  single  penny 
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from  the  rates,  and  129  industrial  Bcbools, 
of  which  only  14  had  been  built  by  the 
prison  authorities.  He  thought,  how- 
ever, that  it  was  impossible  for  the  State 
to  lay  out  money  more  profitably  than 
in  building  schools  and  reformatories; 
and  if  the  Home  Secretary,  after  due 
consideration,  acted  upon  the  Beport  of 
the  Inspectors,  he  would  probably  re- 
ceive the  support  of  both  sides  of  the ' 
House. 

The  Eabl  of  CARNAEVON  said, 
that  the  first  proposal  of  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Norton),  that  the  laws 
relating  to  reformatories  and  industrial 
schools  should  be  consolidated,  was  evi- 
dently both  expedient  and  reasonable. 
Indeed,  he  might  go  further  than  his 
noble  Friend,  and  point  out  that,  not- 
withstanding the  arguments  advanced 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  the 
particular  stage  at  which  their  expe- 
rience of  the  industrial  method  had  ar- 
rived constituted  a  juncture  which  made 
it  proper,  at  all  events,  to  consider  how 
far  the  law  admitted  of  modification. 
He  fully  admitted  that  the  great  success 
of  the  reformatory  system  was  in  itself 
a  forcible  argument  against  change ;  but 
there  were  other  reasons  which  made  it 
necessary  to  re-consider  the  question.  In 
the  first  place,  reformatories  were  being 
outgrown  and  overtopped  by  what  he 
might  call  the  second  growth  of  indus- 
trial schools;  and  in  the  second,  through 
the  lapse  of  time  reformatory  and  indus- 
trial school  treatment  had  come  very 
closely  together — so  much  so,  that  it  was 
difficult  to  distinguish  one  school  from 
another.  On  looking  at  some  recent 
statistics,  he  had  been  very  much  struck 
at  the  change  which  the  money  part  of 
the  question  had  undergone  during  the 
Iwt  few  years.  Those  statistics  proved 
the  very  significant,  but  not  very  agree- 
able fact  that  the  question  of  expense 
had  wholly  altered  of  la  to  years,  and 
that  a  very  much  larger  sum  was  now 
contributed  by  rates  than  used  to  be 
contributed,  and  a  very  much  smaller 
•um  by  voluntary  subscription.  In  I860 
the  rates  contributed  £2,500  to  refor- 
matories ;  but  in  1879,  no  less  than 
£24,500.  In  the  same  way  voluntary 
•ubgcriptions  had  fallen  from  £24,000 
ia  1860  to  £7,000  in  1879.  Among 
other  matters  that  seemed  to  require 
w-consideration  was  the  question  of  the 
treatment  of  juvenile  offenders.  He 
1^  no  doubt  that,  under  the  present 


system,  boys  were  sent  to  reformatories 
much  too  young  and  kept  much  too 
late.  It  was,  he  thought,  unwise  in 
ordinary  circumstances  to  keep  lads 
nearly  20  in  a  reformatory,  as  was  done 
in  several  cases,  and  the  time  had  come 
when  they  ought  not  any  longer  to  con- 
tinue such  a  system.  The  morality  of 
reformatories  had  not  improved ;  and 
with  regard  to  those  elder  inmates  who 
poisoned  the  minds  of  the  younger  ones, 
instead  of  allowing  them  to  be  scattered 
and  distributed  among  the  schools  gene- 
rally, they  ought  to  be  collected  into 
one  or  two  separate  schools,  where  they 
might  be  treated  with  discipline  more 
than  ordinarily  severe.  In  that  way 
they  would  be  able  to  protect  from 
contamination  as  far  as  possible  those 
who  were  still  inexperienced  in  crime. 
He  approved  of  the  suggestion  to  sepa- 
rate education  from  punishment,  from 
crime,  thinking  that  punishment  should 
in  the  first  instance  be  short  and  sharp, 
and  then  that  education  should  follow ; 
but  he  should  require  to  consider  the 
matter  further  before  he  could  approve 
of  the  transfer  of  reformatory  and  indus- 
trial schools  from  the  Home  Secretary 
to  the  Education  Department,  as  he 
entertained  some  doubt  whether  the 
Education  Office  did  not  already  find 
its  hands  too  full  to  undertake  any 
fresh  work ;  and  in  whatever  change 
was  effected,  the  penal  element  must 
not  be  allowed  to  drop  out  altogether. 
The  other  suggestions  of  his  noble 
Friend  required  very  close  examination. 
His  noble  Friend  might  congratulate 
himself  on  the  views  he  had  elicited  on 
this  subject;  and  if  it  were  his  intention 
to  bring  forward  a  Bill  dealing  with 
the  matter,  he  would  do  it  with  groater 
advantage  after  such  an  expression  of 
opinion,  as  it  would  be  a  help  to  him  in 
tne  framing  of  such  a  measure. 

The  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  his  noble  Friend  opposite  (Lord 
Norton)  had  devoted  so  many  years  of 
labour  and  study  to  the  consideration 
of  that  question,  that  he  (the  Earl  of 
Dalhousio)  felt  some  embarrassment  in 
stating  that,  though  it  might  have  been 

Eossible  for  the  Government  to  accept 
is  Hesolutions  in  the  abstract,  and  with 
certain  modifications,  yet,  as  explained 
and  interpreted  by  his  speech,  it  was 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  concur 
in  them.  His  noble  Friend  had  come 
to  different  conclusions  from  those  at 
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which  the  authorities  at  the  Home  Office 
had  arrived.     His  noble  Friend  in  his 
writings  on  this  subject,  as  well  as  in 
the  speech  which  he  had  just  made,  as- 
sumed that  the  criminal  class  of  boys 
was  not  merely  diminished  in  numbers, 
but  had  entirely  disappeared.     Now,  he 
(the  Earl  of  Dalhousie)  regretted  to  say 
that  this  assumption  was  erroneous.   He 
had  asked  the  Inspector  of  Industrial 
Schools  the  other  day  what  ground  there 
was  for  supposing  that  the  criminal  class 
of  boys  had  become  extinct,   and   that 
gentleman  replied  that  the  only  ground 
was  that  the  managers  of  reformatories 
had    in    recent    years    been    receiving 
younger  boys  than  they  had  had  before, 
as  well  as  boys  of  a  less  criminal  stamp, 
and  that  while  he  had  no  reason  to  sup- 
pose that  the  juvenile  criminal  class  was 
extinct,  for  there  were  still  many  boys  of 
a  thoroughly  criminal  and  vicious  cha- 
racter to  deal  with,  that  class  was  no 
longer  so  large  as  it  was,  and  fewer 
reformatories  were  now  required  than 
formerly.     No  doubt,  reformatories  had 
done  a  great  deal  in  the  way  of  re- 
ducing the  numbers    of  juvenile    cri- 
minals; but  the  Government  were  un- 
able to  take  the  same  sanguine  view  as 
his  noble  Friend,  and  to  say  that  the 
juvenile  criminal  class  had  practically 
disappeared.     If  the  present  system  had 
produced  the  good  results  which  were 
admitted,  why,  he  should  like  to  know, 
ought  it  to  be  abandoned  ?    The  system 
was  not  perfect,  and  the  Government 
contemplated  amending  it  considerably, 
but  not  in  the  direction  indicated  by  his 
noble  Friend.     As  to   what  his  noble 
Friend  had  stated  as  to  the  effect  of  the 
Government  having  taken  over  reforma- 
tory and  industrial  schools,  that  it  had 
imparted  to  them  a  penal  character,  he 
was  not  aware  that  in  taking  the  schools 
over  the  Government  in  any  way  altered 
their  character.     It  became   necessary 
for  the  Government  to  take  over  these 
schools,    but    that   did  not  involve  or 
imply  any  alteration  in  their  character. 
His  noble  Friend  also  complained  of  the 
correctional  character  of  the  discipline 
of  these  schools ;  but  he  did  not  think 
that  there  was  any  just  ground  for  this 
complaint.     If  he  only  meant  that  the 
boys  were  detained  against  their  will, 
that  was  perfectly  true;   but  the  boys 
were  well  kept,  and  were  made  as  happy 
as  possible.     They  were  encouraged  to 
respect  themBelves  and  to  render  them- 
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selves  worthy  of  trust.  There  was  a  dif- 
ference between  reformatory  and  indot- 
trial  schools,  on  which  he  (the  Earl  of 
Dalhousie)  thought  sufficient  emphasa 
had  not  been  laid.  His  noble  Friend  said 
the  two  classes  of  schools  had  become 
practically  assimilated  to  each  other. 
That  was  true  in  some  respects  to  a  cer- 
tain extent.  It  was  not,  however,  a 
Eart  of  the  system  that  they  should 
e  assimilated  to  each  other.  On  the 
contrary,  as  far  as  the  two  dasses  of 
schools  had  been  assimilated  to  each 
other  the  system  had  been  abused.  It 
was  perfectly  true  that  there  were  many 
boys  sent  to  both  schools  who  ought 
never  to  be  there  at  all.  Many  were 
sent  too  young,  others  for  too  trifling  an 
offence,  and  others  were  kept  too  long ; 
but  that  was  not  part  of  the  system. 
These  were  mistakes,  and  in  any  amend- 
ment of  the  law  the  Government  would 
endeavour  to  provide  so  that  these  abmet 
might  be  as  few  as  possible.  The  essen- 
tial difference  between  a  reformatory 
and  an  industrial  school  was  this — that 
a  reformatory  school  in  theory,  and 
eventually  it  would  be  so  in  practice, 
was  intended  for  criminal  children,  and 
for  criminal  children  only.  There  wu 
no  way  of  entering  a  reformatory  except 
through  a  prison.  An  industrial  school, 
on  the  other  hand,  was  primarily  intended 
for  those  children  who  had  no  homes  of 
their  own  to  which  they  could  go.  He 
was  told  by  the  Inspectors  of  both  the 
industrial  and  reformatory  schools  that, 
although  the  routine  in  both  was  mudi 
the  same,  there  was  in  reality  a  great 
practical  difference  between  the  two 
establishments.  There  was,  for  instance, 
much  stricter  superintendence  and  disci- 
pline in  the  reformatory  than  in  the 
industrial  schools,  and  that  difference 
between  them  would  be  far  more  marked 
if  the  law  were  more  strictly  carried  out 
His  noble  Friend  had  complained  very 
much  that  the  reformatory  schools  should 
be  under  the  control  of  the  Home  Office; 
but  there  were  several  reasons  why  the 
control  of  these  schools  should  not  be 
taken  from  that  Office  and  given  to  the 
Education  Department.  The  children 
were  sentenced  by  the  magistrate  for  a 
specified  length  of  time,  and  they  could 
ooly  leave  these  institutions  by  expira- 
tion of  the  sentence,  or  by  Order  of 
Council.  It  would,  therefore,  be  a  serious 
step  to  take  the  schools  out  of  the  con- 
trol of  the  Home  Secretary,  in  whom 
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alone  resided  the  power  of  remitting 
sentences  and  correcting  mistakes  wliich 
mighty  and  sometimes  did,  inflict  great 
hardships  on  young  children.  Further, 
be  could  not  see  in  what  respect  these 
schools  would  be  differently  managed  if 
they  were  transferred  to  the  Education 
Department.  He  fully  admitted  that 
there  were  many  points  connected  with 
these  schools  with  which  the  Government 
were  by  no  means  satisfied,  and  which, 
in  their  opinion,  were  capable  of  amend- 
ment. One  of  those  points  was  the  cost 
of  these  schools ;  and  when  the  law  on 
the  subject  was  reconsidered  an  inquiry 
would  be  made  into  the  mode  of  meeting 
this  large  expenditure  with  the  view  to 
ascertain  whether  the  contributions  from 
the  local  authorities  could  not  be  in- 
creased in  order  that  the  amount  of  the 
Government  grant  might  be  decreased. 
There  were  several  oUier  changes  that 
were  desirable ;  but  as  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  at  an 
early  period  to  introduce  an  amendment 
of  the  law  concerning  juvenile  offenders, 
any  change  in  the  method  of  regulating 
industrial  and  reformatory  schools  would 
follow,  if  it  did  not  accompany,  such 
amendment  of  the  law.  He  was,  how- 
ever, bound  to  say  that  the  Government 
had  no  intention  of  departing  from  the 
principles  of  the  present  system.  In 
spite  of  mistakes  in  carrying  those  prin- 
aplee  into  effect — mistakes  which  had 
marred,  in  some  de^ee,  the  working  of 
the  reformatory  and  industrial  school  sys- 
tems— the  Government  were  convinced 
that  the  principles  themselves  were  sound, 
and  they  intended  to  abide  by  them. 
They  hoped  that  the  number  of  refor- 
matory schools  would  be  diminished; 
and,  in  fact,  during  the  last  year  two  of 
these  schools  had  been  discontinued,  and 
another  would  be  discontinued  during 
this  year.  The  Government  would  en- 
deavour to  provide  for  a  stricter  classifi- 
cation of  the  children  and  young  per- 
sons sent  to  reformatory  and  industrial 
schools ;  for  he  quite  agreed  with  his 
noble  Friend  that  nothing  could  be  worse 
than  to  endeavour  to  make  up  the  num- 
bers in  reformatory  schools  by  sending 
into  them  a  number  of  children  who 
were  not  criminals,  and  who  were  only 
made  so  by  being  forced  to  associate 
with  those  who  were.  Only  the  older 
and  more  distinctly  criminal  children 
should  be  sent  to  the  reformatory  schools, 
while  children  whose  only  fault  was  that 
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they  had  no  home  and  no  one  to  take  of 
them  should  be  sent  to  the  industrial 
schools.  These  were  the  principles  which 
had  hitherto  been  embodied  in  the  Act 
of  Parliament,  and  the  Government  had 
no  other  desire  than  to  adhere  to  them, 
and  make  proper  provision  for  their 
being  effectually  carried  out.  In  con- 
clusion, he  would  say  that,  while  he 
could  not  hold  out  any  hope  to  the 
noble  Lord  that  the  principles  he  had 
advocated  would  be  adopted  by  the  Go- 
vernment, he  thanked  him  in  the  name 
of  the  Government  for  having  called  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  subject. 

The  Earl  of  SHAFTESBURY  said, 
he  thought  the  subject  one  of  great  im- 
portance, and  was  glad  to  hear  that 
it  was  engaging  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  He  agreed  that 
it  was  very  unfortunate  that  children 
should  be  kept  for  years  and  trained 
to  consider  themselves  as  criminals.  It 
was,  moreover,  a  g^reat  evil  to  mix  up 
innocent  with  criminal  children,  al- 
though, undoubtedly,  he  had  seen  much 
good  result  from  bringing  criminal  into 
contact  with  respectable  children.  If, 
however,  it  coula  be  arranged  that  the 
punishment  of  a  child  would  condone 
its  offence,  that  difliculty  might  be  re- 
moved. Moreover,  these  children  should 
not  be  turned  adrift  after  their  period  of 
education  was  over ;  but  they  should  be 
placed  in  a  postion  that  would  enable 
them  to  make  a  start  in  life,  as  they 
often  broke  down  in  beginning  the 
struggle  for  a  living.  The  stain  attach- 
ing to  the  children  brought  up  in  these 
schools  was  one  of  the  first  difficulties 
they  had  to  get  over  in  starting  in  life, 
and  every  endeavour  should  be  made  to 
insure  its  removal. 

Lord  NORTON  said,  that  after  what 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  Earl  opposito 
rthe  Earl  of  Dalhousie)  he  would  with- 
araw  the  Resolutions ;  but,  in  doing  so, 
he  wished  to  point  out  how  small  the 
change  was  that  he  proposed,  being,  in 
effect,  simply  a  transfer  from  the  Home 
Office  to  the  Privy  Council. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  expressed  a 
hope  that  the  Government  would  remove 
the  restriction  which,  in  consequence  of 
the  existing  Reg^ations,  prevented  the 
most  promising  of  the  lads  brought  up 
in  these  schools  from  entering  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Navy.  Formerly,  no  Admiralty 
Regulations  on  the  subject  existing, 
lads  duly  recommended  were  admitted 
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at  the  discretion  of  commanding  officers, 
who,  of  course,  were  not  under  the 
necessity  of  publishing  their  previous 
history.  Everyone's  experience  could 
tell  him  how  often  it  happened  that  the 
intelligent,  restless,  high-mettled  young- 
sters, whose  misfortune  it  had  been  to 
be  bom  and  bred  in  scenes  of  vice, 
were  the  first  to  fall  under  the  clutches 
of  the  law,  whilst  the  heavy,  stupid, 
quiet  lads  rubbed  through  without 
much  notice.  The  former,  however,  as 
could  easUy  be  demonstrated  from  well- 
known  examples,  often  contained  the 
true  stuff,  under  dexterous  management, 
to  make  a  sailor ;  and  those  were  now 
lost  to  the  Public  Service  in  consequence 
of  the  somewhat  puritanical  exdusive- 
ness  that  existed  in  the  Begulations. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn, 

LAW  RELATING  TO  THE  PROTECTION 
OP  YOUNG  GIRLS. 

MOTION  FOE  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

The  Eakl  of  DALHOUSIE,  in  rising 
to  move — 

*'That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  state  of  the  law  relative  to  the 

Srotection  of  young  girls  from  artifices  to  in- 
uce  them  to  lead  a  coirupt  life,  and  into  the 
means  of  amending  the  same/' 

said,  the  subject  had  from  time  to  time 
occupied  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  a  good  many  years  past. 
Several  series  of  correspondence  had 
taken  place  between  the  Foreign  Office 
in  London  and  our  Diplomatic  and  Con- 
sular Agents  in  Belgium  and  Antwerp. 
The  first  occuired  in  1874,  and  related 
to  certain  English  girls  who  had  been 
decoyed  to  Antwerp  under  false  pre- 
tences : — An  Englishman  had  visited  the 
house  in  which  they  were  immured,  and 
one  of  them,  who  was  kept  there  against 
her  will,  wrote  a  very  touching  and  pa- 
thetic letter  to  the  English  (Consul  ask- 
ing him  to  come  and  see  her,  in  order 
that  she  might  tell  him  her  story.  [The 
noble  Earl  then  read  the  letter  to  the 
House.]  He  (the  Earl  of  Dalhousie) 
would  not  mention  the  name,  though 
the  signature  was  there.  The  letter  was 
intrusted  to  this  Englishman,  who,  im- 
fortunately,  put  it  in  his  pocket,  and  for- 
got all  about  it  till  he  came  to  London, 
when  he  delivered  it  at  Great  Scotland 
Yard.  It  was  then  forwarded  through 
the  Home  Office  to  the  Secretary  of  State 

Fficount  Sidmouth 


for  Foreign  Affairs.     Upon  its  receipt, 
the  Earl  of  Derby  communicated  with 
the  Consul  at  Antwerp.     After  investi* 
gation,  one  of  the  girls  was  found  in  a 
hospital.     The  second,  the  Consul  r&> 
ported,  declined  to  be  sent  home,  and  the 
third,  the  one  who  had  written  the  letta*, 
had  left  clandestinely,  and  it  was  not 
known  where  she  had  gone.   In  fact,  no- 
thing more  was  ever  heard  of  her  again. 
In  connection  with  the  case,  the  Com- 
missionnaire  stated  that  the  ^rls^  who 
were  tmacquainted  with  the  French  lan- 
guage, had  signed  a  formal  declaratian, 
printed  in  French,  to  the  effect  that  they 
wished  to   become    public    proetitutef. 
Another  correspondence   took  place  in 
1876   with  respect  to   certain  English 
girls  who  had  been  decoyed  over  to 
Antwerp ;  but  in  that  case  the  English 
chaplain  stepped  in  and  frustrated  tha 
abominable  purpose  for  which  they  had 
been  brought  over.     Nothing  more  oc- 
curred until  May,  1879,  when  the  Con- 
sul at  Antwerp  reported  to  the  Foreign 
Office  in  London  that  a  well-known  pro- 
curer named  Klyber  had  been  convicted 
in  Belgium  of  decoying  English  girls 
under  age,  and  sentenced  to  iinpnson- 
ment  for  having  infringed  the  Belgian 
law;  but  the  man  stated  at  the  trial,  what 
was  the  fact,  that  his  doings  were  per- 
fectly legal  in  England.    There  was  no 
further  correspondence  until  the  year 
1880.     On  the  3rd  of  June  the  Secretaiy 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  communi- 
cated with  the  Home  Office,  and  sug- 
gested that  a  police  agent  should  be 
sent  to  Brussels  to  make  inquiries.   Tbst 
was  accordingly  done,    but    with  very 
little  result ;  for  after  making  inquiries 
at    Botterdam,    Antwerp,   Calais,   and 
Boulogne,  the  police  agent  reported  that 
he  had   only  found  two  English  gii^ 
who  had  been  decoyed  away  by  uXse 
pretences.     The  case  of  one  of  these 
was  very  distressing.    She  had  been  de- 
coyed to  Brussels  under  the  false  pre- 
tence of  a  promise  of  marriage.     He 
ought  here  to  say  that  the  Belgian  law 
prohibited   the    registration   of   a  girl 
tmder  the  age  of  2 1  as  a  public  proeti- 
tute ;  but  if  she  was  over  that  age,  it  did 
not  interfere  except  to  provide  that  all 

Eublic  prostitutes  should  be  registered. 
Q  this  case,  the  girl  had  a  false  certificate 
furnished  to  her,  which  the  procurer  told 
her  at  the  police  office  she  must  show  the 

Eolice,  as  it  was  nothing  but  a  Custom- 
ouse  formality.    The  girl,  who  did  not 
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understand  a  word  of  French,  and  was 
not  at  all  aware  of  the  kind  of  place  she 
was  going  to,  was  then  conveyed  from 
the  police  office,  which  she  took  to  be  the 
Custom-house,  to  the  house  of  ill-fame. 
The  case  was  the  more  cruel,  because 
the  girl  happened  to  be  of  weak  mind 
and   suffered  from  physical  malforma- 
tion.   After  suffering  great  agony,  she 
was  eventually  sent  to  hospital.     Here 
she  was  informed  by  the  police  that, 
having  registered  herself   in    a    false 
name,  she  was  liable  to   14  days*  im- 
prisonment, and  on  leaving  the  institu- 
tion she  underwent  that  term  of  impri- 
sonment for  having  made  use  of  a  false 
certificate  of  birth,  although  she,  unable 
to  speak  any  language  but  English,  was 
quite  ignorant  of  the  fact  that  she  had 
beeli  registered  at  all.     In  September 
last  the  noble  Earl  the    Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  suggested  to 
the   Home  Secretary  that  an   inquiry 
should  be  made  by  some  person  uncon- 
nected either  with  the  police  or  with  any 
Government  Office.    The  gentleman  se- 
lected for  this  duty  was  a  very  well 
known  and  very  able  member  of  the 
English  Bar,  Mr.  Snagge,  who  had  per- 
formed the  very  difficult  and  delicate 
mission  intrusted  to  him  in  such  a  man- 
ner as  to  call  for  the  highest  commen- 
dation. Mr.  Snagge,  who  had  the  advan- 
tage of  speaking  French  perfectly,  made 
a  full  and  exhaustive  inquiry,  both  at 
Antwerp  and  Brussels.     His  first  duty 
was  to  watch  certain  trials  of  keepers 
of  brothels  and  procurers  which  were 
taking    place    at   Brussels.      The  pri- 
soners, some  of  whom  had  worked  in 
England  and  elsewhere,  wore  charged 
with  having  decoyed  certain  girls  under 
age  and   counterfeiting    certificates    of 
birth.    Convictions  took  place  in  all  these 
cases,  owing,  in  a  very  considerable  de- 
gree,  to  the  assistance  received  from 
Her  Majesty's  Consul  at  Brussels.  Dur- 
ing the  progress  of  those  trials,  the  fact 
was  established  beyond  doubt  that  for 
many  years  there  had  been  a  traffic  sys- 
tematically carried  on  in  England,  and 
especially  in    the    streets   of   London, 
whereby  many  English  girls,  most  of 
them  under  the  age  of  21,  had  been  en- 
ticed away  to  become  inmates  of  brothels 
in  consideration  of  fees  or  commissions 
paid  by  the  keepers  of  the  houses  to 
the  procurers  who  brought  them  over. 
Mr.   Snagee  was   afterwards    able    to 
Ottabliih  uie  fact  that  there  were  up- 


wards of   20  procurers  who  had  been 
at  work  to  the  knowledge  of  the  police 
ever  since  1865.    The  number  of  Eng- 
lish girls  decoyed  to  the  Continent  by 
these  wretches  they  would  never  know  ; 
but  Mr.  Snagge  was  able  to  collect  the 
names  and  establish  the  truth  of  the 
stories  of  32  English  girls  who  had  been 
enticed  away  within  the  last  10  years, 
all  of  whom  were  under  the  age  of  21, 
and  had  been  registered  by  means  of 
false  certificates ;  and  he  was  convinced 
that  the  number  of  cases  he  had  estab- 
lished by  inquiry  formed  but  a  small 
proportion  of  the  total  number.     The 
Belgian  law  allowed  registry  at  the  age 
of  21 ;  in  1879,  24  English  girls  were 
registered;   and  of    these   seven   were 
found  to  have  been  under  the  legal  age. 
Therefore,  if  Mr.  Snagge  had  been  able 
to  identify  32  cases  of  girls  under  21 
during  the  last  10  years,  the  total  num- 
ber of  English  women  exported  for  pur- 
poses of  prostitution  during  that  time 
was  probably  considerable.      He  (the 
Earl  of  Dalhousie)  had  seen  fae-iimilei 
of  the  letters  from  the   procurers    to 
their  clients;    and  he   must    say  that 
if  the  writers  did  not  refer  specially  to 
girls  he  should  have  thought  they  re- 
lerred  to  some  species  of  cattle,    the 
market  price  being  quoted  at  £12  for 
every  girl  landed,  and  the  letters  often  con- 
tained photographs  of  the  young  women. 
There  was  no  doubt  whatever  that  the 
business  was  a  very  large  one,  and  that 
many  respectable  girls  were  thus  ruined. 
For  the  most  part,  they  were  decoyed  over 
under  the  false  pretence  that  they  were 
to  take  situations  in  hotels  or  become 
actresses,  and  in  other  cases  that  they 
were  to  go  into  shops  in  which  girls  were 
required  to  speak  English ;  but,  being 
totally  ignorant  both  of  the  lan^age 
and  the  places,  they  wore  decoyed  into 
brothels  and  there  detained.     Among 
the  cases  mentioned  by  Mr.  Snagge,  one 
young  woman  was  engaged  to  enter  an 
hotel,  another  was  engaged  as  an  actress, 
and  a  third,  perfectly  innocent,  was  sent 
from  Brussels  to  Antwerp,  there  violated, 
then  returned  to  Brussels  and  entered  on 
the  public  registry.     A  fourth  died  at 
home  in  England  from   the  treatment 
she  had  received.     A  fifth  was  delibe- 
rately seduced  in  England  for  the  pur- 
pose of  placing  her  in  a  registered  house 
abroad.     In  these  houses  the  women 
were  treated  as  valuable  cattle ;    they 
had  plenty  to  eat  and  drink,  and  dis« 
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sipation  of  all  kinds  was  resorted  to 
with  the  object  of  reconciling  them  to 
their    mode    of  life.      In    theory    the 
women     were    free ;     a    proclamation 
posted  up  in   six    different   languages 
stated  that  they  were  free  to  deps^; 
but    practically    they    were     captives, 
ignorant  of  the  language  of  the  people 
they  were  among.     The  head  of  the 
establishment  kept  the  key  of  the  front 
door;    and    the   inmates    were    shown 
to  be  heavily  in  debt  to  the  keeper,  by 
a  ledger  account  over  which  they  had 
no  control,  beginning  actually  with  the 
heavy  fee  to  the  procurer  for  decoying 
them  away.     It  was  captivity  of   the 
most  abominable  kind.     With  regard 
to  the  English  law  on  the  subject,  tnere 
was  no  doubt,  as  it  stood  at  present, 
that    these   procurers    could  ply  their 
trade  in  the   streets    of   London    and 
elsewhere  with  perfect  security.    There 
were  three  enactments  which  bore  upon 
it  without  touching  it,   and   the    pro- 
curers were    perfectly  aware    of   this. 
The  writer  of  one  letter,  after  stating 
that  he  had  two  beautiful  English  girls 
to    dispose    of,   remarked — **  There    is 
no    danger;   they  will  do  nothing    to 
you  in  London."     That  was  true,  for 
there  was  nothing  in  the  three  enact- 
ments to  prevent  the  traffic.     One  made 
Srocuration    by   false  pretences  a  mis- 
emeanour;    but  if  the  false  pretence 
could  be  proved,  the  offence  was  com- 
pleted beyond  English  jurisdiction.  The 
second  enactment  applied  only  to  the 
abduction  of  women  of  property;   and 
the  third  statute  applied  only  to  girls 
under  16.    The  Statute  Law  was,  there- 
fore, powerless,  and  the  Common  Law 
was  equally  useless  to  check  the  evil, 
because   the  difficulty  of  proving  con- 
spiracy at  Common  Law  became  an  im- 
possibility where  some  of  the  agents  were 
abroad.     Mr.  Snagge  had  taken  some 
pains  to  devise  a  remedy,  and  his  sug- 
gestion was  that  there  should  be  a  short 
enactment  passed  making  it  a  criminal 
offence   to  entice  anyone  to  become  a 
common  prostitute,  whether  within  the 
Queen's  Dominions  or  not.    That,  how- 
ever, would  be  a  matter  for  the  Select 
Oommittee    to    determine.      The   true 
remedy,  of  course,  was  to  be  found  not 
80    much    in    the  punishment    of   the 
offenders  when  they  were  convicted,  but 
in  putting  a  stop  to  the  practice.    The 
ease  with  which  it  was  possible  for  any 
person  to  obtain,  at  Somerset  House,  a 
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certificate  of  the  birth  of  any  other  per- 
son gave  great  facility  to  the  procurers 
in  the  carrying  on  of  their  business.     It 
was  possible  for  a  certificate  of  birth  to 
be  obtained  without  the  knowledge  of 
anyone   concerned.      No    question  was 
asked  by  the  person  who  granted  the 
certificates  of  birth.     Mr.  Snagge  recom- 
mended that  the  same  regulations  should 
apply  to  the  granting  of  these  certificates 
as  applied  to  the  sale  of  poisons — that 
the  address  of  the  applicant  should  be 
taken  down,  and  the  purpose  for  which 
he  wanted  the  certificate  should  be  set 
against  his  name,  so  that  an  investiga- 
tion might  be  made  by  the  police  as  to 
who  the  inquirers  were.    He  also  recom- 
mended   that    instructions    should    be 
given  to  Her  Majesty's  RepresentatiTet 
abroad  to  require  that,  in  the  event  of 
any  English  g^l  being  registered  in  any 
brothel  in  a  foreign  town,  information 
should   be    forwarded  to    the    nearest 
English   Consul,  and  that  the    Gonsol 
should  be  instructed  to  forward  it  through 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  the  police  au- 
thorities in  England.     He  had   stated 
the  grounds  on  which  the  Government 
asked  for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  into 
the  law  bearing  on  that  matter.      He 
had  shown,  on  the  best  authority,  that 
a  vile,    abominable  traffic   in    ^gUsh 
girls,  for  the  purposes  of  prostitution, 
was    systematically  carried  on,    which 
the  law,  as  it  stood,  was  incapable  of 
punishing  or  preventing,  but  that  the  law 
might  be  easily  made  efficient.   He  might 
have  made  out  a  case  even  stronger  than 
he  had  by  quoting  at  length  numbers 
of  instances  which,  thanks  to  the  zeal  of 
Mr.  Snagge,  had  been  successfully  traced 
and  substantiated.     He  had,   however, 
refrained  from  going  into  details,  not 
merely  because  they  were  painful  and 
heartrending  in  the  extreme,  but  also 
because  it  would  be  impossible  to  do  so 
without  entering  into  particulars  of  bes- 
tiality and  brut^ity  which  he  thought  it 
unnecessary  to  do.     He  felt  confident 
he  had  said  enough  to  show  that  the 
inquiry  asked  for  was  urgently  needed. 
But  he  could  assure  their    Lordships 
that  when    Mr.  Snagge's  Report   was 
published  they  would  see  how  mildly,  if 
not  inadequately,  he  had  stated  the  case. 
It  was  impossible  to  look  through  that 
Report  without  feelings  of  the  deepest 
indignation    and   disgust.      It  was  no 
longer  a  matter  of  doubt  that  for  manv 
years  past  large  numbers  of  English 
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g^ls,  some  of  whom  were  perfectly  inno- 
cent, had  been  annually  exported  to  sup- 
ply the  demand  of  foreign  orothels.  rio 
one  could  ever  know — because  the  vic- 
tims had  suffered  in  silencOi  cut  off  from 
intercourse  with  the  outer  world,  and 
without  the  means  of  commimication  by 
letter  with  their  friends,  even  if  the 
sense  of  shame  had  not,  for  the  most 
part,  held  them  back  from  trying  to  do 
80 — how  many  of  those  girls  had  been 
deliberately  entrapped  by  the  lying  pro- 
mises and  inducements  held  out  by  the 
professional  procurer  in  the  exercise  of 
nia  abominable  calling.  But  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that,  during  the  last  15 
years,  many  Englishwomen  had,  against 
their  will,  endured  a  life  of  worse  than 
living  death,  from  which  there  was  no 
escape,  within  the  walls  of  a  foreign 
brothel.  He  would  fail  if  he  were  to 
attempt  to  give  their  Lordships  an  ade- 
Guate  description  of  the  life  of  shame, 
aegpradation,  and  wretchedness  which 
that  vile,  iniquitous  traffic  had  inflicted 
on  our  countrywomen.  Fortunately, 
there  was  no  need  for  him  to  do  so.  He 
had  said  enough,  and  he  felt  sure  that 
their  Lordships  would  be  of  opinion 
that  no  time  should  be  lost  in  putting  a 
stop  to  a  practice  which,  in  arrant  vil- 
lainy and  rascality,  surpassed  all  that 
they  knew  of  any  other  trade  in  human 
beings,  and  in  any  part  of  the  world, 
either  in  ancient  or  in  modern  times. 
He  begged  to  make  the  Motion  which 
stood  in  his  name. 

JfoTMf,  "That  a  Select  Committee  be  apiwinted 
to  inqaire  into  the  state  of  the  law  relative  to 
the  protection  of  yoang  girls  from  artifices  to 
induce  them  to  lead  a  corrupt  life,  and  into  the 
means  of  amending  the  same.** — {The  Earl  of 
Dm4A(msi4.) 

Tm  Earl  of  SHAFTESBUKY  said, 
that  the  House  and  the  country  were, 
he  was  sure,  greatly  indebted  to  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Dalhousie)  for 
the  manner  in  which  he  had  brought 
that  painful  subject  before  the  House, 
and  for  moving  for  a  Select  Committee 
upon  it;  and  he  (the  Earl  of  Shaftes- 
bury) only  hoped  that  it  would  prove 
the  means  of  introducing  some  change 
in  the  law  which  would  save  hundreds 
of  voung  persons  from  being  decoyed 
and  driven  into  a  shameful  life.  No- 
thing more  cruel,  appalling,  or  detestable 
ooold  be  found  in  the  history  of  crime 
all  over  the  world  than  that  abominable 
trafl&o.    The  noble  Earl  had  understated 


his  case.  The  Motion  spoke  of  the  arti- 
fices employed  **  to  induce  "  young  girls 
to  lead  a  corrupt  life.  The  noble  Earl 
might  have  rather  said  **  to  force  "  them. 
Anything  more  horrible,  or  anything 
approaching  the  wickedness  and  cruelty 
perpetrated  in  those  dens  of  infamy  in 
Brussels  it  was  impossible  to  imagine. 
A  great  many  girls  of  tender  age,  under 
16,  went  across  the  water  in  the  most 
guileless  innocence.  In  other  cases,  per- 
sons came  over  with  sums  of  money,  took 
lodgings,  and  engaged  a  young  girl  as 
lady's-maid.  She  went  across,  and  was 
^carried  to  one  of  those  dens  of  iniquity, 
where  she  could  not  speak  the  language, 
knew  no  one,  and  was  subjected  to  the 
grossest  and  most  atrocious  outrage.  To 
allow  such  things  to  go  on  was  most  dis- 
creditable ;  and  he  would  point  out  to 
their  Lordships  that  while  abroad  the 
law  prevented  the  harbouring  in  houses 
of  ill-fame  of  girls  under  21,  there  was 
no  such  restriction  in  England.  Our  law 
needed  amendment  in  this  respect.  It 
was  not  only  in  Brussels,  but  in  Paris 
and  Vienna,  and  all  over  the  Continent, 
that  young  Euglish  girls  were  to  be 
found  entrapped.  The  trade  was  a  most 
profitable  one.  Large  sums  were  given 
in  all  the  great  capitals  for  girls  of 
tender  years.  All  that  showed  the  ne- 
cessity of  an  inquiry  to  ascertain  and 
to  remedy  that  monstrous  evil.  He 
regretted,  however,  that  their  attention 
was  also  required  to  be  directed  to  a 
matter  nearer  home.  The  constant  im- 
portation of  young  Irish  girls  into  Lon- 
don was  frightful,  and  the  Eoman  Ca- 
tholic clergy  could  give  their  Lordships 
extensive  information.  He  saw  a  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Spencer)  before  him  who 
would  bear  him  out  when  he  said  that  if 
there  was  anything  pure  in  the  world  it 
was  a  young  Irish  girl  from  the  rural 
districts.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  however, 
they  were  imported  by  scores,  being  de- 
coyed over  here  on  pretence  of  **  good 
situations"  being  obtained  for  them, 
and  for  whom  procuresses  waited  at  the 
railway  stations  and  places  of  disem- 
barkation. Much  of  this  evil  was  effected 
through  means  of  advertisements  sent 
to  the  papers  by  advertising  agents,  who 
consigned  them  to  houses  of  ul-fame  in 
London.  Of  course,  when  the  young 
girls  were  persuaded  to  go  abroad  to  a 
country  where  they  were  utterly  friend- 
less, and  of  which  they  could  not  speak 
the  language,   their  fate  was  certain. 
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There  were  also  numbers  of  children  of 
13  years  of  age,  and  even  lower,  in 
London,  who  might  be  found  in  such 
places ;  and  this  was  what  would  not 
be  allowed  even  by  Continental  law. 
In  his  opinion,  all  the  registry  offices 
that  issued  advertisements  ought  to  be 
compelled  to  keep  accounts  of  the  desti- 
nations of  the  girls,  and  of  the  names 
of  the  persons  to  whom  they  were  re- 
commended. That  might  prove  a  very 
powerful  check  upon  the  traffic.  Such 
details,  however,  and  many  others,  would 
have  to  be  considered  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee. He  could  only  say  that,  in  order 
to  stop  the  traffic  now  going  on,  it  would 
be  necessary  to  lay  bare  as  many  horrors 
and  as  much  cruelty  as  had  ever  been 
exhibited  in  the  history  of  the  world. 

The  Bishop  of  PETERBOEOUGH 
said,  he  could  not  but  express  his  deep 
gratitude  to  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Dalhousie)  and  to  the  Government  for 
the  earnestness  and  courage  displayed 
by  them  in  dealing  with  this  subject. 
The  details  of  this  traffic  had  become 
known  to  him  (the  Bishop  of  Peter- 
borough) from  several  ladies  in  Paris, 
who  were  doing  their  best  to  deal  with 
it  in  that  city,  and  he  could  assure  their 
Lordships  that  both  the  noble  Earls 
who  had  spoken  had  understated  the 
case;  but  it  would  have  been  hardly 
possible  for  them  to  have  done  other- 
wise, for  it  was  impossible  for  any  body 
of  gentlemen  truly  and  fully  to  state  the 
details  of  the  nameless  misery  and  horror 
of  this  traffic  as  concerned  the  welfare 
of  those  whose  cause  the  noble  Earls 
had  pleaded.  God  only  knew  how  black 
a  page,  on  the  one  hand,  of  human 
crime,  and,  on  the  other,  of  innocent 
human  suffering,  was  disclosed  by  that 
traffic.  He  would  remind  their  Lord- 
ships that  the  trade  of  these  procurers 
was  not  confined  to  London,  but  it  ex- 
tended all  over  the  country,  and  many 
poor  girls  were  decoyed  away  to  be  sunk 
in  the  flood  of  iniquity  of  the  great  cities 
on  the  Continent,  and  it  was  the  cause 
of  many  a  poor  country  girl  being  lost 
to  her  sorrowing  parents.  Neither  were 
foreigners  more  to  be  blamed  than 
people  in  this  country,  because  it  was 
very  well  known  that  a  similar  traffic 
was  carried  on  in  London  of  decoying 
Belgian,  French,  and  German  girls  over 
here.  He  rose  not  to  add  any  further 
details  or  arguments  to  what  had  been 
already  said,  but  to  make  one  sugg^- 
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tion — namely,  that  it  would  be  well,  if 
possible,  to  spread  among  girls  going 
abroad  some  knowledge  of  their  future 
legal  position  as  lodgers  or  as  empUfin, 
It  seemed  to  him  that  their  complete 
ignorance  of  such  matters  necesmrilj 
increased  their   helplessness,   and  put 
them  altogether  in  the  power  of  unscru- 
pulous persons.     He  again  thanked  the 
Government  for  taking  the  matter  up, 
and  in  the  name  of  English  Christiaaitj 
he   wished   them  Gt>d-8peed,   and   the 
Committee  success  in  their  labours.  He 
should  be  glad  to  see  the  subject  taken 
up  and  vigorously  dealt  with  both  here 
and  abroad  in  the  interest  of  humanitj 
generally. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  only 
wanted  to  add  one  word  on  this  painM 
subject.  What  had  passed  in  the  course 
of  the  discussion  had  shown  that  there 
was  plenty  to  be  done  in  connection  with 
it,  and  strongly  confirmed  the  opinion 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
taken  the  right  course  in  asking  for 
a  Select  Committee.  He  thought  the 
noble  Earl  who  introduced^ the  subject 
(the  Earl  of  Dalhousie)  had  done  well  in 
moving  for  the  Committee  without  un- 
necessarily dwelling  on  the  nauseous 
details  inseparable  from  the  question, 
while  he  gave  ample  proof  of  theneceseity 
of  the  inquiry.  In  reply  to  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Peterborough), 
he  might  say  that  it  was  not  intended 
that  the  Committee  should  confine  its 
inquiries  to  the  traffic  of  the  Continent ; 
but  it  would  also  inquire  into  the  state 
of  the  law  as  it  affected  this  conntij. 
Bepresentations  were  made  to  him  last 
autumn  in  the  matter.  He  suspected  at 
the  time  there  was  exaggeration  as  to 
the  facts;  but  it  was  his  duty  to  put 
himself  into  communication  with  the 
English  Minister  at  Brussels,  and  the 
English  Consuls  at  different  seaports, 
and  he  had  found  that  there  was  no  ex- 
aggeration. Of  course  it  was  difficult 
to  deal  with  the  regulations  of  foreign 
countries  in  reference  to  such  a  subject ; 
but  he  was  bound  to  say  that,  when  re- 
pfesentations  were  made  to  other  Go- 
vernments on  the  subject,  immediate 
steps  were  taken  to  render  assistance, 
and  all  the  information  that  could  be 
given  was  forwarded  to  our  Consuls. 
He  could  only  add  that  he  quite  con- 
curred in  the  commendation  given  to 
Mr.  Snagge  for  the  able  way  in  which 
he  had  carried  out  his  inyestigations. 


1613 


Great  North  of  [  May  80,  1 88 1 )       Scotland  JRailway  Bill      1614 


He  thanked  their  Lordships  for  the  cor- 
dial spirit  in  which  they  agreed  with 
the  Qoyemment  that  an  inquiry  should 
be  made  into  that  sad  and  discreditable 
subject. 

On  question,  agreed  to. 

And  on  June  14,  the  Lords  following  were 
named  of  the  Committee  :— 


31.  Saliabnrr. 

K.  Blount  Eclgciimbe. 

£.  Belmore. 

E.  Cairns. 

L.  Bp.  London. 

L.  Braye. 

Li.  Leigh. 


L.  Penzance. 
L.  Aberdare. 
L.  Ramsay. 
L.  Tollemache. 
L.  Norton. 
L.  Mount  Temple. 


JURY   lAWS  (IRELAND). 
NOMINATIOX  OF  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Select  Committee  nominated. 

Lord  DENMAN,  in  expressing  his 
approval  of  the  selection  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee,  said,  that,  as  it 
would  cause  much  inconvenience  to  ob- 
tain evidence  from  Ireland,  he  thought 
it  would  be  best  for  their  Lordships  to 
be  re-appointed,  like  the  Committee  on 
Intemperance,  and  act  upon  the  proofs 
which  could  be  given  to  the  Law  Amend- 
ment Society,  when  in  Dublin,  of  the 
imperfection  of  trial  by  jury  in  Ire- 
land. 

At  Eight  o'clock  House  adjourned 
during  pleasure. 


House  resumed  at  Eleven  o'clock. 

BTMMABT  PBOCEDTTRE  (SCOTLAND)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Summary  Procedure  Act, 
1864 — ^Waa  prtunUd  by  The  Lord  Ramsat; 
read  1-.     (No.  99.) 

CVST03C8  AND   INLAND   KEVENUE   BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1* ;  to  be 
read  2*  To'»%orrow  ;  and  Standing  Order  No. 
XXXV.  to  be  considered  in  order  to  ita  being 
dispensed  with.~(n«  Lord  Thurlow.)  (No.  98.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Eleven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  SOth  May,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— SuppLT--«)#M<Vfor#i  in  CommitUi 
— CrviL  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
MENT8,  Further  Vote  on  Account -Class  I. 
— Public  Works  and  Buildings,  Votes  6 
to  24;  Class  II. — Salaries  and  Expenses 
OP  Civil  Departments,  Votes  1  to  41 ; 
Class  III. — Law  and  Justice,  Votes  1  to  4, 
6  to  24,  29  to  38;  Class  IV.— Education, 
Science,  and  Art,  Votes  1  to  19 ;  Class  V. 
— Foreign  and  Colonial  Services,  Votes  1 
to  7,  and  9;  Class  VI. — Non-Eppectivb  and 
Charitable  Services  and  Retirbd  Axlow- 
ances,  and  Gratuities  por  Charitable  and 
OTHER  Purposes,  Votes  1  to  10 ;  Class  VII. 
— ^Miscellaneous,  Votes  1  and  2 ;  Revenue 
Departments,  Votes  1  to  5. 
Resolution  [May  27]  reported. 

Private  Bill  (jy  Order) — Considered  as  amended 
— Great  North  of  Scotland  Railway. 

Public  Bills — Committee — Land  Law  (Ireland) 
[136]— R.P. 

Third  Reading  —  Land  Drainage  Provisional 
Orders*  [1531;  Local  Government  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Orders  (Bandon,  &c.)*  ["163]; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (HaH* 
fax,  &c.)  *  [1591 ;  Customs  and  Inland  Reve- 
nue *  [136],  asxa  passed. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


GREAT  NORTH   OF   SCOTLAND   RAIL- 
WAY BILL  {by  Order.) 

CONSIDEBATION. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now 
considered." 

Mb.  J.  HOWABD  said,  that,  in  the 
absence  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay),  he 
had  a  Motion  to  submit  in  regard  to 
this  Bill. 

Mb.  SPFAKEB  :  Does  the  hon. 
Member  speak  on  behalf  of  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  ? 

AIb.  J.  HOWABD :  No ;  against  it. 
He  appeared  there  in  the  absence  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Forfarshire 
to  oppose  the  Bill;  and  he  begged  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment — 

"That,  pending  the  inquiry  into  Railway 
Rates  and  Charges  by  the  Select  Committee  of 
thifl  House,  the  Consideration  of  the  Bill  b« 
poftpooed." 
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The  original  intention  of  tlie  Bill  was 
to  make  a  new  branch  line,  with  power 
to  increase  the  rates  over  such  line.  The 
Select  Committee  to  which  the  Bill  was 
referred  refused  the  power  of  extending 
the  line,  but,  strangely  enough,  con- 
sented to  grant  powers  for  increasing 
the  rates.  He  wished  to  point  out  that 
if  the  decision  of  the  Select  Committee 
were  confirmed  bj  the  House,  the  effect 
would  be  to  increase  the  rates  for  the 
carriage  of  lime  and  manures,  in  the 
case  of  lots  under  two  tons  by  50  to  100 
per  cent,  and  in  the  case  of  lots  over 
two  tons  by  25  to  33  per  cent.  A 
similar  increase  was  allowed  in  the  case 
of  stones,  bricks,  coals,  tiles,  slates, 
draining  materials,  and  iron.  Another 
objection  to  the  Bill  was  that  it  altered 
the  classification  of  manures  which  was 
adopted  in  the  Model  Clauses  Bill  of 
1 845— the  Model  Act  of  1 864— and  which 
was  to  be  found  almost  uniformly  in  every 
Bailway  Act  down  to  the  present  day. 
Another  objectionable  feature  of  the 
Bill,  which  nad  been  confirmed  by  the 
Select  Committee,  was  that  it  em- 
powered the  Company  to  raise  the 
weight  for  parcels  in  certain  classes  of 
goods  from  500lbs.,  at  present  the  limit 
in  nearly  every  Act,  to  two  tons  in  cer- 
tain cases,  and  four  tons  in  others.  The 
opponents  believed  that  this  decision 
was  without  precedent  upon  an  opposed 
Bill,  and  it  was  tantamount  to  a  general 
increase  of  maximum  rates,  pressing 
with  great  severity  upon  small  farmers 
and  traders.  The  Bailway  Company 
alleged  that  the  Bill  was  required  be- 
cause they  wanted  money  for  the  pas- 
senger service ;  and,  forsooth,  for  that 
purpose  they  asked  Parliament  to  im- 
pose an  additional  tax  upon  the  farmer. 
The  opponents  submitted  that,  in  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  agriculture,  it  was  very 
undesirable  that  the  additional  taxation 
proposed  by  the  Bill  should  be  imposed 
upon  the  shoulders  of  the  tenant  far- 
mers. That  the  present  rates  were 
ample  and  sufficient  for  their  purposes, 
and  were  remunerative,  would  appear 
from  the  simple  fact  that  the  net  return 
of  the  Great  North  of  ScoUand  Bail- 
way,  on  all  the  traffic  of  the  line,  was 
higher  than  that  of  the  other  Scotch 
railways.  The  following  extract  from 
a  statement  prepared  in  June,  1880,  by 
the  late  manager  of  the  railway,  Mr. 
Milne,  who  held  that  office  for  30  years 
horn  the  beginning  of  the  railway,  was 

Mr.  J.  Eoward 


conclusive  upon  the  point.    Mr.! 

reports  that-— 

"The  net  revenues  amount  to  £29,0 
for  all  the  railways,  and  to  £161,000  np 
Great  North  of  Scotland  alone,  the  lattei 
e^ual  to  an  average  return  of  upwards  o! 
cent  on  the  Company's  net  expendii 
£3,000,000  (about  £10,000  per  open  ra 
compared  with  only  4  J  per  cent  per  am 
an  average  of  all  the  Companies  in  the  Ki 
— a  strilong  result,  to  be  explained  maj 
the  economy  exercised  both  in  capital  e: 
ture  and  daily  working.  That  the  divid 
the  ordinary  Stock  is  no  moTe  than  at  pr 
accounted  for,  as  formerly  explained, 
duplication  of  that  Stock  under  the  Am£ 
tion  Act;,  of  1866,  which  converted  or  du] 
each  £100  of  the  original  Stock  into  i 
that  a  dividend  of  only  1)  per  cent  on  tl 
nary  Stock,  as  at  present  constituted,  i 
really  to  a  dividend  of  nearly  4  per  i 
each  £100  of  the  original  ordinary  Stc 
so  on  in  proportion ;  and  the  high  rate 
ferential  dividend,  ranging  from  5  to 
cent  on  some  of  the  Guaranteed  Stoc 
contributes  to  keep  do¥m  the  present 
dividends  on  the  ordinary  Stock.'* 

The  average  net  return  of  Scotc 
ways,  abstracted  from  the  pul 
accounts,  showed  that  the  dividei 
by  this  railway  was  greater  tha 
paid  by  any  other  railway  in  Sc 
The  Glasgow  and  South  Westen 
way  paid  6  per  cent ;  the  North 
4  per  cent ;  the  Caledonian  3  J  pc 
The  average  of  the  three  leading 
lines  was  4  per  cent,  while  the 
North  of  Scotland  and  branch 
eluding  Strathspey  and  Deeside, 
per  cent,  and  the  average  of  the 
land  and  Skye  and  Sutherland  IL 
4^  per  cent.  It  was  not  his  des: 
would  it  be  necessary,  to  trou 
House  with  a  large  number  of 
He  would  only  point  out  that  t 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  defeat  ] 
verse  a  decision  or  judgment  proi 
by  the  Kail  way  Commissioners,  a 
firmed  by  the  Court  of  Session  : 
land,  by  which  the  Great  North  • 
land  Bailway  Company  were  r 
to  convey  all  kinds  of  manures 
lowest  class.  The  fact  was,  tha 
good  many  years  the  traders  i 
mers  of  the  district  through  wb 
railway  runs  had,  in  their  ini 
believed  that  no  Railway  Compa] 
be  so  dishonest  as  to  impose  cha) 
yond  those  to  which  they  were  leg 
titled  by  their  Act  of  Parliament 
ever,  the  farmers  and  traders  a 
had  their  attention  called  to  the 
and  having  been  led  to  examine  i 
of  the  Company,  they  disooyered 
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justice  to  which  thej  had  been  subjected. 
At  great  expense  they  obtained  a  judg- 
ment to  compel  the  Company  to  observe 
the  law.  For  many  years  the  Great  North 
of  Scotland  Hallway  had  greatly  over- 
charged for  coal,  lime,  and  grain,  as 
well  as  gnano  and  artificial  manures. 
The  Company  did  not  come  to  Parlia- 
ment for  power  to  enable  them  to  refund 
the  money  they  had  unjustly  abstracted 
from  the  pockets  of  their  customers;  but 
they  came  to  the  House  of  Commons 
now  to  legalize  a  system  which  was 
begun  in  injustice  and  dishonesty.  Ho 
believed  that  these  increased  powers 
were,  in  reality,  not  put  forward  simply 
on  behalf  of  the  Great  North  of  Scot- 
land Railway  alone,  but  in  the  interests 
of  all  the  great  railways  in  the  Kingdom. 
As  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  very  j ustly  ob - 
served,  in  a  Circular  they  had  issued — 

**Jt  was  difficult  to  see  on  what  ground  it 
would  be  poflrible  to  resist  the  claims  of  other 
Railway  Companies  to  similar  concessions.'* 

He  submitted  that  the  decision  of  such 
a  question,  fraught  with  important  con- 
sequences to  the  small  traders  and  far- 
mers throughout  the  country,  should  not 
be  given  until  the  Select  Committee  on 
Railway  Hates,  which  was  at  present  re- 
ceiving evidence  upon  this  and  other 
questions  affecting  charges  by  railways, 
should  have  made  their  Report  to  the 
House.  Upon  these,  as  well  as  upon 
other  grounds,  he  begged  to  move  the 
Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  pendino;  the  inquiry  into  Eailway  Rates  and 
Charfi^es  bv  the  Select  Committee  of  this  House, 
the  Consideration  of  the  Bill  be  postponed,** — 
( Jfr.  Jamts  Howmrd^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 

8 reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
iuestion." 

Mb.  PORTMAN  remarked,  that,  as 
he  had  had  the  honour  of  presiding  as 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  to  whom  the 
Great  North  of  Scotland  Railway  Bill 
was  referred,  perhaps  the  House  would 
allow  him  to  say  a  few  words  in  an- 
swer to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  County  of  Bedford  (Mr.  J. 
Howard).  The  Committee  very  care- 
fully considered  the  question  of  the  re- 
olaasification  of  artificial  manures,  and 
they  were  of  opinion  that  the  demand 


of  the  Railway  Company  for  a  re-classi- 
fication was  one  that  ought  to  be  granted 
by  Parliament.     Ho  would  point  out  to 
the    House    that    under    their  former 
classification  they  were  carrying  valu- 
able artificial  manures  at  the  same  rate 
as  ordinary  stable  manures,  worth,  per- 
haps, 7«.  6(f.  per  ton,  whereas  the  arti- 
ficial manures  were  worth  from  £2  up 
to  £15  a- ton.     He  might  remind  the 
House    that    in    the    Clearing    House 
Classification  of  1 852  guano  was  classed 
with  grain,  which  was  one  class  higher 
than   the  Bill  of  the   Great  North  of 
Scotland  Company  proposed  to  fix.     He 
would  also  remind  them  that  the  Royal 
Commission  which  sat  in   1867  recom- 
mended the  classification  he  had  referred 
to  as  the  basis  to  be  adopted  in  Railway 
Acts  of  Parliament  for  the  future.  There 
were  also  several  other  cases  in  which 
Railway  Companies  had  sought  powers 
from  Parliament  for  a  re-classification 
of  artificial  manures,  which  powers  had 
been  granted  to  them.     He  might  men- 
tion one  case  in  particular  which  occurred 
as  long  ago  as  1867 — namely,  that  of 
the  North  Eastern  Railway  Company  of 
England,  which  applied  for  power,  and 
obtained  it    from   Parliament,   to    put 
valuable  artificial  manures  in  a  higner 
class  than  the  ordinary  scale  of  rates 
imposed  for    farmyard  manures.      He 
might   add    that    the  Clearing  House 
Classification  of  1852,  to  which  he  had 
already  referred,   placed   guano    in    a 
higher  class  than  the  Great  North  of 
Scotland  Bill  proposed  to  place  it  in. 
Touching  the    question  of  differential 
rates,  it  was  proved  to  the  satisfaction 
of   the   Committee   that    this  Railway 
Company    were    working    their    small 
parcel  traffic  at  a  dead  loss  to  them- 
selves, and  the  Committee  accordingly 
gave  them  power  to  alter  their  differen- 
tial rates,  because,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Committee,  there  was  no  question  that 
they  ought  to  be  allowed  to  have  such  a 
power.  With  regard  to  terminal  charges, 
hon.  Members  would  be  well  aware  that 
terminal    charges   were    sanctioned   by 
every  Railway  Act  in  this  country.     He 
believed  that  an  attempt  was  made  some 
years  ago  by  a  Committee  composed  of 
Members  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
to  fix  maximum  terminal  oharg^.   That 
Committee— a  very  able  Committee  too 
— decided  that  it  was  not  necessary,  but 
most  undesirable,  to  fix  a  maximum; 
but  that  the  word  '*  reasonable  "  in  eon* 
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nection  with  terminal  charges  was  a 
matter  to  be  determined  between  the 
Hallway  Companies  and  their  customers. 
If  the  House  agreed  to  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bed- 
fordshire, they  would,  in  cdl  probability, 
postpone  the  matter  indefinitely.  They 
all  knew  the  result  of  putting  off  a  de- 
cision until  a  Select  Committee  of  the 
House  had  time  to  present  a  Beport. 
The  Select  Committee  might  report  this 
year,  or  it  might  not.  At  all  events,  it 
was  highly  probable  that  some  years 
would  elapse  before  Parliament  could 
act  upon  their  Beport ;  and  he  would, 
therefore,  ask  the  House  not  to  be  led 
away  by  the  reason  assigned  by  his  hon. 
Friend  for  his  wish  to  put  off  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Bill.  He  did  not  think 
it  would  bo  fair  towards  the  Great  North 
of  Scotland  Bailway  to  postpone  the  Bill, 
and  he  earnestly  hoped  the  House  would 
be  induced  to  support  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Select  Committee,  who  had 
been  appointed  by  the  House  to  inquire 
into  the  merits  of  the  Bill,  and  to  reject 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bedfordshire.  One  word 
more  before  he  sat  down.  He  wished  to 
remind  the  House  that  if  they  sanctioned 
the  Bill  as  it  stood  they  would  not  be 
fixing  a  minimum,  but  a  maximum 
rate.  That  maximum  rate  was  one 
which  it  would  be  in  the  power  of 
the  Bailway  Company  at  any  time, 
if  they  found  their  business  falling 
off,  to  reduce  without  having  to  apply 
to  Parliament  for  its  sanction.  They 
would  have  full  power  to  reduce  the 
rate  of  their  own  accord,  and  he  be- 
lieved they  would  be  sharp  enough  to 
see  whether  a  reduction  was  required 
in  view  of  their  own  pecimiary  interests. 
In  regard  to  future  legislation  upon 
railways,  he  wished  to  remind  the  House 
that  in  the  Bill  they  were  now  discussing 
there  was  a  clause  which  provided  that 
nothing  in  the  Act  should  exempt  the 
Company  or  the  railways  from  the  pro- 
visions of  any  general  Act  relating  to 
railways,  or  from  any  future  revision  or 
alteration,  under  the  authority  of  Par- 
liament, of  the  maximum  rates  of  fares 
and  charges,  or  of  the  rates  for  small 
parcels.  He  hoped  the  House  would  be 
of  opinion  that  the  Select  Committee 
had  exercised  a  wise  discretion  in  the 
matter.  He  really  believed  that  the 
Committee  had  only  done  what  was  fair 
in  the  matter  towards  the  Ghreat  North  | 
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of  Scotland  Bailway  Company,  and  he 
believed  the  public  would  have  great 
advantage  in  a  better  service  of  trains. 
For  these  reasons  he  trusted  that  the 
House  would  be  disposed  to  reject  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Lord  BANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
thought  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  were 
placed  in  a  somewhat  awkward  pontioa 
in  the  matter.  Indeed,  those  who  op- 
posed a  Private  Bill  always  found  them- 
selves in  an  awkward  position.  If  thcj 
objected  to  a  Bill  on  the  second  readinj; 
they  were  told — **  Oh,  that  is  most  on- 
usual.  For  heaven's  sake  let  it  go  up- 
stairs, where  it  will  receive  every  con- 
sideration." That  argument  was  gene- 
rally sufficient  to  defeat  the  opposition 
to  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill  in  a  mo^t 
effectual  manner.  Then,  when  it  came 
down  from  the  Select  Committee,  if  any 
hon.  Member  presumed  to  oppose  it  ho 
was  at  once  told — *'  How  can  you  ask  the 
House  to  throw  out  a  Bill  which  has  al- 
ready been  carefully  considered  by  a  Com- 
mittee ?  "  Somehow  or  other  these  two 
arguments  generally  exercised  a  strong 
influence  on  the  House.  He  had  not  a 
word  to  say  against  the  Committee 
which  had  sat  upon  the  present  Bill. 
He  was  sure  they  had  taken  every  pos- 
sible trouble  and  care  to  arrive  at  a 
proper  conclusion  upon  it ;  but  he 
thought  they  had  not  had  their  eyes 
open — as  had  too  often  been  the  fate  of 
hon.  Members  of  that  House — ^to  the 
peculiar  artifices  of  the  Bailway  Com- 
panies and  their  general  mode  c^  deal- 
ing with  Parliament.  Now,  what  was 
the  origin  of  this  Bill  ?  The  Company 
first  of  all  pretended  to  come  to  Parlia- 
ment to  make  a  new  line,  and  upon  that 
line  they  asked  to  be  allowed  to  impose 
terminal  charges.  In  their  Bill  the 
Company  inserted  what  were  called  the 
Staffordshire  Clauses,  and  they  asked  for 
powers  to  raise  their  rates  along  tho 
whole  of  their  line.  The  primd  faeie 
ground  for  coming  to  Parliament  was 
that  they  might  have  authority  to  make 
a  new  line.  The  Select  Committee  de- 
clined to  allow  them  to  make  a  new 
line,  so  that  the  primd  facie  ground  of 
the  Bill  was  destroyed  altogether.  The 
next  ground,  which  was  the  real 
ground  for  coming  to  Parliament,  was 
to  raise  the  rates  to  the  fanners 
of  Banffshire  and  that  neighbourhtxxi, 
and  they  attempted  to  get  from  the 
House  of  OommonB  permiasion  to  do 
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that  which  they  had  really  been  doing 
for  a  ereat  many  years  illegally,  and 
what  they  would  still  have  been  doing 
if  the  Hailway  Commissioners  had  not 
stopped  them.  The  decision  of  the 
Kail  way  Commissioners  was  afterwards 
confirmed  by  the  Court  of  Session  in 
Scotland;  and  thus,  two  judgments  being 
against  them,  the  Company,  with  un- 
paralleled audacity,  came  to  that  House 
to  ask  the  House  to  do  what  the  Kail- 
way  Commissioners  and  the  Court  of 
Session  had  pronounced  to  be  altogether 
unjust.  He  would  ask  the  House  to 
consider  what  had  been  going  on  in  a 
Tery  large  and  influential  Committee 
of  that  House.  If  any  hon.  Member 
had  had  the  opportunity  of  reading, 
and  had  taken  the  trouble  to  consi- 
der, the  evidence  which  had  already 
been  presented  to  that  Committee,  he 
would  find  that  the  Railway  Companies 
were  accused  generally  of  making  un- 
fair charges,  unequal  charges,  and  un- 
reasonable terminal  charges.  There 
had  been  mountains  of  evidence  pre- 
sented to  the  Committee  already  to  this 
effect.  He  might  be  told  that  the  case 
of  the  Bailway  Companies  had  not  yet 
been  submitted  to  the  Committee. 

Mb.  LOWTHER  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  if  it  was  in  Order  for 
the  noble  Lord  to  allude  to  what  was 
going  on  in  a  Committee  upstairs? 

Mb.  speaker  ruled  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  in  Order. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
thought  the  hon.  Member  who  inter- 
rupted him  must  have  omitted  to  notice 
that  the  Amendment  submitted  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bedfordshire  (Mr.  J. 
Howard)  asked  the  House  not  to  deal 
with  the  Bill  at  present,  because  a  Com- 
mittee was  sitting  at  this  moment  up- 
stairs on  a  question  of  Railway  Rates. 
It  was,  therefore,  a  fair  argument  to  re- 
fer to  the  nature  of  the  evidence  already 
given  before  that  Committee ;  and  he 
thought  the  general  result  of  what  was 
taking  place  upstairs  was  that  they 
should  be  very  careful  how  they  pro- 
ceeded in  these  matters,  and  how  they 
consented  to  place  unbounded  confi- 
dence in  the  views  of  a  small  Commit- 
tee of  three  or  four  Gentlemen,  with, 
perhaps,  only  one  really  active  man 
upon  it  in  regard  to  railway  legislation. 
Toe  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Port- 
man),  who  was  Chairman  of  the  Select 
Committee^  said  that  the  value  of  arti- 


ficial manures  was  greater  than  the 
value  of  stable  manure.  But  that  had 
never  been  admitted  to  be  a  proper 
basis  of  railway  charge.  It  had  never 
been  admitted  that  the  value  of  any  ar- 
ticle should  determine  the  price  to  be 
paid  for  the  carriage  of  it.  The  hon. 
Member  had  alluded  to  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Royal  Commission  of 
1857,  and  said  that  they  were  in  favour 
of  a  different  classification ;  but  at  that 
time  there  had  not  been  the  serious 
agricultural  distress  which  had  prevailed 
since,  which  rendered  it  almost  a  matter 
of  life  and  death  to  the  agricultural  in- 
rest  that  the  railway  rates  should  not 
be  raised.  Then  the  hon.  Member 
talked,  also,  of  terminal  charges.  On 
all  these  points  it  was  very  unfortunate 
that  they  could  not  allude  to  the  evi- 
dence before  the  Railway  Committee, 
because  he  believed  it  would  supply  a 
large  amount  of  valuable  information 
which  might  determine  the  House  in 
accepting  or  rejecting  the  present  Bill. 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  if  the 
House  consented  to  put  off  the  Bill  now 
they  would  put  it  off  indefinitely.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedfordshire  would  do  no 
such  thing.  It  would  only  put  it  off  for 
one  Session.  There  must  be  legislation 
next  year,  in  order  to  renew  the  powers 
of  the  Railway  Commission,  or  else  the 
Commission  would  expire;  and  he  did 
not  suppose  that  the  House  of  Commons 
would  lightly  consent  to  allow  it  to  ex- 
pire. And,  therefore,  after  the  Com- 
mittee on  Railway  Rates  should  have 
reported,  and  the  powers  of  the  Railway 
Commissioners  should  have  been  re- 
newed, it  would  be  quite  time  enough 
for  this  Railway  Company  to  come  to 
Parliament  for  a  revision  of  the  rates 
they  were  now  entitled  to  charge.  But 
at  this  moment  it  would  be  imprudent 
and  unjust  to  allow  any  Railway  Com- 
pany, in  the  absence  of  the  information 
which  was  about  to  be  placed  before 
Parliament,  to  increase  their  rates,  and 
to  do  what  two  legal  tribunals  had 
already  decided  they  had  not  the  power 
to  do. 

Me.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  the 
proceedings  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
Railway  Rates  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  question  before  the  House ; 
but  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  as  to 
the  view  of  the  Boud  of  Trade  on  the 
present  Bill.    The  question  which  arose 
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was  simply  this — the  Committee  on  tlie 
Bill  upstairs  had  exercised  its  discretion, 
and,  after  a  careful  examination  of  the 
evidence  and  of  the  facts  of  the  case, 
had  given  to  this  Railway  Company 
powers  which  were  hy  no  means  unusual, 
and  were  only  the  same  as  almost  every 
important  railway  in  the  Kingdom  had 
got.  If  hon.  Members  would  look  to  the 
position  taken  by  the  Committee,  they 
would  find  that  the  terminal  clause  in  the 
new  classification  of  artificial  manures, 
and  other  provisions  contained  in  this  Bill, 
were  provisions  which  had  been  inserted 
in  almost  all  the  Bills  of  the  great  Rail- 
way Companies  for  the  last  10  or.l5  years. 
At  the  end  of  the  Bill  the  promoters  in- 
serted a  clause  to  provide  that  any 
change  of  legislation  which  might  mo- 
dify the  charges  of  Railway  Companies 
should  apply  also  to  the  Great  North  of 
Scotland  Railway  Company.  Therefore, 
the  question  the  House  had  to  consider 
was  this — was  it  going,  because  it  hap- 
pened that  a  Committee  was  sitting  to 
inquire  into  a  general  question  of  rail- 
way rates — was  it  going  to  refuse  the 
Great  North  of  Scotland  Railway  Com- 
pany, with  the  uncertainty  of  what  the 
decision  of  the  Committee  would  be,  the 
privileges  and  powers  which  had  already 
been  granted  to  other  Railway  Com- 
panies, owing  to  the  accident  that  the 
North  of  Scotland  Company  came  to 
Parliament  at  the  time  the  Committee 
on  Railway  Rates  happened  to  be  sitting. 
He  humbly  submitted  that  if  they  lis- 
tened to  what  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  said,  and  adopted  the  conclu- 
sion at  which  the  noble  Lord  had  come, 
and  on  that  ground  refuse  to  sanction 
the  decision  of  the  Committee  upstairs, 
they  would  be  actually  prejudging  the 
questions  submitted  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Railway  Rates  before  hearing 
the  other  side  of  the  story.  K  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  on  Railway 
Rates,  when  it  was  presented,  should  be 
found  to  invalidate  what  was  done  by 
the  present  Bill,  future  legislation  would 
set  the  matter  right. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  decUned  to 
enter  into  the  subject  of  the  inquiry  that 
was  going  on  upstairs,  although  he  was 
a  Member  of  that  Committee,  nor  would 
he  pretend  to  form  a  definite  opinion 
upon  the  questions  which  had  been 
placed  before  that  Committee;  but  he 
would  submit  that  there  was  this  salient 
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fact — ^that  very  grave  char^c^  had  been 
made  against  the  Railway  Companies  for 
charging  rates  in  excess  of  the  maximum, 
rates  laid  down  in  their  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment. It  had  also  been  stated  practically 
before  the  Committee  that  Parliament, 
behind  the  back  of  the  public  as  it  were, 
had  from  time  \o  time  raised  the  maxi- 
mum rates,  and  that  although  the  Board 
of  Trade  was  primd  facie  bound  to  re- 
port in  all  such  matters  to  Parliament, 
yet  that  hitherto  Parliament  had  had 
no  opportunity  of  saying  whether  such 
charges  should  be  made  or  noL     Par- 
liament had,  however,  an  opportunity 
of  saying,   in    regard  to   the    present 
measure,  whether,  under  existing  cir- 
cumstances and  considering  the  grave 
charges  which  had  been  made,  it  would 
allow,  in  this  particular  instance,  at  this 
particular  moment,  a  serious  increase  of 
rates  to  be  made.  He  must  say,  without 
for  one  moment  wishing  to  dispute  the 
propriety  of  the  view  formed  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  evidence  before  them,  but 
seeing  that  the  Committee  had  not  had 
before  them  the  charges  made  against 
the  Railway  Companies  generally  in  the 
Select  Committee   on    Railway  Rates, 
which  would  at  some  subsequent  period 
be  the  subject  of  a  Report  to  the  House, 
he  must  say  that  it  did  seem  only  reason- 
able that  further  procedure  in  regard  to 
the  present  Bill  should  stand  over  until 
the  Report  of  the  General  Committee 
had  been  presented. 

Me.  WEBSTER  said,  he  should  have 
been  quite  content  to  leave  to  the  state- 
ments which  had  been  made  by  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Evelyn 
Ashley),  and  by  the  hon.  Member  who 
presided  over  the  Select  Committee 
upstairs  to  which  the  Bill  was  referred 
(Mr.  Portman),  any  defence  of  the  Great 
North  of  Scotland  Railway  Company, 
who  were  promoting  the  Bill,  if  it  had 
not  been  for  the  fact  that  certain  charges 
had  been  made  against  the  Railway 
Company  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bed- 
fordshire (Mr.  J.  Howard)  and  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill), 
which  he  thought  it  necessary,  in  the 
interests  of  the  railway,  to  deny.  It 
had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedfordshire  that  this  Company  had 
been  acting  in  defiance  of  its  own  Acts 
of  Parliament  for  a  considerable  number 
of  vears  until  they  were  brought  to 
book  by  the  Railway  Commission.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  aUow  him  to 
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explain  how  the  matter  was,  and  what 
the  position  of  the  Kailway  Company 
was.  Owing  to  a  misunderstanding 
between  the  Bailway  Company  and  the 
traders  as  to  the  construction  of  one 
of  the  provisions  of  its  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment, a  case  was  brought  before  the 
Railway  Commissioners  as  to  its  mean- 
ing. Certain  traders  put  one  construc- 
tion upon  the  clause,  and  the  Bailway 
Company  put  another.  The  Railway 
Commissioners  decided  that  the  Com- 
pany were  wrong ;  and,  upon  an  appeal 
to  the  Court  of  Session  in  Scotland,  the 
decision  of  the  Eailway  Commissioners 
was  confirmed.  It  was  a  purely  a  ques- 
tion of  law,  and  the  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Session  and  of  the  Eailway  Commis- 
sioners had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  matter  now  beiore  the  House.  The 
bon.  Member  for  Bedfordshire  had  also 
said  that  the  Great  North  of  Scotland 
Company  were  paying  a  higher  dividend 
than  any  other  Bailway  Company  in 
Scotland.  The  hon.  Member  must  have 
been  greatly  misinformed.  This  unfor- 
tunate Company  was  paying  nothing 
upon  its  ordinary  shares,  and  for  the  last 
half  year  there  was  a  deficiency  upon 
its  preference  shares. 

ViscoTjyr  FOLKESTONE,  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  who  had  sat  upon 
the  Bill,  hoped  the  House  would  allow 
him  to  say  a  few  words.  He  was  bound 
to  confess  that,  as  the  Representative  of 
an  aapricultural  constituency,  when  the 
Bill  first  came  before  the  Committee  he 
had  almost  made  up  his  mind  to  pre- 
judge the  question,  and  to  oppose  any 
attempt  on  the  part  of  the  Great  North 
of  Scotland  Bailway  Company  to  raise 
their  rates ;  but  when  he  came  to  hear 
all  the  evidence  and  everything  that 
was  to  be  said,  both  in  favour  of  the 
Bailway  Company  and  against  it,  he  en- 
tirely turned  round,  and  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  was  only  fair  the  Bail- 
way  Company  should  be  permitted  by 
Parliament  to  raise  their  rates  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  as  proposed  by  the  Bill.  He 
felt  that  although  he  represented  an  agri- 
cultural constituency,  yet,  at  the  same 
time,  no  agriculturist  would  wish  to  be 
benefited  by  what  was  manifestly  un- 
fair towards  any  other  class.  The  Com- 
mittee had  evidence  before  thom  that 
the  rates  the  Great  North  of  Scotland 
Bailway  Company  were  permitted  to 
charge  had  been  settled  as  long  ago 
as  1869,  when  guano  and  other  artificial 


manures  where  almost,  if  not  entirely, 
unknown.  They  had  also  evidence  to 
inform  them  that  dung  and  stable  ma- 
nures were  allowed  to  be  charged  at  the 
same  rate  as  artificial  manures,  although 
the  price  of  the  latter  was  as  high  as 
from  £  1 2  to  £  1 5  a-ton,  and  there  were 
none  of  a  less  value  than  £10  a-ton. 
They  further  found,  from  the  evidence 
laid  before  them,  that  almost  every  other 
Bailway  Company  in  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland  were  permitted  to  charge 
differential  rates  for  artificial  manures, 
and  they  thought  it  only  fair  and  right 
to  permit  this  Bailway  Company  to  do 
the  same.  It  appeared  that  the  rates 
the  Great  North  of  Scotland  Bailway 
were  permitted  to  charge  were  lower 
than  those  charged  by  any  other  railway 
in  the  United  Kingdom  ;  and,  therefore, 
after  very  careful  consideration,  the 
Committee  unanimously  came  to  the  de- 
cision that  it  was  only  right  to  permit 
the  Company  to  have  the  provisions 
asked  for  in  the  Bill,  so  that  they  might 
be  able  to  increase  their  rates,  and  not 
be  compelled  to  charge  lower  rates  than 
any  other  Bailway  Company.  It  had 
been  said  by  the  opponents  of  the  Bill 
that  the  Bailway  Company  were  charging 
illegally  increased  rates  some  time  ago, 
and  that  it  was  so  decided  when  a  case 
was  brought  before  the  Bailway  Com- 
missioners. But  the  Bailway  Commis- 
sioners said  the  case  was  a  very  hard 
one  indeed ;  and  they  added — 

**  Although  we  will  not  permit  you  to  raise 
the  rates,  still  we  would  recommend  the  Great 
North  of  Scotland  Company  to  apply  for  a  Bill 
to  enable  them  to  do  so. 

He  trusted  that  the  House  would  not 
defeat  this  measure  upon  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Beport  of  the  Committee, 
because  he  was  quite  sure  that  it  was 
only  fair  towards  the  Company  that 
they  should  have  the  power  of  inoreas* 
ing  their  rates.  Thev  were  told  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  that  it  was  a 
matter  of  life  and  death  to  the  agricul- 
tural interest  in  that  part  of  Scotland 
that  the  rates  should  not  be  increased. 
[Lord  Baxdolph  CurRoniLL:  No,  no!] 
Now,  these  artificial  manures  were  worth 
from  £10  to  £12  and  £15  a-ton,  and 
the  Committee  allowed  the  Company  to 
increase  the  rates  by  a  very  small  per- 
centage. Yet  they  were  told  that  the 
j  result  of  such  an  increase  would  be  to 
'  increase  the  pi  ice  of  artificial  manures  to 
1  ^ 


1627 


Great  North  of 


[  COMMONS  ]      SooOmki  Raihc^  BiU.     l«28 


tlie  farmers  to  a  very  great  extent.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Barclay)  was  a  farmer  on  some  part 
of  this  line,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedfordshire  (Mr.  J.  Howard)  had  been 
put  up  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfar- 
shire to  oppose  the  Bill,  because  the 
rates  charged  to  the  hon.  Member  were 
likely  to  be  increased.  The  Committee 
had  evidence  before  them  as  to  the 
amount  to  which  the  rates  paid  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  and  other 
farmers  in  that  part  of  the  world,  who 
farmed  a  similar  quantity  of  land,  would 
be  increased,  and  it  was  shown  that 
the  additional  charge  would  come  to  the 
alarming  sum  of  10*.  M,  in  the  course  of 
the  year. 

Mr.  CEAIG  said,  the  claim  had  been 

Eut  upon  the  ground  that  similar  charges 
ad  been  put  into  Bailway  Bills  during 
the  last  15  years;  but  he  would  remind 
the  House  that  every  Company  came  and 
increased  the  rates  to  the  extent  of  15 
per  cent  in  1859.  At  that  time  they 
must  have  been  perfectly  well  acquainted 
with  the  fact  that  guano  and  artificial 
manures  were  not  classified  with  coal  or 
grain,  but  with  ordinary  stable  manures. 
They  said  nothing  about  terminals  in 
1859,  although  they  must  have  been 
perfectly  aware  of  how  much  would 
be  required  for  terminals  when  they  ob- 
tained a  general  rise  of  rates.  He  would 
not  have  taken  part  in  that  debate  had 
ho  not  observed  that  a  desire  to  raise 
railway  rates  was  an  epidemic  which 
was  spreading  far  and  wide.  It  began 
in  North  Staffordshire  in  1880,  and  now 
they  had  this  application  on  behalf  of 
the  Great  North  of  Scotland.  The  rates 
in  North  Staffordshire  had  been  very 
similar  to  this.  The  North  Staffordshire 
Railway,  for  many  years,  charged  above 
their  maximum  rates,  and  it  went  on 
with  the  consent  of  the  traders,  who 
were  aware  that  they  also  charged  below 
their  maximum  in  many  cases,  and  were 
using  that  railway  conscientiously  for  the 
development  of  the  resources  of  the  dis- 
trict. But  they  were  assailed  by  a  trader 
in.  1878,  and  judgment  was  obtained 
against  them.  They  had  come  to  Par- 
liament in  1879,  just  as  that  Company 
had  done,  in  order  to  rectify  and  make 
plain  that  error  in  their  Act  which  had 
led  to  the  over-charge,  and  to  obtain  an 
increase  of  rates.  The  traders  opposed 
that,  and  while  they  opposed  it  the  Com- 
pany were  unable  to  obtain  the  increase 
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which  they  sought.  They  thereupon 
held  public  meetings  in  the  district,  and 
agreed  with  these  traders  upon  termt, 
and  came  in  1880  with  an  unoppoeed 
Bill  and  got  what  they  wished.  Thit 
Company  ought  to  be  required  to  do  the 
same  thing.  They  had  charged  more 
than  their  maximum,  though  upon  lesi 
justifiable  grounds,  because  there  vu 
admittedly  an  error  in  the  North  Staflbrd- 
shire  Act ;  but  in  that  case  there  wa» 
none.  The  phraseology  was  such  as 
to  lead  to  no  such  misunderstandingi 
because  manures  were  all  classed  to- 
gether. He  quite  admitted  that  it  wu 
right  to  come  forward  and  ask  Pailii- 
ment  to  rectify  any  errors ;  but  when  they 
considered  that  that  Company  came  to 
increase  the  rate  to  the  extent  of  25  per 
cent  in  1859,  he  thought  it  was  too 
much  that  they  should  come  fonrard 
now  and  seek  another  increase  to  the 
extent  of  50  and  100  per  cent  under  the 
cover  of  re-classification  of  those  ma- 
nure rates.  Then,  when  they  came  to  con- 
sider that  this  very  thing  that  they  were 
now  re-classifying  —  artificial  mannree 
—  was  exceptionally  high,  they  ought 
to  pause  before  giving  them  this  power. 
He  did  not  think  that  any  railway  in 
the  Kingdom  charged  as  high  for  the 
carriage  of  coal  as  that  Company.  He 
might,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  observe 
this.  In  Ireland  there  were  lines  of 
railway  beine  complained  of  as  charg- 
ing excessively  high  rates  for  manures 
and  coal,  and  agriculture  and  trade 
suffered  by  consequence.  It  was  stated 
that  they  were  1  Jrf.  per  ton  per  mile  for 
coal  and  IJrf.  for  guano;  and  that  wm 
said  to  be  destroying  the  vitality  of  the 
agricultural  industry  of  Ireland,  Wid 
preventing  the  carrying  on  of  trade.  The 
complainants  were  petitioning  for  a  re- 
duction of  both  the  coal  and  artificial 
manure  rates.  But  here  was  an  apph- . 
cation  by  the  promoters  of  this  BiU  for 
2  J  J.  per  ton  per  mile  for  coal  and  manure ; 
and  if  they  were  to  grant  this  ooncee- 
sion  to  this  Company  they  might  depend 
upon  it  that  all  the  railways  in  the 
Kingdom  would  come  and  ask  for  the 
same  thing.  If  there  was  to  be  a  re- 
classification, let  the  whole  question  be 
considered.  The  present  opposers  of  th^ 
Bill  did  not  object  to  an  increase  for  arti- 
ficial manures,  provided  that  they  w- 
duced  the  rates  upon  coal.  He  aaked-^ 
"What  right  had  this  Company  to  obtain 
a  re-classification  of  certain  goods  with- 
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out  the  traders  having  a  word  to  say ; 
and,  in  fact,  they  ought  not  to  be  allowed 
to  do  so  without  going  into  the  whole 
question  of  re-classification.  The  hon. 
Member  who  sat  as  Chairman  on  the 
Select  Committee  (Mr.  Portman)  had  re- 
ferred to  the  patience  with  which  the 
Committee  had  gone  into  that  question. 
He  did  not  dispute  that  at  all.  But  there 
was  one  statement  made  by  the  leading 
counsel  for  the  promoters  which  he 
thought  was  quite  sufficient  to  shake  the 
confidence  of  hon.  Members  in  the  de- 
dfiion  of  the  Select  Committees  ap- 
pointed to  consider  questions  of  this  na- 
ture. It  was  stated  that  the  Brighton 
Bailway  Company  came  to  oppose  an 
opposition  Bill,  and  offered  inducements 
for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  by  proposing 
to  bring  m  a  Bill  to  reduce  their  rates  if 
the  Committee  would  throw  out  that 
Bill.  They  did  so  upon  this  undertak- 
ing, and  the  rates  were  accordingly  re- 
duced ;  but  three  years  afterwards  they 
came  and  got  the  rise  again.  If  there 
had  been  sound  judgment  on  the  part  of 
the  Committee  they  would  not  have  ne- 
cessitated this  three  years'  disturbance  of 
the  tariff;  but  the  fact  was  the  decisions 
of  Select  Committees  were  notoriously  un- 
certain and  unreliable  from  well-known 
defects  of  such  a  course  so  hastily  ex- 
temporized. He  submitted  that  the  Bill 
should  go  back,  and  that  this  Company 
should  be  required  to  allow  the  traders 
to  come  forward  and  state  their  case  and 
agree  with  them  upon  terms,  as  was 
done  by  the  North  Staffordshire  Rail- 
way Company,  which  was  their  only 
nrecedent  ~ 

Sib  ALEXANDER  GORDON  said, 
he  found  from  a  Circular  issued  that 
morning  to  hon.  Members  of  the  House 
that  his  name  had  been  attached  to  a 
itatement  issued  on  behalf  of  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  without  his  knowledge 
and  contrary  to  his  intention.  He  was 
anxious  to  show  how  the  mistake  oc- 
curred. The  day  after  the  Committee 
upstairs  reported  upon  the  Bill  a  meet- 
ing of  persons  interested  in  the  ques- 
tions contained  in  the  Bill  was  held ;  and, 
being  a  Representative  of  the  part  of  the 
country  affected  by  the  measure,  ho  was 
asked  to  attend  the  meeting,  and  the 
Minutes  of  that  meeting  were  drawn  up. 
Some  days  after  a  printed  paper  was 
brought  to  him  in  the  Lobby,  which  he 
imagined  to  be  a  printed  copy  of  the 
Uinutes  of  the  meeting,  and  he  signed 


the  document  under  that  impression. 
He  afterwards  found  that  it  was  not  a 
copy  of  the  Minutes  of  the  meetinc^,  but 
a  printed  copy  of  the  Circular  which  had 
been  distributed  to  hon.  Members.  He 
wished  to  add  that  he  did  not  for  a  mo- 
ment suggest  that  there  had  been  any 
breach  of  good  faith  on  the  part  of  the 
Gentleman  who  brought  the  document 
to  him  to  sign  ;  but  it  was  one  of  those 
unfortunate  misapprehensions  which  oc- 
casionally did  occur. 

Mb.   PLUNKET   remarked,   that  it 
was  extremely  unusual,  as  the   House 
well  knew,  to  oppose  a  Private  Bill  on 
the  consideration  of  the  Report,  after 
the   whole   of   the   circumstances   con- 
nected with  it  had  been  inquired  into 
by   a  Committee  upstairs.     In  regard 
to  the  present  Bill,  since  it  was  discussed 
upon  the  second  reading,  it  had  under- 
gone considerable  modification  in  order 
to  meet  the  objections  of  some  of  those 
who  were  opposed  to  it.    It  then  went 
before  the  Select  Committee,  and  that 
Select  Committee  had  unanimously  ror 
ported  in  favour  of   it.     He  did    not 
think — unless  it  should  be  shown  that 
some  very  special  circumstances  existed 
in   this   particular  case   which    vitally 
affected  the  Bill — that  the  House,  after 
what  had  fallen  from  his  noble  Friend 
behind    him,    the    Member  for  North 
Wilts  (Viscount  Folkestone),  ought  to 
reject  the  measure.     The  only  -excep- 
tional circumstance  pointed  out  by  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  was  that  there  was 
a  Committee  sitting  upstairs  which  was 
engaged  in    inquiring  into  the   whole 
question  of  railway  rates  and  charges. 
It  was  impossible  now  to  go,  in  any  de- 
tail, into  the  merits  of  the  Bill,  and  it 
was  only  on  general  principles  that  the 
House  could  be  asked  to  depart  from  its 
usual  practice.     In  this  case,  the  general 
objection  assigned  was  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Railway  Rates  might,  some 
day  or  other,  report  in  a  way  that  would 
be  unfavourable   to   some  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill.     If  the  Committee 
did  so  report,  nothing  would  be  easier 
than  to  alter  the  powers  of  this  Railway 
Company  in  conformity  with  such  a  Re- 
port of  the  Committee ;   and  he  found 
that  for  that  very  purpose  a  clause  had 
been  inserted  in  the  Bill — Clause  21 — 
which  ran  as  follows  : — 

'*  Xothinj?  in  this  Act  contained  shall  exempt 
the  Company  or  the  Itailway  from  the  provi- 
sions of  any  ^in^nU  Act  rf»lnting  to  Ilailwayi 
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or  the  better  and  more  impartial  audit  of  the 
accounts  of  Railway  Companies  now  in  force,  or 
which  may  hereafter  pass  during  this  or  any 
future  Session  of  Parliament  or  from  any  future 
revision  or  alteration  under  the  authority  of 
Parliament  of  the  maximum  rates  of  fares  and 
charges  or  of  the  rates  for  small  parcels." 

As  this  clause  met  the  only  legitimate 
objection  that  could  be  raised,  he 
thought  it  would  not  be  wise  to  de- 
part from  the  ordinary  practice  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  the  raUway 
interest  had  been  so  ably  represented 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down,  the  Repre- 
sentative of  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Plunket),  and  by  others  in  the  course 
of  the  present  debate,  that  he  hoped  he 
might  be  permitted  to  say  a  word  on  the 
part  of  the  agricultural  interest.  He 
certainly  was  not  able  to  say  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bedfordshire  (Mr.  J. 
Howard)  had  been  put  up  to  make  this 
Motion  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfar- 
shire (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay),  as  his  noble 
Friend  (Viscount  Folkestone)  had  said  ; 
but  he  was  delighted  to  think  that  at 
last,  upon  an  agricultural  question,  he 
was  able  to  find  himself  in  the  same 
Lobbv  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford- 
shire.  He  tendered  his  thanks  to  the 
•  hon.  Member  for  the  course  he  had 
taken.  He  thought  the  hon.  Member 
had  done  the  agricultural  interest  good 
service  upon  this  question;  and  after 
having  heard  all  that  had  been  said,  and 
without  wishing  to  prejudge  the  ques- 
tion, he  did  not  think  he  should  greatly 
err  if  he  gave  his  vote  in  support  of  the 
Amendment.  The  ground  on  which  he 
objected  to  the  Bill  was  of  the  broadest 
and  simplest  character.  He  had  re- 
ceived that  morning  a  Paper  purporting 
to  be  a  statement  m  behalf  of  tne  con- 
sideration of  the  BiU.  In  that  Paper 
he  found  the  objects  of  the  Bill  enume- 
rated, and  the  first  was  to  raise  the 
charges  upon  artificial  manure  to  a 
higher  rate  than  those  charged  upon 
farmyard  manure.  He  thought  that  any 
Bill  which  proposed  to  increase  the 
charges  upon  the  farmers  was  quite 
sufficient  to  insure  its  own  condemna- 
tion. It  was  the  very  thingp  which  those 
connected  with  the  agricultural  interest 
did  not  want.  They  objected  altogether 
to  higher  charges  being  placed  upon 
a^icultural  produce,  and  on  this  ground 
alone  he  should  go  into  the  Lobby 
against  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Plunket 


Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUBTthought 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Linoolnskire 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  had  not  put  the  oiatter 
upon   a  proper  g^und   when  he  said 
that  it  involved  a  contest  between  the 
railway  interest  and   the   agricQltnittl 
interest.    There  was  a  question  which 
concerned  that  House  ag^reat  deed  more, 
and    that  was  the  power    of   getting 
through  the  Business  of  the  country  if, 
by  rejecting  the  unanimous  decision  of 
a  Select  Committee  upon  a  Priyate  Bill, 
the  House  gave  encouragement  to  the 
fighting  out  of  these  questions  at  half- 
past  4  o'clock  in  the  aftomooii.     He 
entered    a  protest  against   the  course 
now  taken  ;  the  Committee  upetairs  had 
carefully  gone  through  the  whole  of  the 
evidence,  and  had  now  presented  their 
Beport ;  and  if  every  interest  which  con- 
sidered itself  aggrieved  by  the  decaaiott 
of  the  Committee  was  to  be  encouraged 
to   fight  out  the  battle  again  on   the 
fioor  of  the  House,  there  would  be  no 
end  of  such  contests  in  future,  involving 
a  very  great  waste  of  time.     Therefore, 
in  the  interests  of  the  Public  Busineee, 
he  entreated  the  House  to  consider  what 
would  be  the  result  of  adopting  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bed- 
fordshire (Mr.  J.  Howard)  and  rejecting 
the    Bill.     Personally,    he  was    quite 
satisfied  with  the  statements  which  had 
been  made  by  his  hon.  Friend  behind 
(Mr.  Portman)  and  by  the  noble  Lord 
opposite    r Viscount    Folkestone).      He 
did  not  believe  that  the  increased  charges 
which  the  Bill  authorized    the  Gbeat 
North  of  Scotland  Railway  to   make 
would  be    detrimental  to  the  agrieal- 
tural  interest;  and  he,  for  one,  would 
vote,  as  he  always  intended  to  do — unleea 
there  were  much  stronger  grounds  than 
had  been  shown  in  this  case — in  support 
of  the  unanimous  decision  of  the  oelect 
Committee  upstairs. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  thought  he 
entitled  to  make  a  remark,  inasmuch 
he  was  the  first  Member  of  the  House 
to  object  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  on 
the  second  reading.  The  reason  why  he 
did  not  on  that  occasion  press  his  objec- 
tion, and  go  into  the  liobby  against  the 
Bill,  was  that  the  measure  at  that  time 
contained  provisions  for  the  construction 
of  a  new  line,  which,  he  thought,  ought 
not  to  be  jeopardized  by  an  opposition 
to  other  provisions  of  the  Bill.  Sinoe 
that  time,  the  Bill  had  been  before  a 
Select  Committee,  and  the  provisions 
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relating  to  the  making  of  a  new  line 
had  been  struck  out,  so  that  the  question 
the  House  had  to  deal  with  now  was 
simply  that  which  related  to  the  increase 
of  rates.  He  quite  asreed  with  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  that  the  House 
ought  to  respect  the  decision  of  a  Select 
Committee  on  a  Private  Bill.  He  re- 
spected, he  hoped,  as  much  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  the  decision  of  a 
Select  Committee,  and  especially  that  of 
a  Committee  which  had  so  carefully  con- 
sidered the  details  of  a  Private  Bill  as 
this  Committee  had  done.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  he  thought  the  House  ought 
to  reserve  to  itself  the  power  of  con- 
sidering and  reviewing  any  proposal 
which  affected  the  general  principles 
upon  which  Private  Bill  legislation 
was  to  be  conducted ;  and  in  this  case 
there  was  an  attempt  to  raise  the  rail- 
way rates  and  charges  against  the  agri- 
cultural interest.  He  strongly  objected 
to  any  such  increase  at  a  period  of  agri- 
cultural depression  ;  and  ne  would  ven- 
ture to  urffe  another  ground — namely, 
that  in  making  provision  for  an  increase 
of  rates  in  the  manner  proposed  in  the 
Bill  they  were  establishing  a  very  incon- 
venient precedent.  Upon  these  grounds, 
he  was  prepared  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment movea  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bed- 
fordshire (Mr.  J.  Howard) ;  and  even  if 
the  general  question  were  not  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  imdergoing  consideration 
by  another  Committee  upstairs,  he  should 
be  prepared  to  protest  and  vote  against 
the  provisions  which  had  been  included 
in  the  present  Bill. 

Mb.  BAENES  could  not  understand 
the  support  which  the  Secretary  to  the' 
Board  of  Trade  was  giving  to  the  Toll 
Clause  of  this  Bill  as  being  a  usual  one. 
For  his  own  part,  he  might  say  that  he 
had  never  before  seen  a  BUI  which 
sanctioned  a  charge  of  Zd,  a-ton  for 
coals  and  2^^.  for  manures;  and,  on 
behalf  of  the  Mioinc^  Association  of  Qreat 
Britain  —  the  Coalownors'  —  of  which 
ho  was  Presidenf,  he  objected  to  the 
sanction  of  the  House  being  given  to 
such  charges.  It  was  important  to  bear 
in  mind  that  the  BUI  not  only  affected 
manures,  but  that  it  affected  coals  also  ; 
and,  on  these  grounds,  he  should  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bedfordshire  (Mr.  J.  Howard). 

Ma.  MAQNIAC  regretted  very  much 
that  he  oould  not  agree  with  the  remarks 

VOL.  OCLXI.       [tuird  ssbies.] 


which  had  been  made  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Home  Secretary.  It  was 
quite  impossible  that  hon.  Members 
could  sit  there  sUently  and  see  import- 
ant precedents  established,  as  they  were 
established  by  this  Bill,  without  raising 
their  voices  and  exercising  their  power 
of  voting  against  them.  The  statements 
made  by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  and  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  were  scarcely  capable 
of  being  supported  by  the  facte  of  the 
case.  The  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  told  the  House  that  the  rates 
authorized  to  be  charged  by  the  Bill 
were  the  usual  rates  enjoyed  by  every 
other  KaUway  Company  in  the  United 
Kingdom.     If  that  were  so,  for  what 

gurpose  did  the  Great  North  of  Scotland 
'ompany  apply  to  Parliament  at  all? 
If  they  were  entitled  to  make  these 
charges  already,  there  was  no  reason 
why  they  should  come  to  Parliament  at 
aU.  It  was  quite  evident  that  the  BaU- 
way  Company  had  not  got  the  power, 
and  that  hitherto  Parliament  had  not 
given  them  the  privUeges  they  were 
asking  for.  His  ground,  therefore,  for 
opposing  the  Bill  was  a  very  simple  one. 
If  the  House  passed  the  BUI,  the  pre- 
cedent established  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee upstairs  would  be  accepted ;  and 
he  strongly  protested  against  any  fresh 
precedent  being  made,  especially  whUe 
there  was  a  Committee  upstairs  engaged 
in  considering  the  whole  question. 

Mb.  CAEPENTEE-GAENIER  did 
not  wish  to  give  a  silent  vote  upon  the 
question.  He  could  assure  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bedfordshire  (Mr.  J.  Howard) 
that  the  views  he  had  enimciated  were 
fuUy  discussed  and  weighed  when  the 
BiU  was  under  consideration  by  the 
Committee  upstairs.  At  the  very  com- 
mencement of  the  Sittings  of  the  Com- 
mittee, the  question  was  raised  whether 
it  was  competent  or  desirable  for  the 
Committee  to  ^o  into  the  question  of 
rates  at  aU,  as  the  whole  subject  of  EaU- 
way  Eates  had  already  been  referred  to 
another  Committee  which  happened  to 
be  sitting  at  the  same  moment.  But  it 
was  pointed  out  to  the  Committee  that 
they  were  bound  to  go  into  aU  the  ques- 
tions that  were  raised  by  the  Bill  before 
them,  and  that  they  were  bound  to  de- 
cide, upon  the  evidence  submitted  to 
them,  what  the  course  of  legislation 
ought  to  be  in  regard  to  this  particular 
BUI.     The  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Folko- 
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stone)  said  that  tlie  Committee  were 
unanimous.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Carpenter- 
Gamier)  confessed  that  he  had  enter- 
tained considerable  doubts  upon  the 
question  of  the  classification  of  guano 
and  artificial  manures;  and  if  anyone 
had  moved  to  leave  out  the  clause  deal- 
ing with  that  question,  he  should  cer- 
tainly have  had  great  pleasure  in  voting 
for  such  a  proposition.  There  were 
several  other  important  questions  raised 
— such  as  terminal  charges,  the  rates 
for  small  parcels,  and  other  matters  con- 
tained in  the  Bill,  which  had  not  been 
alluded  to  at  any  length  in  the  present 
discussion.  There  was  also  another,  and 
a  wholly  different,  subject  dealt  with — 
namely,  the  propriety  of  sanctioning  an 
amalgamation  with  another  railway.  His 
own  opinion  wets  that  the  raising  of  the 
rates  on  artificial  manures  was  a  very 
strong  measure,  and  that  it  wets  scarcely 
warranted  by  the  circumstances  of  the 
case.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
precedent,  it  was  said  by  an  hon.  Member 
opposite  that  the  Committee  were  creating 
an  inconvenient  precedent.  That  was 
hardly  the  case,  seeing  that  the  precedent 
of  the  Nortii  Staffordshire  Railway  was 
allowed  to  be  on  all-fours  with  the  pre- 
sent case.  It  was,  however,  impossible, 
in  a  short  discussion  like  this,  to  go  into 
all  the  complicated  and  difficult  ques- 
tions which  were  raised  before  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
have  confidence  in  the  decision  of  the 
Committee,  who  had  sat  for  many  days 
hearing  evidence,  and  who  gave  the 
whole  matter  the  fullest  and  most  care- 
ful consideration. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  1 75 ;  Noes 
127  :  Majority  48.— (Div.  List,  No. 
221.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered. 

Mb.  WEBSTER  moved,  after  Clause 
12,  to  insert  the  following  new  Clause : — 

(Terminal  Station.) 

*'Xo  station  shall  be  considered  a  terminal 
station  in  regard  to  any  goods  conveyed  on  the 
Railway  of  the  Company,  unless  such  goods 
have  been  received  thereat  from  the  consignor, 
or  are  directed  to  bo  delivered  thereat  to  the 
consignee." 

The  clause  was  proposed  by  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Company,  but  in  the  in- 

ifr.  Carpenter- Oamiir 


terests  of  the  traders ;   and  he  beliared 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  it. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Is  it  a  new  dause  ? 

Mb.  WEBSTER :  Yes. 

Clause  read  a  second  time,  and  mUUd 
to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said,  he  had  farther 
to  propose,  in  Clause  12,  page  8,  to 
leave  out  the  word  *'  covering."  This 
was  also  an  alteration  in  favour  of  the 
farmers,  traders,  and  others,  using  the 
railway,  and  not  in  the  interest  of  the 
promoters.  He  proposed  it,  however, 
with  their  consent. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 


THE  MAGISTRACY   (IRELAND)-aTI- 
PENDIABY  MAGISTRATES. 

Mr.  MELDON  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  report  in  the 
"  Irish  Times"  of  the  26th  April  1881, 
of  a  motion,  in  three  actions  brought 
against  Major  FraiU,  a  resident  magis* 
trate,  for  having  illegally  sentenced 
three  men  to  imprisonment  and  hard 
labour ;  whether,  in  the  said  report,  it 
does  not  appear  that  Major  Fraill  had 
been  a  Major  in  the  Army  before  re- 
ceiving his  appointment  as  a  resident 
magistrate,  and  that  Mr.  Baron  Dowse 
stated  he  had  been  once  told  by  a  sti* 
pendiary  magistrate  that,  as  he  was  noi 
a  lawyer  he  did  not  know  the  Law,  and 
did  not  pretend  to  know  it ;  whether,  in 
the  case  of  stipendiary  magistrates  whoee 
duties  are  to  euide  and  advise  the  other 
magistrates,  it  would  not  be  desirable 
that  members  of  the  legal  profession 
should  be  appointed  stipendiary  magis- 
trates, rather  than  military  men  or  pri* 
vate  gentlemen  without  leg^  knowledge 
or  training ;  and,  whether  all  or  any  of 
the  stipendianr  magistrates  who  have 
been  appointed  in  Ireland  since  the  pre- 
sent Government  came  to  office  are  bar- 
risters, or  have  received  legal  training  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  ron 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law):  I  have  seen 
the  report  in  the  newspaper  referred  to 
by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and 
find  it  is  as  stated  in  his  Question.  It 
is  the  case  that  of  the  few  resident 
magistrates  appointed  by  the  present 
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Gk)yemment  since  their  accession  to 
Office  none  are  barristers ;  but  I  be- 
lieTe  tliej  had  all  sufficient  legal  know- 
ledge and  experience  to  qufuify  them 
for  the  office.  I  must  decline  to  express 
any  opinion  on  the  abstract  question  as 
to  the  desirability  of  appointing  mem- 
bers of  the  Leg^l  Profession  in  prefer- 
ence to  others. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— EVICTIONS  IN 

MAYO. 

Mr.  PARNEIJi  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  G. 
A.  H.  Moore,  of  Moore  Hall,  county 
Mayo,  has,  since  the  rejection  by  the 
House  of  Lords  of  the  Compensation 
for  Disturbance  Bill,  evicted  a  number 
of  tenants,  and,  amongst  them,  one  named 
Stephen  Loftus,  of  Ashbrook,  Strard, 
Ballyyoy,  Mayo,  whose  family  numbers 
eleren,  and  the  rent  of  whose  holding 
was  £8  15«.,  while  the  Poor  Law  Valua- 
tion is  only  £4  7«.  6(^. ;  whether  the 
holding  has  been  in  Loftus's  possession 
and  that  of  his  forefathers  for  one  hun- 
dred and  ten  years;  whether  he  has 
been  left  by  the  eyiction  without  any 
employment  or  means  of  living;  and, 
whether  he  will  consider  the  desira- 
bility of  advising  the  insertion  of  such 
danses  in  the  Land  Law  (Lreland)  Bill 
as  will  protect  this  class  of  tenants  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Stephen  Lof- 
tUB,  the  man  referred  to  in  this  Ques- 
tion, was  not  originally  recognized  by 
Mr.  Moore  as  a  tenant.  The  farm  was 
held  by  his  brother,  Thomas  Loftus. 
It  consisted  of  38  acres;  the  annual 
rent  was  £28  2«.  ^d, ;  tenement  valua- 
tion, £17.  Thomas  Loftus  sub-let  a 
portion  of  the  land  to  Stephen — about 
12  acres,  for  which  he  received  £8  15«. 

rsr  annum  ;  tenement  valuation,  £6  5«. 
have  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Moore's 
a^nt  on  the  subject,  which  shows  that 
Mr.  Moore  has  acted  with  great  con- 
siderateness  and  kindness  to  his  tenants. 
The  following  is  an  extract  from  that 
letter: — 

••  Last  November,  instructed  by  Mr.  Moore, 
I  offertMl  the  Loftuses,  if  thej  piid  one  year's 
jtnU  iC2S  2#.  S^.,  that  we  would  take  it  in  full 
ditchargo  of  the  £61  16«.  M.  due  on  the  hold- 
ing, and  ^ve  them  a  clear  rent  receipt  for 
nme.  This  offer  was  refuB<.'d,  they  holding 
oat  to  get  the  land  at  the  Government  valua- 
tion ;  and  in  February  last  we  consented  to 
take  a  year's  rant  at  the  valuation.  The  ten- 
ants then  turned  round  and  asked  us  would  we 


take  half  Griffith's  valuation,  and  if  we  did  not 
that  they  would  pay  nothing.  This  offer,  I 
need  not  say,  we  oeclined ;  and  Mr.  Moore  then 
sent  them  word  that  he  had  withdrawn  his  pre- 
vious offer  to  them,  and  instructed  me  to  take 

proceedings  for  the  recovery  of  his  rent 

An  ejectment  decree  had  been  obtained  on  the 
14th  April,  1880,  and  as  same  was  running 
out  of  date  on  the  8th  April  last,  I  put  the 
decree  into  force,  but  instantly  reinstated 
them  as  caretakers  pending  a  settlement,  at  the 
same  time  stating  that  if  they  paid  £14  1«.  Zd.^ 
a  half-year's  rent,  out  of  the  £75  17«.  6</.,  which 
they  would  owe  on  the  1st  of  May,  I  would  take 
it  and  give  them  separate  receipts  for  same, 
thereby  creating  a  new  tenancy.  They  paid 
this  amount,  ana  I  oven  then  remitted  arrears 
to  the  amount  of  £19  12#.  6^.  The  holding  had 
been  a  very  long  time  in  their  possession,  and  I 
am  sure  Mjr.  Moore  wished  it  to  remain  as  long 
more  should  they  continue  to  pay  their  rents.*' 

Stephen  Loftus  was  for  four  days  a  care- 
taker instead  of  a  tenant  on  his  holding, 
and  now  he  is  in  undisturbed  possession 
of  his  separate  farm  and  recognized  as 
a  tenant.  I  must  say  I  cannot  see  any 
hardship  in  this  case. 

STATE  OF    IRELAND— DISTURBANCES 

AT    QUINLAN'S    CASTLE,  NEW 

PALLAS,  CO.  LIMERICK. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (for  Mr.  Sbx- 
ton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  If  it  is  true  that  a  force  of  about 
two  hundred  soldiers  and  as  many  police 
have  been  occupied  for  some  days  past 
in  warlike  operations  around  a  ruin  called 
**  Quinlan's  Castle,"  situate  at  New 
Pallas,  in  the  county  Limerick,  in 
which  some  tenants  threatened  with 
eviction  had  taken  refuge ;  if  the  forces, 
having  first  laid  siege  to  the  ruin, 
were,  after  a  time,  directed  to  re- 
tire, and  did  so,  but  if,  subsequently, 
after  a  council  had  been  held  between 
the  sheriff,  the  military  officers,  the  sti- 
pendiary magistrate,  and  the  officers  of 
police,  another  advance  was  made,  and 
the  whole  available  force  invested  the 
ruin,  with  a  view  to  reduce  its  occupants 
by  starvation ;  if  there  is  any  later  in- 
telligence from  the  scene  of  these  opera- 
tions ;  and,  if  he  will  be  able  to  lay  be- 
fore the  House  an  estimate  of  their 

cost  ?        

Mb.  CHILDERS:  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member's  Question,  I  have  to  in- 
form the  Uouse  that  a  detachment,  con- 
sisting of  about  200  men,  accompanied 
the  police  and  resident  magistrate  to  a 
farmhouse,  near  Castletown,  on  the  2l8t 
instant,  and  returned  to  Limerick  on  the 
same  day.     I  have  no  further  inform  a- 
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tion  on  the  subject.  The  railway  fares 
to  and  from  Pallas  Station  were  about 
£28. 

CITY  OF  LONDON  (INCOME  AND  EX- 
PENDITURE) —  THE  CHAMBERLAIN'S 
ESTIMATE. 

Mr.  FIETH  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  in  an 
estimate  of  current  income  and  expendi- 
ture recently  presented  by  the  Chamber- 
lain of  London,  there  i&  shown  a  pro- 
bable deficit  in  the  accounts  of  the  Cor- 
poration of  the  City  of  London  of  £38,500 
on  Deo.  31st,  1881 ;  whether  this  deficit 
is  not  exclusive  of  extraordinary  ex- 
penses for  various  purposes  named  in 
the  Eeport;  and,  whetner  he  is  pre- 
pared to  promote  the  wish  of  the  people 
of  London  to  have  the  accounts  of  the 
Corporation  submitted  to  a  skilled  and 
independent  audit  ? 

Mr.  COUETNEY  :  I  believe  it  is  the 
fact  that  the  Chamberlain's  estimate  for 
the  current  year  shows  a  probable  defi- 
ciency of  £38,500.  That  estimate  is  so 
far  exclusive  of  extraordinary  expenses 
that  it  does  not  include  certain  works  in 
abeyance,  and  it  necessarily  excludes 
extraordinary  expenditure  which  may  be 
authorized  by  the  Corporation  during 
the  rest  of  the  year ;  but  it  does  include 
£41,500  expenditure  upon  the  New  City 
School  buildings,  against  which  here- 
after will  be  set  off  the  value  of  the 
present  School  site  and  buildings.  The 
phrase  "  the  people  of  London  "  appears 
to  be  ambiguous.  As  all  the  Common 
Councillors  are  elected  annually  on  St. 
Thomas's  Day,  the  people  of  the  City 
could  apparently  insist  upon  a  skilled 
and  independent  audit  if  tney  wished  it. 
But  the  hon.  Member  probably  denotes 
by  the  phrase  the  inhabitants  of  a  much 
larger  area,  and  he  must  invoke  a  stronger 
power  than  mine  if  he  desires  to  promote 
their  wishes. 

THE  CENSUS,  1881— PRELIMINARY 

REPORT. 

Mb.  LEA  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Gk>vemment  Board,  If  it  is  in- 
tended to  issue  a  preliminary  Beport  of 
the  Census,  like  that  of  June  20th  1871 ; 
and,  if  so,  when  such  Heport  would  be 
issued  ? 

Mr.  DODSON  :  Tes;  it  is  intended  to 
issue  such  aParliamentaiy  Report.  Pro- 
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bably  the  population  will  be  3,000,000 
more  than  it  was  in  the  year  1871.  I 
have  every  reason  to  believe  that  the 
Parliamentary  Beport  will  be  ready  hi 
the  first  week  in  July. 

Mb.  lea  :  Is  that  increase  an  esti- 
mate or  an  ascertained  fact  ? 

Mb.  DODSON :  I  apprehend  it  is  as 
yet  only  an  estimate. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked,  whether 
the  Report  would  show  the  increaee  of 
the  population  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  DODSON :  I  am  not  responsible 
for  the  Census  of  Ireland. 

CROWN  LANDS— THE  STAGSDEX 
ESTATE,  BEDFORDSHIRE. 

Mb.  MAQNIAC  asked  the  Secretarj 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  is  aware  of 
the  great  decrease  in  the  population  of 
the  parish  of  Stagsden,  in  Bedfordshire, 
as  shown  by  the  last  Census ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  has  any  reason  to  believe 
that  such  decrease  has  been  caused  by 
any  action  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Crown  Lands,  who  hold  a  large  estate 
in  that  parish  ? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH  : 
In  consequence  of  the  Question  of  mj 
hon.  Friend  I  have  made  inquiries,  and 
find  that  between  the  Censuses  of  1871 
and  1881  there  hsLS  been  a  decrease  of 
1 32  in  the  population  of  Stagsden,  which 
is  at  the  rate  of  19  per  cent.  I  find  also 
that  five  other  parishes  in  the  Bedford 
Union  show  decreases  of  from  18  to  24 
per  cent.  It  will  thus  be  seen  that 
Stagsden  is  not  peculiar  among  its  neigh- 
bours in  showing  a  decrease,  which  has 
also,  I  fear,  occurred  in  most  of  the 
agricultural  districts  of  England.  With 
regard  to  the  action  of  the  Crown.,  I  find 
that  at  the  time  of  the  purchase  by  the 
Crown  there  were  103  cottages,  of  which 
28  had  to  be  pulled  down  as  unfit  for 
decent  habitation.  There  are  now  93 
cottages,  most  of  which  are  of  a  superior 
class  boUi  in  size  and  arranffementa.  The 
Crown  provides  additional  cottages  for 
the  farms  when  asked  to  do  so  by  the 
tenants  for  the  occupation  of  their 
labourers.  I  do  not,  therefore,  think 
that  the  decrease  in  the  population  of 
Stagsden  is  to  be  attributed  to  the 
action  of  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
and  Forests. 

Mb.  MAONIAC  gave  Notice  that,  on 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply,  he 
would  move  that  it  was  undesm^ble  that 
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the  Commissioners  of  Crown  Lands  and 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  respec- 
tively should  make  further  purchases  of 
real  property  so  as  to  increase  the  extent 
of  the  land  held  by  them  in  mortmain. 

Me.  J.  HOWARD  inquired,  whether 
the  24  cottages  which  were  pulled  down 
at  Stagsden  had  been  reported  upon  by 
the  rural  sanitary  authority  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  believed  they  were,  and  that 
notice  was  given  that  they  ought  to  be 
pulled  down. 

VACCINATION— HALIFAX  FEVER 
HOSPITAL. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther it  is  the  fact  that  the  matron  and 
one  or  more  nurses  at  the  Hospital  at 
Halifax  have  recently  taken  smallpox,  a 
few  days  after  re-vaccination ;  whether 
there  is  any  reason  to  believe  the  vacci- 
nation was  of  variolous  matter;  and, 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that  there  is  in  use 
in  the  country  a  large  quantity  of  vaccine 
which  is  in  fact  variolous  matter,  or 
smallpox  communicated  from  the  human 
subject  to  cattle,  and  from  them  extracted 
and  used  in  innoculation  under  the  Vacci- 
nation Acts  ? 

Mr.  DODSON  :  At  the  end  of  March 
last  a  small-poxpatient  was  sent  to  the 
Halifax  Fever  Iiosprtal,  and  thereupon 
the  matron  and  stafi'  were  strongly  urged 
to  be  vaccinated ;  but  they  aU  refused. 
Three  weeks  afterwards  the  matron 
showed  symptoms  of  the  disease,  and 
on  the  day  following  four  of  the  nurses 
were  vaccinated.  In  one  of  them  a  slight 
attack  of  small-pox  showed  itself  in  two 
days,  and  in  another  a  more  severe 
attack  in  four  days  afterwards.  It  is 
evident,  therefore,  that  they  must  have 
been  under  the  influence  of  the  disease 
when  the  vaccination  took  place,  and  at 
a  stage  when  the  latter  could  be  of  no 
avail.  The  other  two  nurses  escaped 
altogether.  There  is  no  reason  to  believe 
that  the  vaccination  was  of  variolous 
matter,  and  the  medical  man  who  vacci- 
nated them  distinctly  states  that  it  was 
good  vaccine  lymph.  As  to  the  last 
Question,  if  by  variolous  matter  is  in- 
tended the  matter  of  small-pox,  or  matter 
capable  of  producing  small-pox,  there  is 
no  Buoh  matter  used  in  vaccination  under 
the  Vaccination  Acts;  and,  as  a  matter 
of  iacti  all  attempts  of  late  years  to  pro- 
daoe  imall-pox  in  cattle  by  innoculation 


with  variolous  matter  would  seem  to 
have  proved  altogether  abortive. 

RAILWAY    FARES  — THE    RACING 
MEETINGS. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  Eailroad  Companies  are  in  the 
habit  of  making  extra  charges  for  the 
conveyance  of  passengers  during  Ascot, 
Goodwood,  and  Epsom  Haces ;  whether, 
in  some  cases,  these  charges  do  not  ex- 
ceed the  maximum  allowed  by  statute ; 
and,  whether  they  have  any  right  to 
raise,  on  such  occasions,  their  ordinary 
fares  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
his  attention  had  not  been  officially  di- 
rected to  the  statements  contained  in  the 
Question ;  but  he  had  no  reason  to  doubt 
their  substantial  accuracy.  His  hon. 
Friend  asked  him  to  give  what  would  be 
a  legal  opinion  on  the  subject.  He  was 
not  qualified  to  offer  such  an  opinion  to 
the  House.  But  according  to  some  cor- 
respondence in  The  Times  of  July  8, 1878, 
it  appeared  that  a  Mr.  James  Bussey 
commenced  proceedings  against  one  of 
the  Railway  Companies  to  try  its  right 
to  make  an  extra  charge  during  the 
Ascot  week.  The  Company  paid  the 
sum  claimed  into  Court,  and  so  avoided 
a  legal  decision.  He  supposed  the  im- 
pression left  on  the  mind  of  his  hon. 
Friend  would  be  that  they  had  good 
reason  to  do  so. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  (IRELAND)— COMMIT- 
TALS TO  COUNTY  LIMERICK  GAOL. 

Mr.  SYNAN  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd,  R.M.  did  on  Friday  the  20th 
instant  at  the  Kilfinane  Sessions,  in  the 
county  of  Limerick,  commit  nine  men 
(tradesmen  and  labourers)  to  the  County 
Limerick  Gaol  (a  distance  of  thirty 
miles)  on  remand  until  the  next  sessions 
without  giving  them  the  option  of  bail 
to  appear  at  such  sessions,  and  without 
speci^ng  and  calling  any  witnesses  to 
prove  the  offence  witn  which  they  were 
charged ;  and,  whether  the  families  of 
the  men  sent  to  prison  are  not  left  desti* 
tute  in  consequence  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Nine  men 
(tradesmen  or  labourers)  were  com- 
mitted  to    gaol    on   remand   by   Mr. 
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Cliflford  Lloyd  on  a  charge  of  riot,  bail 
being  refused.  This  was  at  Kilmal- 
lock  Petty  Sessions,  not  at  Kilfinane. 
Witnesses  were  called  and  evidence  of 
the  commission  of  the  offence  taken  in 
the  presence  of  the  accused.  With  the 
exception  of  two,  the  men  are  all  single, 
and  I  am  informed  that  the  families  of 
these  two  are  not  destitute. 

POST  OFFICE— MEMORIAL  OF  METRO- 
POLITAN LETTER-CARRIERS. 

Mr.  SCHEEIBER  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whether  he  has  received 
Petitions  from  the  Letter  Carriers  of  the 
eight  metropolitan  districts,  forwarded 
on  the  26th  of  last  month  through  the 
customary  official  channels,  and  con- 
cluding with  the  request  that  he  would 
receive  a  deputation  of  the  Petitioners' 
delegates,  in  the  event  of  his  requiring 
any  further  explanation  on  the  subject 
of  the  said  Petitions ;  and,  if  so,  when 
the  Petitioners  may  hope  for  an  answer 
either  to  the  prayer  of  their  Petitions  or 
to  their  application  for  an  interview  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT  :  Before  such  Me- 
morials as  those  referred  to  in  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  are  submitted 
to  me,  it  is  considered  expedient  that 
they  should  be  reported  upon  by  the 
officials  under  whom  the  Memorialists 
immediately  sei*ve,  and  who  are  in  a 
position  to  give  valuable  information  on 
many  of  the  points  referred  to.  In  con- 
sequence of  the  Memorials  in  question 
having  thus  to  be  examined,  seven  of 
them  reached  me  as  late  as  Saturday 
week,  and  one  was  received  on  Tuesday 
last.  It  is  scarcely  necessary  for  me  to 
say  that,  in  these  circumstances,  I  am 
not  now  in  a  position  to  arrive  at  any 
decision  on  the  subject. 

TUNIS— SEARCH  OF  BRITISH  SHIPS 
IN  TUNISIAN  WATERS. 

Mr.  H.  E.  brand  (for  Mr.  Otway) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  a  British 
trading  schooner  with  her  colours  flying 
was  recently  boarded  from  a  French 
man-of-war  in  Tunisian  waters,  tstken 
possession  of,  and  overhauled,  on  the 
plea  of  searching  for  arms ;  whether 
arms  formed  any  part  of  the  cargo  of 
the  schooner ;  and,  had  such  been  the 
case,  by  what  right  the  French  authori- 
ties (their  Government  not  being  at  war 
with  the  Qovernment  of  Tunis  or  a  bel- 
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Hgerent  Fewer)  impeded  a  British  ship 
when  pursuing  her  lawful  commerce; 
and,  whether,  in  consequence  of  this 
transaction,  Her  Majesty  s  Government 
contemplate  taking  any  steps  to  secure 
for  British  seamen  and  their  trade  in 
Tunisian  waters  the  protection  to  which 
they  are  entitled  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  On  the 
23rd  of  May,  Her  Majesty's  Agent  at 
Tunis  reported  by  telegram  that  the 
French  ship  of  war  Liopard  had  orer- 
hauled  the  British  schooner  Nora  StsUs^ 
on  the  19th  instant,  and,  after  searching 
her  for  gunpowder,  had  escorted  her  to 
Sfax,  to  be  more  closely  inspected  by 
the  loccd  authorities  in  il^Q  presence  of 
a  dragoman  of  the  British  Consulate. 
Lord  Lyons  was  instructed  to  inquire 
into  the  matter,  and  was  informed  by 
the  French  Minister  for  Foreign  AfEkirs 
that  it  was  in  consequence  of  a  regret- 
able  misunderstandingof  his  instructions 
that  the  Commander  of  the  Liopard  had 
visited  one  or  two  foreign  vessels.  He 
had  been  instructed  to  watch  suspected 
vessels,  and  to  support  the  Tunisian 
authorities  in  repressing  smu^ling ;  but 
he  was  by  no  means  authorized  to  visit 
foreign  vessels  on  the  high  seas,  and 
fresh  instructions  had  been  sent  to  him 
to  prevent  any  misunderstanding  in  fu- 
ture. Communications  on  the  subject 
have  taken  place  between  Captain  Tryon 
and  the  Commander  of  the  Liopard,  A, 
Beport  of  these  has  not  yet  been  received 
from  the  former ;  but  M.  St.  Hilaire  in- 
formed Lord  Lyons  that  the  two  officers 
had  come  to  a  perfect  understanding  as 
to  their  respective  obligations.  In  view 
of  the  explanation  given  by  the  Frenck 
Government  of  the  affair,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  do  not,  as  at  present  in- 
formed, contemplate  taking  any  further 
steps  in  the  matter. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION— FIELD 
OFFICERS'  ALLOWANCES. 

LlEXTTENAIiT-CoLONEL  MILNE  HOME 

asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
If  arrangementehave  been  made  with  the 
Indian  Government  for  payment  of  the 
usual  field  officers'  allowances  to  those 
captains  who  under  the  proposed  Army 
Organisation  Scheme  will  become  m^ors 
when  serving  with  their  regiments  in 
India;  and,  if  he  is  prepared  to  make 
allowances  to  officers  in  other  than  High- 
land and  Eifle  regiments  for  changes  ia 
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their  uniform,  necessitated  by  the  in- 
tended re-arrangement  of  brigades  ? 

Mb.  CniLDERS:  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman,  I  have  to 
state  that  about  two  months  ago,  we 
were  in  consultation  with  the  India 
Office  as  to  the  scale  of  pay  and  allow- 
ances for  the  additional  field  officers 
proposed  to  be  appointed  as  from  the  1st 
of  July.  We  have  no  official  letter  on 
the  subject,  but  arrangements  are  bein^ 
made.  With  respect  to  the  second 
Question,  I  am  not  aware  of  any  claim 
for  such  an  allowance  as  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  suggests  which  might 
not  have  been  put  forward  by  officers 
transferred  from  one  to  another  linked 
regiment  under  the  present  organization, 
and  I  see,  therefore,  no  reason  to  extend 
the  rule. 

Lieutenant-Colonel  MILNE  HOME 
asked  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  take  into  consideration  the  cases 
brought  before  him  ? 

Mr.  OHILDEES  :  I  am  most  anxious 
to  do  so. 

CUSTOMS  DEPARTMENT— EXTRA 
OFFICERS. 

Sir  TREVOR  LAWRENCE  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  "Whether 
the  extra  officers  of  Her  Majesty's  Cus- 
toms are  not  deprived  of  their  pay  on 
Her  Majesty's  birthday  and  other  public 
holidays,  which  is  not  the  case  with  tem- 
porary employes  in  other  branches  of 
the  Civil  Service ;  and,  whether,  if  this 
is  the  case,  he  will  not  reconsider  this 
treatment  of  a  poorly  paid  class  of  pub- 
lic servants  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
I  understand  the  hon.  Member  to  allude 
to  the  class  called  extra  men  employed 
by  the  Board  of  Customs.  These  men 
are  employed  in  such  numbers  and  on 
sach  days  as  is  found  necessary.  They 
are  paid  strictly  by  the  day,  and  only 
for  the  day  on  which  they  are  actually 
employed.  I  see  no  reason  for  altering 
this  system  in  the  manner  suggested, 
the  effect  of  which  would  be  to  give 
them  pay  for  days  on  which  they  are 
not  employed.  There  is  no  analogy 
between  their  position  and  that  of  other 
temporary  employ i$  of  Qovemment.  I 
may  say,  however,  that,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  a  certain  number  of  extra  men  are 
employed  on  all  holidays,  and  are  paid 
•cx)ordingly. 


LAW  AND  POLICE— ALLEGED  SALE 
OF  A  WIFE. 

Mr.  T  D.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  case  tried  before  the  Sheffield 
County  Court  on  May  25th,  and  reported 
in  the  '*  Daily  News"  of  May  26th,  in 
the  course  of  which  it  transpired  that  a 
man,  whose  name  is  not  given  in  the 
report,  sold  his  wife  to  a  married  man 
named  Moore  for  the  consideration  of  a 
quart  of  beer;  and,  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  such  sales  are  not 
uncommon  in  England,  the  Right  honour- 
able  Gentleman  will  take  such  steps  as 
may  be  in  his  power  to  remove  the  im- 
pression which  appears  to  exist  in  some 
parts  of  England  that  the  sale  of  wives 
IS  a  legitimate  transaction  ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
expects  a  serious  answer  to  this  Ques- 
tion. I  find  nothing  in  this  affair,  ex- 
cept the  casual  utterance  of  a  drunken 
ruffian  in  search  of  an  excuse  for  his 
own  immorality.  There  was  nothing 
like  a  sale  that  deserves  the  name  at 
all ;  and  I  confess  when  I  see  such  sug- 
gestions as  are  down  in  the  latter  part 
of  this  Question,  I  have  only  to  say  that 
to  treat  a  brutal  incident  of  this  cha- 
racter as  representing  a  practice  not  un- 
common in  England,  and  to  say  that  an 
impression  is  prevailing  that  incidents 
of  this  kind  are  legitimate  transactions 
is,  in  my  opinion,  at  once  a  waste  of 
time  and  an  insult  to  the  common  sense 
of  the  House.  Everyone  knows  that 
no  such  practice  exists.  [**0h!"]  Well, 
Sir,  if  non.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland 
know  the  case  to  be  different  with  refer- 
ence to  that  country,  I  have  nothing  to 
say ;  and,  for  my  part,  I  entirely  repu- 
diate the  slur  that  would  be  cast  on  the 
people  of  this  country  by  seriously  dwell- 
ing on  the  gross  language  of  a  degraded 
wretch  as  if  it  were  representing  a  na- 
tional practice  and  belief  as  to  uie  law 
deserving  the  attention  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  CALLAN  asked,  Whether,  in 
making  allusion  to  Ireland,  the  right 
hon.  SenUeman  meant  anything  se- 
nous? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  Sir, 
I  did  not  mean  anvthing  serious  at  all. 
I  did  not  think  it  coiud  be  a  serious 
subject.  I  make  no  more  imputation 
upon  Ireland  than  upon  England  and 
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Scotland.  I  believe  the  practice  to  be 
equally  unknown  in  every  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
COLONEL  HILUER,  THE  INSPECTOR 
GENERAL. 

Mr.  gill  (for  Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
If  the  Colonel  Hillier,  who  is  the  nomi- 
nal author  of  the  Circular  recently  issued 
to  the  Irish  police,  is  the  same  Colonel 
Hillier  who  a  few  years  ago  was  tried 
at  Dublin  before  the  late  Chief  Justice 
Whiteside  for  a  gross  assault  on  a  Bel- 
fast solicitor,  and  was  sentenced  to  pay 
a  penalty  of  £100  for  the  offence  ;  and, 
whether,  if  he  be  the  same  person,  the 
Irish  Executive  consider  it  proper  to 
retain  that  officer  in  command  of  the 
Irish  constabulary  at  so  critical  a  junc- 
ture in  Irish  affairs  as  the  present  r 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM,  before  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  answered 
this  Question,  wished  to  ask.  Whether 
in  the  case  referred  to  the  conduct  of 
Colonel  Hillier  had  not  been  approved 
by  the  Government,  and  the  fine  paid  by 
the  Crown  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  I  presume  the 
hon.  Member  alludes  to  the  action 
brought  by  the  late  Mr.  John  Rea  nearly 
10  years  ago  against  Colonel  Hillier  for 
illegal  arrest.  Mr.  Rea  was  addressing 
a  large  and  excited  mob  in  inflammatory 
language,  and,  after  being  repeatedly 
cautioned  by  Colonel  Hillier  and  re- 
quested to  desist,  continued  his  harangue, 
defying  the  officer  to  order  his  arrest. 
Colonel  Hillier  at  last,  fearing  that  a 
riot  would  be  the  result,  thought  it  his 
duty  to  direct  Mr.  Rea's  arrest,  and  for 
this  the  action  was  brought.  I  do  not 
think  the  circumstances  of  that  case 
afford  any  ground  for  supposing  that 
Colonel  Hillier — who  is  an  excellent 
public  officer — is  in  any  way  unfitted  to 
continue  Inspector- General  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary.  Colonel  Hillier's 
conduct  was  approved ;  and,  I  believe, 
his  expenses  were  paid  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

ARMY— SCHOOLS  FOR  MILITIAMEN- 
ARMY  CIRCULARS,  FEBRUARY,  1881. 

SiE  JOSEPH  BAILEY  asked  the  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  War,  What  has  been 
the  annual  cost  of  the  schools  for  the 
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instruction  of  militiamen  during  pre- 
liminary drill  and  training;  whether 
the  instruction  therein  given  has  not 
proved  of  great  advantage  to  men  avail- 
ing themselves  of  it;  and,  whether,  if 
that  is  the  case,  he  would  reconsider 
theClause  in  Army  Circulars  of  February 
1881,  by  which  these  schools  have  been 
abolished  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Baronet,  I  have  to  state  that  so  far 
from  schools  for  Militiamen  during  their 
training  proving  of  great  advantage,  I 
am  satisfied  that  they  are  entirely  use- 
less now  that  the  Education  Act  is  in 
full  operation.  It  is  difficolt  to  estimate 
exactly  their  expense,  perhaps  a  few 
hundred  pounds ;  but  they  were  not  dis- 
continued for  financial  reasons. 

PROTECTION    OF   PERSON    AND    PRO- 

PERTY    (IRELAND)     ACT,     1881— MB. 

HODNETT. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  Mr.  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  If  it  is  true 
that  the  Governor  of  the  County  Lime- 
rick Prison  refused  to  allow  Mr.  Hodnett 
(a  prisoner  confined  therein)  to  see  some 
friends  on  Thursday  last;  and  if  the 
said  Governor  refused  to  inform  tho«e 
friends  of  Mr.  Hodnett  why  it  was  that 
he  did  not  in  this  instance  comply  with 
the  rules  of  the  prison  ? 

Me.  HEALY  also  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  on  Ascension  Thursday  (a  Catholic 
holiday)  Mr.  Hodnett,  a  political  pri- 
soner in  Limerick  Gaol,  was  deprived  of 
the  privilege  of  associating  with  other 
prisoners  as  a  punishment  for  hurrying 
from  his  cell  into  chapel,  a  distance  of 
twenty  yards  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  I  am  informed 
by  the  General  Prisons  Board  that  Mr. 
Joyce,  their  district  Inspector,  has  been 
directed  to  inquire  into  this  matter, 
and  the  Prisons  Board  expect  to  have 
his  Eeport  on  the  entire  case  this  morn- 
ing. If  the  hon.  Members  will  repeat 
their  Questions  \i^  a  day  or  two,  I  hope 
to  be  in  a  position  to  answer  them. 

CENSUS  (IRELAND)— MISAPPLICATION 
OF  ENUMERATION  PAPERS. 
Mr.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  misapplica- 
tion of  the  Census  papers,  reported  in 
the  "  Freeman's  Journal "  of  26th  Maj> 
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Trhether  the  facts  are  as  stated,  yiz.  that 
on  Wednesday  a  farmer  named  J.  Moore 
was  sommoned  at  Termonfeckin  for 
writing  an  alleged  threatening  letter; 
whether  Constable  Marmion  stated  on 
oath,  that  to  procure  eyidence  as  to  the 
handwriting  of  this  letter,  he  examined 
1 26  of  the  Census  papers  which  ho  had 
collected  in  the  townland ;  that,  sus- 
pecting the  handwriting  of  one  of  the 
forms  to  be  the  same  as  that  of  the 
alleged  threatening  letter,  he  went  to  J. 
Moore  and  said  to  him  **  You  have  not 
properly  filled  your  Census  paper,**  and, 
on  Moore  protesting  that  he  nad,  used 
an  artifice  to  induce  him  to  fill  up  an- 
other ;  whether,  on  this  second  Census 
form  being  filled  in  the  constable's  pre- 
sence, Moore  was  taken  into  custody ; 
whether  these  forms  are  not  regarded  as 
secret  documents  to  be  applied  to  no  use 
but  that  which  Parliament  has  sanc- 
tioned ;  whether  every  Census  paper  does 
not  contain  the  following  pledge  as  to 
the  confidential  nature  of  its  contents, 
&c. : — 

"  Strict  caro  will  be  taken  that  the  returns 
are  not  used  for  the  gratification  of  cariosity  or 
for  any  other  object  than  that  of  rendering  the 
CensoB  as  complete  as  possible ;  ** 

whether  Constable  Marmion  admitted 
that  it  was  against  his  positive  iiistruc- 
tions  to  put  a  Census  form  to  an  illegiti- 
mate use ;  whether,  nevertheless,  Moore 
was  returned  for  trial  on  the  single 
piece  of  evidence  against  him ;  whether 
the  Government  approve  of  the  con- 
stable's ruse  to  obtain  the  filling  up  of 
the  second  Census  paper ;  whether  they 
approve  of  the  breach  of  faith  with  Par- 
liament and  the  public  in  its  misappli- 
cation as  criminal  evidence ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  they  will  at  once  give  orders 
for  Constable  Marmion's  dismissal  and 
for  the  withdrawal  of  the  charge  against 
Moore? 

Mr.  CAXiLAN  asked,  whether  the 
constable  referred  to  was  not  unpopular, 
and  ought  not  for  this  conduct  to  be  dis- 
missed the  force  ? 

Thb  attorney  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Lvw) :  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  report  of  this 
case  in  Ths  Freeman's  Journal^  and  I 
believe  the  facts  are  substantially  as 
stated.  A  serious  mistake  has,  no  doubt, 
been  committed  in  making  use  of  the 
Census  paper ;  and  I  have  therefore  di- 
rected the  withdrawal  of  the  prosecu- 
tion.   The  mistake,  however  .is  not  one 


which,  in  my  opinion,  requires  the  dis- 
missal of  the  constable.  I  have  no  in- 
formation as  to  the  man's  unpopularity. 
Mr  HEALY  :  Although  the  prosecu- 
tion is  withdrawn,  is  the  man  safe  from 
the  Coercion  Act  ? 

WESTERN  ISLANDS  OF  THE  PACIFIC— 
THE  SOLOMON  ISLANDS— MURDERS 
AND  OUTRAGES  BY  THE  NATIVES- 
OPERATIONS  OF  H.M.S.  "  EMERALD.*' 

Mb.  ALEXANDER  M'ARTHUR 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
the  Report  of  the  Captain  of  H.M.S. 
*'  Emerald,"  relative  to  the  operations 
which  that  officer  lately  undertook  at 
the  Solomon  Islands  in  retaliation  for 
the  murder  of  Lieutenant  Biron  and 
other  outrages ;  and,  whether  he  will 
also  publish  any  further  Correspondence 
on  the  same  subject  which  the  Lords  of 
the  Admiralty  may  have  received  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  I  shall  be  very 
glad  to  lay  on  the  Table  the  Report  of 
Captain  Maxwell,  as  well  as  a  Copy  of 
the  Instructions  from  Commodore  Wil- 
son under  which  he  sailed.  Those  are 
the  only  Papers  on  the  subject  which 
would  give  any  valuable  information  to 
the  House  of  Commons. 

IRELAND-ANTRIM  LICENSING 
SESSIONS. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  If  it  is  the  fact  that 
two  Annual  Licensing  Sessions  are  held 
in  each  year  for  the  county  Antrim 
portion  of  the  borough  of  Belfast — 
namely,  the  Recorder's  Annual  Licens- 
ing Sessions  in  September,  and  the 
County  Court  Judges*  Annual  Licensing 
Sessions  in  November  ;  is  he  aware  that 
such  last-mentioned  Sessions,  at  which 
county  justices  attend,  is  availed  of  by 
applicants  who  have  been  refused  their 
certificates  by  the  Recorder,  very  much 
as  a  court  of  appeal,  although  fresh  no- 
tices are  served,  and  that,  in  most  cases, 
such  second  application  is  directed  and 
encouraged  by  the  said  Recorder ;  is  it 
desirable  that  the  Recorder's  adverse 
decisions  should  bo  reviewed  and  re- 
versed by  a  bench  of  justices  having^ 
almost  no  interest  in  the  Borough ;  and, 
is  it  according  to  Law  that  there  should 
be  more  than  one  Annual  Licensing 
Sessions  for  a  district  in  the  year ;  or  that 
the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  should 
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accept  certificates  from  two  clerks  of  tlie 
peace  for  licences  for  the  county  Antrim 
portion  of  the  borough  of  Belfast  ? 
'  The  attorney  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  It  is  a  fact,  as 
stated,  that  two  Licensing  Sessions  are 
held  in  the  borough  of  Belfast — one 
being  held  by  the  Recorder  as  the  sole 
Judge  of  the  Borough  Sessions,  and  the 
other  by  the  County  Justices  in  that 
portion  of  the  county  which  lies  within 
the  borough  of  Belfast.  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  appeal ;  but  it  is  no  doubt  the 
fact  that  persons  refused  licences  by  the 
Recorder  have  applied  again  to  the 
County  Justices  sitting  in  the  town  of 
Belfast. 

INDIA— GRANT  TO  GENERAL  SIR 
FREDERICK  ROBERTS. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whe- 
ther any  actuarial  calculation  was  made  of 
the  value  of  the  annuity  of  £1,000  given 
to  Sir  Donald  Stewart  at  the  same  time 
as  the  calculation  was  made  with  respect 
to  Sir  Frederick  Roberts;  and,  if  not, 
why  this  formality  was  omitted;  whe- 
ther it  is  not  the  case  that,  if  Sir  Donald 
Stewart  had  been  treated  on  the  same 
footing  as  Sir  Frederick  Roberts,  the 
sum  granted  for  the  surrender  of  his 
annuity  would  have  been^bout  £9,868, 
instead  of  £12,600,  or  that,  if  Sir 
Frederick  Roberts  had  been  treated  on 
the  same  footing  as  Sir  Donald  Stewart, 
the  sum  granted  to  him  would  have  been 
about  £15,827,  instead  of  £12,500  ;  and, 
if  he  can  state  the  reasons  for  which  an 
advantage  was  given  to  Sir  Donald 
Stewart  over  Sir  Frederick  Roberts  in 
the  sum  granted  to  him,  as  in  both 
cases  the  recipients  had  been  equally 
adjudged,  as  a  reward  for  their  services, 
an  annuity  of  £1,000  a-year  for  one  life, 
a  grant  the  value  of  which  depends  on 
the  age  of  the  annuitant  ?  The  actuarial 
calculation,  he  added,  was  based  on  58 
as  the  age  of  Sir  Donald  Stewart  and 
49  as  the  age  of  Sir  Frederick  Roberts. 

The  Marquess  of  H ARTINGTON  : 
The  exact  sum  which  Sir  Donald 
Stewart  would  receive  on  his  pension  of 
£1,000  a-year,  if  commuted  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  would  be  £9,478  if  calculated 
at  5  per  cent,  or  £10,286  if  calculated 
at  4  per  cent.  But,  as  I  have  already 
stated,  the  ^ants  made  by  the  Indian 
Council  to  Sir  Donald  Stewart  and  Sir 
Frederick  Roberts  were  not  precisely 
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the  actuarial  value  of  the  cumulation  of 
the  £1,000  a-year  at  the  present  time. 
When  it  was  found  that  difficaltiea 
existed  in  the  way  of  carrying  out  the 
original  intention  of  the  Indian  Council 
of  making  a  g^nt  to  each  of  these  offi- 
cers, it  was  considered  desirable  to  sub- 
stitute for  that  proposal  a  grant  of  a 
lump  sum. 

Sm  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF :  Hab 
the  noble  Lord  any  objection  to  giving 
a  Return  of  all  special  military  grants 
made  by  the  Indian  Government  to  In- 
dian officers  for  the  last  40  years  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINOTON: 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  give  Notice  of 
that  Question  I  shall  answer  it. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— DISTURBANCES 
AT  QUINLAN'S  CASTLE,  NEW  PALLAS, 
CO.  LIMERICK. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  asked  Mr.  At- 
tomey  General  for  Ireland,  Whether, 
on  Saturday  21st  May,  the  sheriff  of  the 
county  of  Limerick  took  a  force  of  two 
hundred  soldiers  and  one  hundred  police 
to  protect  him  in  the  execution  of  certain 
ejectments  and  legal  decrees  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  New  Pallas,  conntj 
of  Limerick ;  whether  he  neglected  to 
provide  a  sufficient  (or  any)  staff  of 
civil  assistants,  and  had,  in  consequence, 
to  return  without  executing  the  eject  > 
ments ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  sheriff  to  provide  himself  with  such 
assistance;  and,  in  the  event  of  hia 
neglecting  to  do  so,  whether  he  can  be 
held  liable  for  the  cost  incurred  by  the 
State  in  the  collecting  and  sending  out 
of  so  large  a  force,  which  failed  in  its 
object  owing  to  such  neglect  of  duty  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fo» 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  The  facto  appear 
to  be  correctly  stated  in  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member.  The  attention  of  the 
(Government  has  already  been  called  to 
the  matter ;  and  on  the  26th  instant  a 
communication  was  addressed  to  the  sub- 
sheriff  asking  for  an  explanation ;  but 
as  yet  no  answer  has  been  received. 

TUNIS— THE  ENFIDA  CASE. 

Mr.  MURRAY  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Gevemment 
has  any  reason  to  suppose  that  the 
French  Government  has  now  retreated 
from  ito  position  in  regard  to  the  Enfida 
affair,  yiz. : — 
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"  That  it  was  impossiUe  under  the  circum- 
Atanoes  that  the  French  Government  could 
consent  to  leave  the  Enfida  affair  to  the  deci> 
sion  of  the  Tunisian  local  tribunals  "  [Tunis, 
Ko.  4,  1881,  No.  40]  ; 

and,  if  not,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment consider  that  they  are  fulfill- 
ing their  duty  to  Mr.  Levy  in  declin- 
ing 

"To  interfere  in  the  difference  which  has 
arisen  between  the  contending  purchasers  of  the 
Enfida  estate;" 

and,  also  how  circumstances  have  thus 
altered  to  Mr.  Levy's  detriment  since 
last  February,  when  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment checked  the  special  action  of 
the  French  Government  in  the  Enfida 
affair  by  the  movement  of  H.M.S. 
**  Thunderer,"  which  were  admittedly 
made  to  depend  upon  those  of  a  French 
ironclad  sent  to  **  weigh  in  favour  of  the 
French  Company  ?  " 
Sia  CHAELES  W.  DILKE :  As  re- 

Sards  the  first  part  of  the  Question,  Her 
Taj  esty's  Government  are  unable  to  say 
whether  the  French  Government  have 
retreated  from  the  position  referred  to, 
since  no  reply  has  been  returned  to  the 
communication  addressed  to  them  by 
Lord  Lyons  on  the  4th  instant,  under 
instructions  from  the  Foreign  Office. 
As  regards  the  second  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion, the  Papers  before  the  House  show 
that  while  the  Enfida  Question  was 
under  discussion  the  French  iron-clad 
Frudland  was  sent  to  Tunis,  as  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  reason  to 
believe,  in  connection  with  this  affair; 
whereupon  they  thought  it  desirable  to 
despatch  the  Thunderer  to  the  coast  of 
Tunis.  Li  the  course  of  subsequent  ex- 
planations between  the  two  Govern- 
ments, it  was  stated  that  the  mission  of 
the  Friedland  had  no  connection  with 
the  Enfida  Question,  and  both  vessels 
were  withdrawn. 

BULGARIA  —  SUPPRKSSION     OF    THE 

C  ON8TITUTION  WY  PRINCE 

ALEXANDER. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  will  instruct  Mr.  Lascelles, 
Her  Majesty's  Bepresontative  in  Bul- 
garia, to  obtain  from  M.  Zancoff  and 
the  friends  of  the  late  Bulgarian  Con- 
stitution their  case  in  regard  to  the 
arbitrarv  suppression  of  that  Constitu- 
tion by  Frince  Alexander,  in  order  that 
this  Houie  may  have  the  case  of  the 


Constitutionalists  as  well  as  that  of  the 
Potentate  in  regard  to  recent  occurrences; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
has  any  objection  to  express  its  sym- 
pathy with  the  Constitutionalists  of 
Bulgaria,  and  its  earnest  hope  that  the 
country  will  not  condone  the  violation  of 
his  Constitutional  oath  by  the  Prince  ? 

SiE  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  received  de- 
spatches from  Mr.  Lascelles  containing 
the  views  expressed  at  Sofia  with  regard 
to  the  action  recently  taken  by  the  Prince 
of  Bulgaria ;  but  they  are  unable  to  lay 
any  of  the  Correspondence  upon  the 
Table  without  consultation  with  Mr. 
Lascelles.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  not  prepared  at  present  to  express 
any  opinion  as  to  the  course  pursued  by 
the  Prince  of  Bulgaria. 

ARMY    ORGANIZATION  —  THE    FIVE 
YEARS'  COMMAND— LIEUTENANT 

COLONELS. 
Captain  AYLMER  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  the 
fixed  period  of  five  years  allowed  to 
lieutenant  colonels  will  under  the  new 
rules  refer  to  all  lieutenant  colonels  from 
date  of  promotion  to  that  rank  ;  or,  whe- 
ther the  five  years'  tenure  of  office  will 
be  counted  only  from  date  of  attaining 
to  command  of  a  battalion  ? 

Ma.  CHILDEKS :  The  point  raised 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  has 
been  fully  provided  for,  and  the  new 
Warrant  will  specify  what  term  **in 
command  of  a  battalion,"  and  what 
term  ''in  the  two  offices  of  lieutenant 
colonel  commanding  and  lieutenant  colo- 
nel second  in  command,"  will  qualify. 

SOUTH    AFRICA— THE     TRANSVAAL- 
PROTECTION  OF  THE  NATIVE 
INHABITANTS. 

Mb.  GORST  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  What 
steps  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
taking  to  protect  the  native  inhabitants 
of  the  Transvaal  against  wanton  aggres- 
sion on  the  part  of  the  Boers  during  the 
sitting  of  the  Commission  ? 

Mr.  R.  N.  FOWLER  asked  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman,  Whether  his  attention 
had  been  ocdled  to  a  teleg^ram  from 
Durban  in  The  Stemdard  of  that  day, 
stating  that  the  entire  Transvaal  was  to 
be  given  up  to  the  Boers  on  their  own 
terms ;  and,  whether  he  could  give  any 
information  on  the  subject? 
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Mr.  GEANT  duff  :  I  am  afraid  it 
"would  be  very  far  indeed  from  advan- 
tageous to  the  peace  of  the  Transvaal 
if  I  were  to  state  from  day  to  day  what 
the  Royal  Commission  is  doing,  either 
in  regard  to  the  Native  question  or  any 
other  question.  I  had  occasion  the  other 
day  to  show  that  the  Commission  had 
dealt  most   promptly   and   successfully 
■with  the  only  Native  question  of  any  real 
difficulty  that  had  arisen,     I  was  further 
happy  to  be  able  to  show  that  the  Boer 
leaders  had  acted  with  great  frankness 
and  fairness  in  assisting  our  people  in 
dealing  with  the  question.     I  am  sure 
that  it  will  be  the  opinion  of  the  House 
that  the  Commission  may  be  safely  left 
to  deal  with  ordinary  questions  with  re- 
gard to  the  Natives  as  they  arise.     Of 
course,  if  any  question  of  real  difficulty 
arises  they  will  consult  Her  Majesty's 
Government.     I  should  like  to  take  this 
opportunity  of  giving  answers  to  those 
Questions  which  were  put  to  me  on  Fri- 
day by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Sir  Michael    Hicks-Beach).     We 
telegraphed  as  we  promised,  and  we  re- 
ceived replies.     The  first  question  was, 
whether  British  troops  had  started  for 
the  re-occupation  of  Potchefstroom,  and 
■we  have  received  the  following  telegram 
from  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  : — 

**  May  28. — Escort  and  garrison  for  Potchef- 
stroom leave  here  to-day.  Cross  border  Monday. 
Buller  accompanies.  Will  not  leave  Standerton 
until  guns  are  received.'' 

Our  second  question  was — 

"  Is  there  any  truth  in  report  that  Natives  in 
Boer  employment  have  been  ordered  by  their 
Chiefs  to  return  to  their  kraals,  and  that  Natives 
in  English  emplo}Tnent  have  been  warned  to  be 
ready  to  join  tinbes  in  case  of  war  ?  " 

To  that  we  received  the  following  reply 
from  Sir  Hercules  Hobinson  : — 

"Yours  27th. — Lieutenant  Dandson,  helio- 
graph officer  so  reports  from  Heidelberg.  Wood 
endeavouring  to  verify  this  and  similar  rumours 
before  reporting  to  you." 

In  reply  to  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City,  all  I  can  say  is 
that  the  terms  and  conditions,  on  which 
local  freedom  was  to  be  granted  to  the 
Transvaal  have  already  been  made 
known  in  full  to  the  House,  and  that 
negotiations  are  still  proceeding  within 
the  limits  and  upon  the  alternatives  then 
made  known. 

Mr.  QORST  asked,  if  the  English 
Commission  in  the  Transvaal  had  power 
find  authority  delegated  to  them  by  Her 


Majesty's  Qoyernment  to  take,  if  neeeft- 
sary,  military  measures  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  Natives? 

Mr.  grant  duff  :  Most  undoubt- 
edly, Sir.  The  state  of  things  in  the 
Transvaal  is  this — that  the  garrisons  of 
Her  Majesty  remain  in  the  Transmal, 
and  that  justice  is  administered  in  the 
name  of  Her  Majesty  precisely  as  it  was 
before  the  outbreak. 

Mr.  CAEINGTON  asked  what  no- 
tice Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
taken  of  Kronje  having  attacked  a 
fnendly  Kaffir  Chief  and  killed  70  of 
his  men  ? 

Mr.  grant  duff  :  We  know  no- 
thing  whatever  of  70  men  of  any  Kaffir 
tribe  having  been  killed  ;  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  cares  to  have  my  opinion 
on  the  subject,  it  is  that  I  do  notbeHeve 
a  word  of  it. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  justice  will  be 
administered  as  heretofore.  When  1 
asked  him  the  other  day  a  Question  on 
the  subject  of  the  murderers  of  Captain 
Elliott,  I  understood  that  they  were  to 
be  tried  by  a  Court  in  the  Transvaal , 
but  not  a  Court  according  to  the  old- 
established  rule.  Now,  I  should  be  glad, 
indeed,  to  know  what  Court  it  is  that 
these  persons  are  to  be  tried  before  ? 

Mr.  grant  duff  :  If  I  oonvejCKl 
the  impression  which  he  has  just  stated 
to  the  mind  of  the  noble  Lord,  I  must 
have  been,  I  fear,  curiously  infelicitous 
in  my  mode  of  expression.  What  I  said 
was  that  the  murderers  of  Captain  Elliott 
would  be  tried  by  the  existing  High 
Court,  according  to  the  existing  law, 
and  I  really  do  not  know  how  to  put 
what  I  have  to  say  more  clearly. 

Mr.  GORST  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  ask  whether  a  letter  had  been 
received  from  Montsuni  by  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood,  stating  that  he  had  been  obliged 
to  take  up  arms,  owing  to  the  Boors 
instigating  his  enemies  to  attack  him 
because  he  was  faithful  to  the  English 
during  the  war,  and  what  reply  had 
been  sent  to  it  ? 

TOBACCO  CULTIVATION    (IRELAND). 

Sir  EARDI^Y  WILMOT  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  would 
consider  the  desirability  of  allowing  the 
Irish  farmers  to  grow  tobacoo  on  lands 
now  uncultivated  in  Ireland,  as  an  in* 
ducement  to  them  to  bring  those  lands 
into  oultiratlony  and  at  the  same  time  to 
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supply  tliemselyes  with  an  article  which, 
in  tneir  climate  and  condition,  is  one  of 
the  necessaries  of  life ;  such  tobacco  to 
be  retained  for  home  use  and  not  to  be 
exported  ;  it  having  been  stated,  on  good 
authority,  that  the  moisture  of  Ireland 
IB  peculiarly  favourable  to  the  growth  of 
tobacco,  and  that  it  flourished  formerly 
in  that  Country  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  There  has  been 
no  recent  discussion  on  the  subject  of 
the  growth  of  tobacco  in  Ireland,  and  if 
the  question  should  be  raised,  it  would 
undoubtedly  have  to  be  considered  with 
reference  to  the  Kingdom  at  large.  The 
hon.  Member  is  probably  aware  that  for 
about  50  years  the  growth  of  tobacco 
has  been  permitted  in  Ireland,  and  that 
its  g^owtn  was  protected  by  high  dif- 
ferential duties.  We  also  know  tnat  the 
repeal  of  that  permission  was  recom- 
mended by  the  (Jommission  of  1830,  in- 
asmuch as  the  experiment  was  not  suc- 
cessful. At  the  same  time,  I  regret  the 
Erohibition  of  any  agricultural  product 
y  law  as  very  unsatisfactory.  1  am  at 
all  times  open  to  the  reception  of  any 
statement  or  suggestion  tending  to  show 
that  if  that  prohibition  was  removed  we 
could  satisfactorily  levy  the  duty  on  the 
commodity  if  grown  at  home  as  we  do- 
when  imported. 

.PARLIAMENTARY  OATH— MR.  BRAD- 
LAUGH— INTERFERENCE  OF  A  GO- 
VERNMENT OFFICIAL  AT  WOOL- 
WICH. 

Bakon  HENEY  DE  worms  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
he  will  take  steps  to  inquire  whether 
some  of  the  Government  officials  of  the 
Arsenal  at  Woolwich  have  been  using 
their  influence  with  the  employes  in  the 
Arsenal  to  induce  them  to  sign  Petitions 
condemning  the  action  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  regard  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
and  urging  his  immediate  admission  to 
the  House ;  and,  whether  such  Petitions 
have  been  sent  round  for  signature  during 
working  hours  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say  that  last 
week  I  ordered  inquiries  to  be  made 
into  the  subject  of  his  Question,  and  I 
have  learnt  that  it  is  the  case  that  one 
of  the  Government  officials  in  Woolwich 
Arsenal — a  junior  writer  in  the  Carriago 
Department— did  circulate  a  Petition  in 
fiaToar  of  the  admission  of  Mr.  Brad- 


laugh  to  this  House.  I  am  not  aware 
what  influence  he  brought  to  bear  in 
order  to  obtain  signatures,  and  he  states 
that  the  whole  affair  was  a  joke.  I  faU 
to  see  any  humour  in  this  joke ;  and  I 
have  directed  the  same  censure  to  be 
conveyed  to  this  gentleman  as  I  did  last 
week  to  the  promoter  of  a  Petition  in 
the  opposite  sense. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTTS -EMI- 
GRANT SHIPS. 

Viscount  LYMINGTON  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther the  inquiries  which  he  promised  to 
make  relative  to  a  letter  in  the  "  Pall 
Mall  Gazette,"  signed  ''Charlotte  G. 
O'Brien,"  respecting  the  state  of  things 
on  board  an  emigrant  ship,  have  proved 
the  substance  of  that  letter  to  be  correct ; 
and,  if  so,  what  steps  he  intends  to  take 
in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  CH  AMBEELAIN  :  I  stated  to  the 
House  on  a  previous  occasion  that  on  see* 
iDg  the  letter  from  Miss  O'Brien  which 
appeared  in  The  Pall  Mall  Gazette^  I  had 
dire  ted  Captain  Wilson,  one  of  the  ofiB.- 
cers  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  to  proceed 
to  Queen  stown  to  inquire  into  tne  facts 
of  the  case,  and  that  Mr.  Gray,  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Marine  De- 
partment, who  was  in  Liverpool  at  the 
time,  would  also  make  an  independent 
inquiry  into  the  subject.  I  communicated 
at  the  same  time  with  Miss  O'Brien,  and 
learnt  from  her  that  the  vessel  to  which 
her  description  was  intended  to  apply 
was  the  Germanic^  of  the  British  White 
Star  Line.  I  have  now  received  full 
Eeports  from  Mr.  Gray  and  Captain 
Wilson,  and  these  show,  first,  that  all 
the  requirements  of  the  law  have  been 
fulfilled,  and  even  exceeded,  by  the 
owners  of  the  White  Star  Line,  in  their 
provision  for  emigrants ;  secondly,  that 
the  general  arrangements  on  this  line 
are  at  least  as  good  as  those  on  any 
other  of  the  10  lines  which  take  emi- 
grants from  Liverpool  and  Queenstown 
to  America;  and,  thirdly,  that  these 
officers  are  totally  unable  to  recomize 
the  state  of  things  described  by  Miss 
O'Brien  in  anything  which  has  ever 
existed  on  board  the  Germanic.  Captain 
Wilson  wns  accompanied  in  his  inquiries 
by  Miss  O'Brien  herself,  and  visited 
with  her  10  ships  belonging  to  different 
lines.  On  the  20th  of  May  Af  iss  O'Brien 
and  Captain  Wilson  visited  the  Germanic 
on  her  last  outward  voyage,  and  on  the 
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completion  of  tlieir  inspection  Miss 
O'Brien  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  which  she  has  desired 
me  to  read  to  the  House.  This  letter  is 
as  follows : — 

"  My  dear  Mr.  Forster,— I  have  just  seen  the 
Germanic  with  Captain  Wilson.  As  it  is  at 
present,  nothing  can  exceed  the  beauty  and 
perfection  of  the  arrangements.  I  can  in  no 
way  reconcile  my  former  impressions  with  what 
was  to-day  shown  us.  I  have,  however,  written 
to  some  of  the  emigrants  who  travelled  on  the 
Germanic  on  the  10th  of  March.  If  their  testi- 
mony is  against  mine  I  shall  certainly  withdraw 
my  accusations  against  this  particular  ship, 
though  not  against  the  whole  system,  which  I 
look  on  as  certain  to  lead  to  abuse,  and  as 
requiring  legal  alteration.  Meanwhile,  I  am 
much  puzzled.  —  Yours  very  truly,  0.  G. 
O'Brien." 

I  am  informed  by  the  owners  of  the 
Oermanic  that  the  arrangements  on  the 
20th  of  May  were  precisely  similar  in 
character  to  those  in  use  when  Miss 
O'Brien  first  saw  the  Tessel  on  the  10th 
Qf  March,  and  this  statement  is  con- 
firmed by  the  emigration  officer,  who 
cleared  the  vessel  on  both  occasions.  I 
ought  to  add,  with  reference  to  a  state- 
ment in  Miss  O'Brien's  first  letter,  to 
the  effect  that  the  Oermanic^  which  was 
supposed  to  carry  1,000  steerage  pas- 
sengers, carried  on  one  voyage  last  year 
1,775  emigrants,  that,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  largest  number  of  steerage 
passengers  carried  by  the  Oermanic  in 
any  one  voyage  during  1880  was  864, 
or  less  than  one-half  the  number  men- 
tioned by  Miss  O'Brien.  On  the  occa- 
sion of  Miss  O'Brien's  visit  the  number 
carried  was  only  365.  I  should  have 
been  glad  to  leave  the  matter  here,  but 
I  have  since  received  a  letter  from  Miss 
O'Brien  which  I  am  totally  imable  to 
explain.  In  this  letter,  which  is  not 
dated,  she  says — 

**My  letter  to  Mr.  Forster,  which  Captain 
Wilson  and  Mr.  Graves  saw,  really  means 
nothing.  Mr.  Forster  has  the  letter,  which 
states  that  the  present  arrangements,  as  shown 
on  the  19th  were  excellent,  that  I  was  unable 
to  reconcile  them  with  what  I  had  previously 
seen ;  but  that  I  had  written  to  some  emigrants 
of  the  date  in  question  to  ascertain  their  testi- 
mony. I  should  wish  my  letter  in  its  own 
words  to  be  read  in  Parliament,  as  T  distinctly 
do  not  withdraw  my  former  letter ;  but  I  do 
not  wish  to  press  it  a^inst  the  Germanic,  as  I 
have  now  plenty  of  evidence  against  the  system 
under  Captain  Wilson's  testimony.  I  expect 
soon  to  be  in  possession  of  further  evidence ; 
but  I  must  take  no  step  that  would  weaken  my 
present  standpoint,  as  any  appearance  of  going 
[)aok  on  my  first  letter  would  do." 

Mr,  Chamherlain 


This  letter  leaves  me  as  puzzled  u  Vm 
O'Brien.     It  is  difficult  to  deal  with 
statements  of  a  lady  who  writes  a  8en« 
sational  letter  one  day,  who  writes  t 
month  later  what  appears  to  be  a  quali- 
fied withdrawal  of  the  serious  charges 
contained  in  the  first,  and  then  a  day  or 
two  later  another  letter  to  say  that  her 
withdrawal  means  nothing  because  she 
must  not  westken  her  standpoint — that 
is,  a  standpoint  to  bring  further  charm. 
Miss  O'Brien  incloses  in  this  letter  a  list 
of  questions  conveying  imputations  of  i 
serious  character,  which  I  understand  to 
be  directed  against  the  ships  of  other 
lines ;  but  the  questions  themselves  con* 
tain  no  precise  indication  as  to  the  par* 
ticular  vessel  to  which  they  refer.    lam 
having  these  questions  examined,  in  the 
hope  of  obtaining  positive  informatioa 
with  respect  to  them,  and  I  am  carefully 
considering  the  whole  subject,  with  a 
view  of  seeing  whether  any  improve- 
ment can  be  made  in  the  existing  prac- 
tice or  law ;  but,  meanwhile,  I  have  to 
say,  in  answer  to  the  noble  Lord,  that, 
in  my  opinion,  the  letter  in  I%c  Pail  MaU 
Gazette  professing  to  describe  the  state 
of  things  on  board  the  Oermanic  on  the 
10th  of  March  was  not  correct  in  sab- 
stance.  

Mr.  PAENELL  :  The  Grand  Jury  at 
New  York  have  found  indictments  agtunst 
British  and  other  steamships  which  w^e 
overcrowded.  Has  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman received  any  information  with  re- 
gard to  this  statement  from  the  British 
Consulate  in  New  York,  and  will  he  make 
inquiries  into  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  I  will  make 
inquiries  into  the  matter  with  pleasure; 
but  I  have  received  no  special  informa- 
tion on  the  matter. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Within  the 
next  two  or  three  days  I  will  put  a  Ques- 
tion on  the  Paper  with  reference  to  the 
same  subject.  I  have  received  a  letter 
from  Boston,  from  an  ex-constituent  of 
mine,  who  was  not  and  oould  not  be  in 
communication  with  Miss  O'Brien,  and 
who  gives  a  picture  of  female  emigprants 
almost  corresponding  with  hers. 

EDUCATION  (IRELAXI))— DEGREES  BV 
THEOLOGICAL  COLLEGES. 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  asked  tho 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he 
can  assure  the  House  that,  in  case  any 
Theological  Colleges  in  Ireland  are  em* 
powerea  to  grant  degrees  in  divinity 
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prorinon  shall  be  made  that  such  de- 
frees  shall  only  be  given  to  persons  who 
nave  already  graduated  in  arts  at  some 
UniTersity,  so  sls  to  ensure  an  adequate 
standard  of  literary  proficiency  on  the 
part  of  persons  graduating  in  divinity  ? 
Mr.  GLADSTONE :  There  is  a  plan 
before  the  Government  for  constituting 
a  body  in  Ireland  for  granting  degrees 
in  Divinity  in  connection  with  the  Pres- 
byterian Communion.  I  am  not  able  to 
say  the  precise  security  we  shall  take 
that  the  degrees  shall  be  granted  in 
connection  with  a  proper  standard  of 
attainment  in  other  matters ;  but  the 
subject  is  well  worthy  of  consideration, 
and  will  be  duly  weighed. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION  —  WARRANT 
OFFICERS  OF  THE  ROYAL  ENGI. 
NEERS. 

SiK  HENKY  TYLER  asked  the  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  he 
will  be  so  good,  in  his  new  scheme,  to 
consider  the  question  of  giving  the  rank 
of  Warrant  Officer  to  First  aass  Mili- 
tary  Foremen  and  First  Class  Staff 
Clerks  of  the  Royal  Engineers,  so  as  to 
place  them  on  an  equality  in  this  respect 
with  Master  Ghinners  ? 

Mb.  OHTLDERS:  In  reply  to  the 
Question  just  put  to  me,  I  can  only  say 
that,  while  reluctant  to  ^ve  driblets  of 
information  as  to  a  scheme  the  full 
details  of  which  will  shortly  be  before 
the  House,  I  believe  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  will  be  quite  satisfied 
as  to  the  classes  of  non-commissioned 
officers  in  which  he  is  interested. 

POST  OFFICE— TELEGRAPH  WIRES 
(METROPOLIS). 

8iK  HENRY  TYLER  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  continually  increasing  and 
i^parently  imlimited  development  of 
weos  of  wires  stretched  tightlv  over  the 
thoroughfares  of  the  Metropolis ;  to  the 
periodical  deterioration  of  strength  in 
Uiose  wires  horn  the  action  of  the  atmos- 
phere ;  to  the  danger  that  would  arise, 
with  probable  loss  of  life,  from  the  frac- 
ture of  any  one  of  those  wires ;  to  the 
constantly  augmenting  risk  consequently 
occasioned  y  especially  in  many  of  the 
principal  thoroughfares ;  and,  whether 
ne  wul  consider  the  question  of  pro- 
viding against  such  danger  ? 


Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  the  Question  raised  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was 
deserving  of  attention,  but  did  not  lie 
in  his  Department.  It  really  rested 
with  the  Postmaster  General  and  the 
authorities  having  control  over  the 
streets.  He  would  refer  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  to  the  Telegraph  Act 
of  1862  if  he  wished  for  information 
with  regard  to  the  control  over  telegraph 
wires. 

LIFE  ASSURANCE  COMPANIES'  ACT, 
1870— RETURNS. 

8m  HENRY  TYLER  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
it  is  desirable  to  publish  (for  instance) 
in  the  Blue  Book  of  this  year,  the  Re- 
turns published  by  so  many  Life  Assur- 
ance Oompanies  the  same  time  last  year, 
and,  to  proceed  on  the  same  system,  by 
which  the  Returns  for  the  past  year,  and 
for  the  past  quinquennial  period,  pub- 
lished tnis  spring,  would  next  spring 
appear  in  the  Blue  Book ;  and,  whether 
it  would  not  be  possible  to  include  in 
the  Blue  Book  for  each  year  those  Re- 
turns printed  and  published  by  the 
Companies  in  the  early  portion  of  that 
year? 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  I  think  that 
the  changes  suggested  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  cannot  be  legally  ef- 
fected. The  24th  section  of  the  Life 
Assurance  Companies'  Act,  1870,  re- 
quires the  Board  of  Trade  to  lay  before 
Parliament  all  Returns  deposited  with 
it  during  the  preceding  year. 

POST  OFFICE— PARCEL  POST— OOLLEC- 
TION  OF  ACCOUNTS. 

Mb.  a.  grant  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether,  in  making  his  ar- 
rangements for  the  introduction  of  the 
Parcel  Post,  he  will  consider  if  it  is 
practicable  to  connect  with  it  the  sys- 
tem, as  followed  in  Germany,  whereby 
the  Post  Office  undertakes  to  collect,  on 
account  of  the  sender,  the  amount  stated 
in  an  invoice  accompanving  the  parcel, 
before  giving  delivery  of  the  g^oods  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  that, 
after  giving  the  subject  careful  conside- 
ration, he  regretted  to  find  that  there 
were  serious  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
such  a  scheme  as  was  suggested  in  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member. 
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INDIA— PROTESTANT   liHSSIONARIES. 

Mb.  WHITLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  If  he  will  state  the 
reasons  why  the  present  Viceroy  has  for 
the  first  time  prohibited  public  preach- 
ing by  Protestant  missionaries  in  Cal- 
cutta ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  he  had  asked  the 
hon.  Member  on  Friday  to  postpone  his 
Question.  He  had,  at  the  same  time, 
asked  the  hon.  Member  whether  he  had 
any  information  on  the  subject  beyond 
certain  telegrams  which  had  appeared 
in  the  newspapers.  He  understood  the 
hon.  Member  had  no  further  informa- 
tion. He  had,  on  the  former  occasion, 
pointed  out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
statements  in  those  telegrams  did  not 
correspond  with  what  was  contained  in 
his  Question.  The  statement  that  he 
himself  had  seen  was  to  the  effect  that 
any  action  which  had  been  taken  in  the 
matter  had  been  taken  by  the  police 
under  the  instructions  of  the  law  au- 
thorities, and  not  in  any  way  by  the 
direction  of  the  Viceroy  of  India.  He 
had  no  further  information  on  the  mat- 
ter, and  had  no  reason  to  belicTe  that 
either  the  Viceroy  or  the  Government  of 
India  had  taken  any  steps  in  the  matter. 

ROYAL   HIBERNIAN  MILITARY 
SCHOOL. 

Mb.  MELDON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  the  Royal 
Hibernian  MUitary  School  is  incorpo- 
rated by  Charter,  or  how  otherwise ; 
and,  if  by  Charter,  the  date  of  same; 
whether  there  is  any  objection  to  lay 
Copy  of  the  Charter  of  Incorporation 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House;  and, 
whether  the  office  of  Commandant,  and 
other  superior  officers  of  the  School,  are 
Civil  or  Military  appointments  or  not; 
and  what  are  the  rules  regulating  the 
status  and  rank  of  such  officers  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  I  have  to  state 
that  the  Royal  Hibernian  School  is  in- 
corporated by  a  Charter  dated  Septem- 
ber 8,  1871,  and  I  presume  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  will  have  no  objection  to 
laying  a  copy  on  the  Table.  The  duties 
of  the  Commandant,  Adjutant,  and 
medical  officer  are  mainly  civil,  al- 
though technically  for  certain  purposes 
these  officers  have  a  military  character. 


SOUTH  AFRICA— LOAN  FOR  THE  CAPE 
GOVERNMENT. 

Me.  ANDERSON  aaked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Coloniee,  If 
the  new  loan   of  two  millions  for  the 
Cape  Government,  just  announced  by 
the  Crown  agents  for  the  Colonies,  is 
being  issued  under  instructions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government;    and,   if  he  is 
yet  in  a  position  to   say  whether  the 
Cape  Government  is  a  corporation  that 
can  be  sued ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  is 
satisfied  that  the    giving    instmctiona 
would  not  of  itself  carry  responsibility, 
failing  other  remedy  ? 

Mr.  grant  DUFF:  To  the  first 
Question  my  reply  must  be  in  the  n^a- 
tive.  The  loan  is  issued,  as  the  pro- 
spectus shows,  on  behalf  of  the  C^pe 
Government  under  an  Act  of  the  Colo- 
nial Parliament.  In  reply  to  the  second 
Question,  I  have  to  say  that  I  am  not 
yet  in  a  position  to  add  anything  to 
what  I  said  on  the  2nd  of  this  month. 
As  to  the  third  Question,  I  hare  to 
repeat  that  the  Imperial  Government 
undertakes  no  responsibility  for  this  or 
any  such  loan,  direct  or  indirect  I 
have  further  to  remind  my  hon.  Friend 
that  I  promised  Papers  on  this  sabject 
as  soon  as  possible. 

STATE  OF  IRBLAND— DUNGARVAN 
WORKHOUSE. 

Mb.  R.  power  asked  Mr.  Attomej 
General  for  Ireland,  If  it  is  true  that  on 
the  12th  instant  a  body  of  police  entered 
the  workhouse  at  Dungarvan  without 
assigning  any  reason  for  so  doing ;  that 
they  remained  there  while  the  board 
was  sitting;  and,  if  he  can  eive  anj 
reason  for  so  unusual  a  proceeding  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  It  is  not  a  itLci 
that  the  police  entered  the  workhonse 
at  Dungarvan  on  the  12th  instant,  and 
remained  there  while  the  board  was  sit- 
ting. What  really  occurred  was  this. 
On  the  occasion  in  question  there  waa 
an  election  being  held  for  the  clerkship 
of  the  Dungarvan  Union.  One  of  tho 
candidates  was  put  forward  by  the  Land 
League,  and  a  good  deal  of  excitement 
existed.  It  was  thought  that  a  demon- 
stration might  be  attempted  by  the 
crowd  outside  the  workhouse  against 
some  of  the  Guardians  when  proceedincp 
to  vote,  and  it  was  therefore  deemed 
advisable  to  take  the  usual  cooiBe  of 
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having  a  small  police  force  in  the  vicinity 
to  preserve  order  if  required. 

RELIEF  OF  DISTRESS  ACT— LOANS  TO 

RAILWAYS. 

Mb.  p.  MABTIN  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Is  it  the  fact  as 
stated  in  the  ''Daily  News"  of  Saturday 
last,  that  in  consequence  of  the  re- 
strictions inserted  by  the  Ooyemment 
in  the  Relief  of  Distress  Act  passed  last 
Session,  there  is  but  one  alone  of  the 
rarious  Irish  Hallways  scheduled  with 
the  purpose  of  being  benefitted  under 
that  Act  which  is  capable  of  receiving  a 
loan  under  its  provisions ;  was  it  not  de- 
clared at  the  time  when  the  Bill  was 
passing  through  the  House,  to  have  been 
the  intention  of  Parliament  to  encourage 
employment  by  granting  loans  in  aJl 
proper  cases  to  these  scheduled  Hail- 
ways;  and,  under  the  circumstances, 
is  it  his  intention  in  the  present  Ses- 
sion to  introduce  a  Bill  to  amend  the 
Act? 

The  ATTOHNEY  GENEHAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  The  statement 
upon  which  this  Question  is  founded  is 
not  quite  correct.  It  is  true  that  most 
of  the  Hallway  Companies  mentioned  in 
the  Schedule  to  the  Helief  of  Distress 
Act  either  have  not  come  into  existence 
at  all,  or  are  not  in  a  position  to  borrow 
money  legally,  because  their  share 
capital  is  not  subscribed,  or  not  paid 
up.  It  is  not  my  intention  to  introauce 
any  Bill  which  would  enable  baronial 
guarantees  to  be  given,  or  loans  to  be 
made  to  non-existing  Companies,  or  to 
Companies  which  cannot  legally  borrow 
money. 

IJINDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND) 
— CX)NDITI0N8  OF  TENURE. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  every  yearly 
tenant  in  Ireland  has,  under  the  present 
Law,  full  power  to  sell  his  interest  in  his 
farm ;  whether  he  can  convey  to  any 
person  he  pleases  all  his  rights  in  his 
noldings  by  deed  or  writing;  whether 
the  only  check  on  this  right  is  the  land- 
lord's power  of  eviction  or  rent  raising, 
which  may  be  as  freely  exercised  on  the 
tenant  himself  as  on  any  purchaser  from 
him ;  whether,  if  the  landlord  wishes  to 
exercise  this  power  against  the  pur- 
chaser, he  must  not  tonninato  the 
tenancy  by  notice  to  quit,  as  if  ho  were 
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dealing  with  the  tenant  himself;  and, 
whether  the  purchaser,  if  evicted,  has 
not  equal  rights  with  the  tenant  himself 
under  the  I^d  Act  of  1870,  save  as  re- 
stricted byjsection  13  thereof? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  In  answer  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  am  advised  that 
unless  a  tenant  holds  under  a  written 
contract  which  prohibits  assignment,  he 
has  the  power.  This  is  a  question  which 
could  be  better  discussed  when  the  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes  the  repeal  of  the 
13th  section  of  the  Land  Act — a  pro- 
posal which  we  are  not  indisposed  to 
entertain. 

AFGHANISTAN  —  EVACUATION  OF 
PISHIN— ALLEGED  SETTLEMENT 
OF  THE  DIFFICULTY  WITH  THE 
BHEEL8. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  Whether  the  telegram  which 
has  appeared  in  The  TimeSf  stating  that 
the  Government  have  given  peremptory 
orders  to  the  Government  of  India  for 
the  evacuation  of  the  Pishin  Valley  as 
early  as  practicable,  is  true  ? 

The  Makqitess  of  HARTINGTON: 
There  is  no  foundation  for  the  state- 
ment, and  I  cannot  find  out  how  it  could 
have  ori^nated.  In  the  only  despatch 
sent  on  this  subject  since  the  discussion 
in  this  House,  while  we  asked  for  an  ex- 
planation as  to  the  large  force  said  to  be 
kept  in  Pishin  and  Sibi,  we  repeated, 
and  rather  confirmed  and  extended  than 
restricted,  the  discretion  which  had 
been  given  to  the  Government  of  India 
as  to  the  time  at  which  the  evacua- 
tion of  this  district  should  be  carried 

out.  

Colonel  MAKINS  asked,  Whether 
the  statement  by  the  Correspondent  of 
The  Times  was  correct,  that  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  had  made  terms  of  peace  with  the 
Bheol  tribe,  and  that  one  of  the  terms 
was  that  in  future  the  Bheels  were 
to  be  allowed  to  levy  black  mail  on 
travellers  ? 

TiiE  Mabquess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
If  the  hon.  Member  wishes  for  full  in- 
'  formation  on  this  subject,  he  had  better 
,  give  Notice  of  the  Question.  I  cannot 
'  give  particulars  as  to  the  terms  of  the 
arrangements  made  with  the  Bheels ; 
I  but  my  impression  is  that  the  statement 
I  has  as  little  foundation  as  that  men* 
,  tioned  in  the  previous  Question. 

3  n 
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LAND  LAW  (IKBLAND)  BILL. 

8iB  8TAFF0ED  NORTHOOTE:  I 
wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sarji  Whether  it  is  his  intention  to  moye 
to  report  Progress  in  Oonunittee  on  the 
Land  Law  (Lreland)  Bill  at  any  par- 
ticular hour  r 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Before  1 2  o'dock. 

MOTION. 


PAELLAMENT— PRIVILEGE 
(ME.  P.  EGAN). 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY :  I  regret 
to  haye  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  Breach  of  Privilege  of  so  serious  a 
character  that  it  is  impossible  not  to  take 
notice  of  it.  I  refer  to  a  letter  which 
has  been  published  in  a  newspaper  by 
Mr.  Patrick  Egan,  treasurer  of  the  Land 
League,  reflecting  in  very  g^ss  and 
vulgar  terms  on  the  conduct  and  motives 
of  hon.  Members  of  this  House  as  re- 
gards the  votes  they  have  given  on  a 
measure  now  under  discussion.  The 
writer  of  this  letter,  who,  from  his  own 
account,  appears  to  have  had  a  Rood 
deal  to  do  with  the  election  of  Memoers 
of  Parliament  who  were  returned  to 
support  the  policy  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  and 
the  Land  League,  seems  to  be  of  opi- 
nion that  the  time  has  come  that  was 
prophesied  by  Grattan  at  the  time  of  the 
Umon,  when  the  Irish  people  would  re- 
turn to  this  House,  in  revenge,  some  of 
the  greatest  scoundrels  that  ever  dis- 
graced a  Legislative  Assembly. 

Mk.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN :  1  rise  to  a 
point  of  Order.     [  CrtM  of  "  Order ! "] 

Mb.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  rise  to  Order? 

Mb.  A.  M.  SULLIVAN :  Yes.  I  wish 
to  ask  whether  these  words  should  not 
be  taken  down  ?  I  understood  the  hon. 
Member  to  say  that,  in  his  opinion — 
["  No,  no !  "]— If  I  am  wrong  I  wiU  be 
very  glad  to  withdraw;  but  I  under- 
stood him  to  say  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the  time  alluded  to  by  Mr.  Ghrattan  had 
come,  and  I  wish  to  know  if  he  meant 
those  words  to  apply  in  anv  sense  to  hon. 
Members  on  this  side  of  tne  House  ? 

Mr.  MITOHELL  HENEY :  If  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  a  little 
more  attentive  to  what  was  being  said, 
and  not  so  anxious  to  distinguisn  him- 
self bv  rising  to  noints  of  Order  so  fre- 
quently,   probably  he   would    conduce 


more  than  he  now  does  to  the  order  of 
our  proceeding^.  I  said  it  was  the  writer 
of  tne  letter  who  seemed  to  be  of  that 
opinion ;  and  I  was  going  on  to  say, 
wnen  I  was  interrupted,  that  I  did 
not  think,  whatever  the  opinion  of  that 
official  person  of  the  Lee^g^e  may  be. 
the  House  of  Commons  would  pennxi 
anyone  to  make  such  refleotiona  upon 
the  conduct  of  hon.  Members  in  this 
House  as  are  made  in  this  letter  with* 
out  taking  notice  of  it.  The  letter  ii 
dated  horn  the  Hotel  Brighton,  Paria» 
22nd  May,  and  the  writer  is  in  the  habit 
of  coming  into  the  Lobby  of  thia  House» 
because  it  appears  from  an  answer  to  hit 
letter  which  has  been  made  by  an  hon« 
Member  that  he  actually  ^ook  hit  fiat 
in  the  face  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
threatened  him  for  the  action  he  had 
taken  in  this  House.  I  therefore  trust 
that  some  steps  will  be  taken  to  protect 
Members  from  any  possible  assault  of 
this  kind  in  futuro.  The  letter  is  to 
Thomas  Brennan,  esquire,  Dublin. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  OHUSCHILL: 
I  rise  to  Order.  I  would  like  to  have 
your  ruling,  Sir,  whether  a  Question  of 
ravilege  can  possibly  arise  on  an  act 
committed  in  a  foreign  country  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  understand  the 
hon.  Member  to  be  reading,  or  to  be 
about  to  read,  from  a  newspaper  pub* 
lished  in  this  country. 

Mb.  HEALY:  I  rise  to  Order,  Sip. 
I  understand  that  a  matter  of  Privilege 
is  one  which  must  be  brought  at  once 
under  the  comizance  of  this  House.  I 
understand  this  letter  was  published  last 
Wednesday;  and  I  wish  to  ask  whe* 
ther,  several  da^s  having  intervened 
between  the  pubhcation  of  the  letter  and 
the  calling  attention  to  Priiolege,  it  is 
now  in  Order  to  raise  the  question  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  In  answer  to  the 
appeal  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  see  do 
g^und  at  present  for  intervening  be* 
tween  the  hon.  Member  for  Chdway  and 
the  House.  

Mb.  MITOHELL  HENRY:  Thia 
letter  was  published  in  Th4  /V^Mflum'* 
Journal  on  Thursday ;  it  did  not  reach 
this  House  until  Friday;  and  I  do  not  tee, 
therefore,  how  earlier  attention  oouU 
have  been  called  to  it.  The  letter  is  aa 
follows : — 

<*  Hotel  Brighton,  218  Boe  de  RiToli, 
Paris,  22nd  May,  1881. 

"  Mt  dbab  Mb.  Brbxitan, — Since  last  adric« 
I  hare  reoeiyed  from  our  friends  d  th«  '  Izii^ 
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World,*  New  York,  per  cable,  the  ram  of 
3,600  francs ;  from  the  St.  John's  Branch  Ladies' 
Irish  National  Land  League,  San  Francisco^ 
Mrm.  J.  Grogan,  president ;  Mrs.  P.  J.  Corbett, 
trashsnrer—  607  50-100  francs,  and  from  Branch 
No.  8,  Pamell  Land  League,  Moutelair,  New 
Jersey—Mr.  Hojg^h  Oalli^her,  treasurer— 778 
10-100  francs.  I  will  adnse  by  wire  any  fur- 
ther remittances  that  arrive  up  to  Tuesday.  I 
peroeiTe  that  on  the  division  on  the  Land  Bill 
certain  Irish  Members  rapposed  to  belong  to  the 
actave  Party  went  over  to  the  Government, 
and  prominently  amongst  them  I  notice  Mr. 
O'Connor  Power  and  The  O'Donoghue.  Both  of 
tliose  Qentlemen  were  Members  of  the  active 
Party.  They  attended  the  meeting  at  which 
the  policy  of  the  Party  was  considered,  and 
they  vot^  on  the  resolution  binding  the  Party 
to  abstain  from  voting.  This  being  so,  they 
wcro  clearly  and  unmistakably  bound  by  the 
reeolution  passed  at  the  meeting ;  and  I  consider 
that  they,  and  the  others  who  acted  in  like  man- 
ner,  stand  exactly  in  the  position  of  a  blackleg 
on  a  racecourse,  who,  if  he  wins,  wiU  pocket  your 
money,  but  if  he  loses  will  refuse  to  pay.  I 
oonaaer  I  am  bound  to  call  particular  attention 
to  a  carpet-bagger,  who,  after  a  hard-fought 
battle  by  the  gallant  men  of  Wicklow,  was 
returned  for  that  county  by  a  majority  of  seven 
rotes — Mr.  M'Coan.  Tlus  person,  who  is  utterly 
onknown  to  the  people  of  Wicklow,  had  the 
audacity  to  say  to  me  a  few  davs  ago  in  the 
House  of  Commons  that  he  dened  Uie  Land 
League,  and  that  he  could  go  back  to  Wicklow 
and  be  re-elected  in  despite  of  all  the  influence  of 
the  League.  I  wonder  much  what  honest  James 
Orehan  and  our  other  friends  in  Wicklow  will 
•ajr  to  this?  Of  course,  Mr.  O'CJonnor  Power, 
The  O'Donoghue,  Mr.  M'Coan,  and  the  rest  of 
the  trimmers,  will  plead  their  deep  regard  for 
tho  interests  of  the  tenant  farmers ;  but  I  think 
the  countr^r  will  plainly  see  that  their  motive 
was  a  denre  to  help  the  preeenf  cowardly, 
hypocritical,  priest-hunting,  buckshot-distribut- 
ing Whig  Uovemment,  now,  as  ever,  base, 
bloody,  and  brutal. — Yours  sincerely, 

**  Patrick  £oan. 

*'  Thomas  Brennan,  Esq.,  I.  N.  L.  League, 

Dublin." 

I  apprehend  that  there  never  was  a  letter 
of  a  more  atrocious  character  reflecting 
npon  tho  conduct  of  hon.  Members. 
It  is  not  for  me  to  defend  any  of  these 
hon.  Gentlemen ;  but  I  will  take  leayo 
to  aay  of  one  of  them,  with  whom  I  have 
had  the  pleasure  of  sitting  for  a  good 
manj  years  in  this  House — I  mean  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor 
Power)— that  whilst  ho  is  a  Qentloman 
very  advanced  in  his  opinions,  he  is  also 
known  as  one  who  has  the  courage  of 
his  opinions.  He  is  one  who  has  shrunk 
from  the  cowardly  course  of  hiding  him- 
self in  London  and  pretending  to  be  in 
Paris,  or  taking  any  other  course  by 
which  he  would  stimulate  poor  men  to 
riak  their  lives  and  fortunes  in  a  vain 
straggle  with  the  Executive  Government. 


I  do  not  wish  to  make  a  martyr  of  this 
person  by  bringing  him  to  the  Bar  of  the 
House ;  but  I  trust  that  you,  Sir,  will 
be  pleased  in  your  discretion  to  order 
that  he  shall  no  longer  be  admitted 
within  the  precincts  of  the  House.  I 
will  move  that  this  letter  be  read  by  the 
Clerk  at  the  Table,  and  that  it  is  a  gross 
breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this  House. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  May  I  ask— ["  Or- 
der, order ! "]— whether— ["  Chair ! "] 

Mr.  speaker  :  This  is  the  ordinary 
course.  The  first  step  to  be  taken  is 
that  the  statement  complained  of  should 
be  read  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House. 

The  Clerk  of  the  House  then  read  the 
statement  referred  to. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY:  Then, 
Sir,  I  beg  now  to  move— 

'*  That  the  Letter  published  in  the  '  Freeman's 
Journal  *  of  the  26th  May,  signed  Patrick  Egan, 
is  a  broach  of  tiie  Privileges  of  this  House." 

Mr.  M'COAN:  It  is  with  some  re- 
luctance that  I  rise  to  second  the  Mo- 
tion that  has  just  been  made — a  reluct- 
ance arising,  in  the  first  place,  from  my 
own  opinion  of  the  insignificance  of  the 
incident  embodied  in  the  letter;  and, 
secondly,  because  I  have  jnven  myself 
the  personal  satisfaction  of  replying  in 
The  Freeman^ s  Journal.  So  far  as  Mr. 
Egan  is  concerned,  I  do  not  think  he  is 
much  in  my  debt ;  but  inasmuch  as  the 
letter  of  which  complaint  has  now  been 
made  to  the  House  is  not  an  attack 
simply  upon  my  personal  position  or 
character,  but  reflects  upon  the  charac- 
ter, and  is  an  insult  to  other  Members 
of  this  House,  I  do  not  think  I  do  more 
than  discharge  my  duty  in  formally 
seconding  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Letter  published  in  the '  Freeman's 
Journal '  of  tho  26th  May,  signed  Patrick  Egan, 
is  a  breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this  House." — 
{Mr.  MitchcU  Henry.) 

Mr.  PARNELL :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  brought  forward  this 
question  has  not  exactly  foreseen  the 
consequences  of  the  adoption  of  the  Mo- 
tion brought  before  the  House.  It  ap- 
pears to  me  that  if  the  House  adopte  the 
Motion  it  would  be  tantamount  to  a  de- 
claration that  the  editor  and  persons 
connected  with  The  FreemanU  Journal 
have  been  guilty  of  a  Breach  of  Privi- 
lege by  the  publication  of  the  letter  re- 
ferred to  as  being  signed  by  **  Patrick 
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Egan."  I  am  Bpeaking  now  without 
any  communication  with  Mr.  Egan,  and 
entirely  without  an  authority  from  him ; 
but,  of  course,  the  House  has  no  evi- 
dencebeforeit — P'Oh!"] — ithasno  legal 
evidence  as  to  who  the  letter  was  written 
by ;  the  only  evidence  in  the  possession 
of  the  House  is  that  The  Freeman^s 
Journal  of  the  date  named  contained 
such  a  letter.  Of  course,  if  the  House 
considers  it  desirable  to  treat  the  publi- 
cation of  such  a  letter  as  a  Breach  of 
Privilege  I  shall  not  object  for  my  own 
part;  but  I  will  only  say  that  upon 
other  occasions  when  Irish  Members 
have  brought  forward  much  more  libel- 
lous matter  published  by  English  news- 
papers against  Irish  Members  the  House 
has  always  refused  to  treat  it  as  a  Breach 
of  Privilege,  and  has  either  passed  on  to 
the  Order  of  Business  or  set  the  question 
aside  in  some  indirect  fashion.  But,  of 
course,  if  the  hon.  Member  wishes  to  bring 
the  editor  of  The  Freeman  to  the  Bar  for 
publishing  the  letter,  I  am  sure  he  will 
not  evade  the  responsibility  involved  in 
such  publication;  and  when  my  friend 
Mr.  Egan  is  attacked  by  a  direct  Motion 
I  am  quite  sure  that  he  also  will  duly 
meet  his  responsibilities. 

Mr.  CALIjAN  :  I  am  sorry  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oalway  has  brought  this 
matter  forward,  instead  of  giving  pri- 
vate Notice  to  Irish  Members.  I  may  say 
that  I  am  certainly  most  impartial  upon 
this  matter.  I  have  no  sympathy  with 
either  party.  If  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oalway  had  consulted  with  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mayo,  he  would 
have  been  asked  not  to  bring  this  mat- 
ter forward,  for  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo,  I  am  sure,  would  not  object  to 
the  use  of  what  miffht  be  harsh  lan- 
guage ;  but  I  remember  in  this  House, 
not  more  than  two  years  ago,  when  we 
assembled  for  a  great  national  purpose 
— to  vote  Supplies  for  the  Afghan  War 
— the  Leader  of  the  Party  to  which 
I  then  belonged — yes,  a  Member  re- 
spected by  every  part  of  this  House, 
Mr.  Isaac  Butt — was  termed  **  a  traitor," 
because  he  would  not — he  could  not— 
obstruct  the  Imperial  Business.  The 
hon.  Member  who  so  charged  him  was 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  who  should 
not  have  been  a  party  to  the  bringing 
forward  this  matter  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oalway.  As  to  the  letter  which  has 
been  read,  it  was  an  illustration  of  the 
saying  that  when  friends  fall  out  they 

Mr.  Parnell 


become  the  bitterest  enemies.  I 
member  when  Mr.  Patrick  Egan  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  were  frater* 
nal  brothers,  and  I  must  say  they  were 
Arcadee  amho, 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER :  Whfle  I 
sincerely  offer  my  thanks  to  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Galwaj,  who 
has  drawn  the  attention  of  the  ^use  to 
this  subject,  I   sufficiently  sympathize 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  jost 
sat  down  to  enable  me  to  say  that  I  do 
not  require  any  Resolution  of  this  House 
in  vindication  either  of  my  public  or 
personal  character.     I  reg^t  as  much 
as  anyone  that  it  should  be  necessary  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a 
question  of  this  kind ;  and  I  should  be 
very  reluctant  to  fetter,  in  the  slightest 
degree,  legitimate  public  criticism.     If 
the  letter  of  Mr.  Patrick  Egan  were  not 
an  official  document,  stamped  with  the 
official  sanction  of  an  orgamzation  which 
is  presided  over  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  and  of 
which  many  of  my  hon.  Colleagues  who 
are  now  sitting  close  to  me  are  members 
of  the  Executive  Body,  I,  too,  should 
have  considered  that  the  reply  which  I 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  sending  to 
the  denunciation  of  Mr.  Egan  would 
have  been  the  most  fitting  answer  that 
document  should  call  for.  But  it  is  clear 
to  everybody  that  a  letter  of  that  cha- 
racter could  not  have  found  its  way  into 
the  office  of  The  Freeman's  Journal  with- 
out some  help  from  the  Executive  of  the 
Land  League ;  and  I  must  express  my 
disappointment  that  since  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  thought  proper 
to  interfere  in  this  debate,  he  did  not 
think  proper  to  so  far  sympathize  with 
the  position  of  a  Member  of  his  own 
political  Party  in  this  House,  and  a  Col- 
league of  many  years,  to  either  repro- 
bate, or,  at  least,  disavow  the  sentiments 
contained  in  that  letter  of  his  official 
colleague.    I  have  already  shown,  Sir, 
by  my  action  with  reference  to  the  mea- 
sure of  Land  Reform  introduced  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  to  which  this 
letter  refers,  that  I  am  not  to  be  terrified 
by  the  resolutions  of  the  Land  League. 
It  was,  therefore,  quite  unnecessary  on 
the  part  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oalway 
to  make  this  Motion  for  my  protection  ; 
but  I  am  perfectly  sure  it  was  impera- 
tively necessary  that  he  should  make  it 
for  the  protection  of  some  of  my  Col- 
leagues.   This  is  only  a  small  part  of 
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the  terrorism  whioli  has  been  practised, 
and  which,  as  far  as  I  can  gather  from 
the  Fipeech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork,  it  is  intended  shall  be  con- 
tinued, towards  Gentlemen  who  dare 
to  differ  from  the  decrees  of  the  Irish 
National  Land  League.  The  word  has 
gone  round,  Sir,  from  persons  high  in 
authority  in  that  organization,  that  every 
man  who  dares  to  support  any  measure 
introduced  by  the  Government  shall  be 
hranded  as  a  **  place  hunter ; "  and  when 
anyone  reflects  upon  the  painful  charac- 
ter of  the  relations  which  have  subsisted 
for  a  long  time  between  the  English  Go- 
Yemment  and  the  Irish  nation — between 
the  Irish  nation  and  this  House — I  am 
sore  he  will  readily  recognize  how  artful 
and  how  dangerous  an  accusation  of  that 
sort  is.  I  have  been  for  a  longer  period 
a  Member  of  this  House  than  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  or  many 
of  his  Colleagues  who  are  members  of 
the  Executive  of  the  Land  League.  I 
am  speaking  in  the  presence  of  Minis- 
ters of  the  Crown  and  of  ex-Ministers  of 
the  Crown ;  I  am  speaking  in  the  pre- 
sence of  a  crowded  House ;  and  I  say  I 
challenge  any  Member  of  this  Assembly 
to  dare  to  assert  that  my  vote  or  action 
has  ever  been  compromised  by  mer- 
cenary considerations.  Nay,  more,  I 
regret  to  be  obliged  to  add  that  gentle- 
men who  are  engaged  in  bringing  these 
accusations  against  their  countrymen 
are  themselves  gentlemen  who  have 
within  less  than  12  months  repeatedly 
applied  to  me  to  use  my  influence  to 
obtain  for  them  situations  under  Her 
jc8ty*fl  Government.  [**  Name,  name  !*'] 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
asks  for  name.  I  shall  give  it  him.  I 
phall  give  the  name  of  a  paid  official  of 
the  Land  League,  who  sends  this  telo- 
cjam  from  the  executive  offices  of  the 
League  in  Dublin — 

**  T.  P.  Quinn,  I^and  Leafrue  Offices,  DuLUn, 
to  John  O'Connor  Power,  M.P.,  January  20.  Mr. 
Monaghan  " — who  is,  hy  the  way,  a  very  pro- 
minent mcmWr  of  the  Land  league  in  Hallin- 
rolx?,  CountvMayo — "teh^^raphs  yourecjutsting 
influenco  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Daly  "—Mr.  P.  J.  U. 
Daly  is  a  well-known  solicitor  in  Mayo,  who  has 
been  recently  employed  in  defending  the  op- 
pTtts^  <1  tenant  farmers,  and  hired  for  that  pur- 
pot*  by  the  Land  Lt^igue — ''solicitor,  Ballin- 
rijbe,  who  seeks  (^rown  Prosfcutorsliip  for  Mayo. 
Oimply  with  3Ionaghan*s  request,  by  mo  ro- 
aakeOf  and  both  shall  remember,  and  doubtless 
on«  day  will  repay  you.  I  will  writ©  you  to- 
night.*^ 

Here  are  gentlemen,   membei's  of  an 


organization — one  of  them  at  present  a 
paid  secretary  in  the  office  of  the  Land 
League  in  Dublin — who  tiy  to  induce 
me  to  do  what  I  have  never  done  in  re- 
ference to  Government  patronage  in  my 
constituency  or  anywhere  else  in  Lre- 
land — who  endeavour  to  seduce  me  from 
my  invariable  rule  not  to  interfere  in 
Government  patronage  by  the  promise 
of  political  support  on  some  future  day. 
I  have  felt  it  necessary  that  I  should,  in 
a  manner  in  which  the  whole  country 
should  be  a  witness  of  my  acts,  repudiate 
the  insinuation  that  has  been  levelled 
against  me.  I  do  not  appeal  merely  to 
the  English  Members  of  this  House,  but 
I  appeal  to  the  most  intimate  friends  and 
associates  of  the  hon.  Memberfor  the  City 
of  Cork,  when  I  say  to-day  that  they  know 
very  well  I  am  not  capable  of  being 
influenced  by  such  consiaerations  as  the 
treasurer  of  the  Land  League  has  thought 
proper  to  attribute  to  me.  Unfortunately, 
Irish  politics  are  in  this  position — that 
it  requires  greater  courage  to  support  a 
Government  when  they  are  right  than 
to  oppose  them  when  they  are  wrong. 
I  have  supported  them  by  voting  in 
favour  of  the  second  reading  of  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  because  I  believed  I 
was  right,  and  because  I  had  a  mandate 
from  my  constituency,  legally  and  legiti- 
mately conveyed  to  me  at  a  public  meet- 
ing in  the  country.  I  am  very  much 
embarrassed  at  being  under  the  necessity 
of  making  this  statement  to  the  House ; 
but  when  not  only  the  courtesies  of  Party 
warfare,  but  the  obligations  of  political 
comradeship  —  aye,  and  truth  itself — 
have  been  sacrificed  to  gpratify  an  insane 
ambition,  I  humbly  think  that  the  hour 
has  come  for  a  man  who  can  be  neither 
bribed  nor  terrified  to  record  his  protest 
in  the  light  of  day. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  :  I  am  also  one 
of  the  Members  alluded  to  in  the  letter 
which  has  been  brought  before  the 
House  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Galway.  Perhaps  I  may  like- 
wise be  allowed  to  say  a  few  words.  I 
was  sorry  when  I  heard  such  a  letter 
had  been  written,  and  I  was  sorry  when 
I  read  it,  because  I  saw  it  must  lead  to 
dissension,  and  that  it  would  impose 
upon  me  the  necessity  of  protesting 
against  the  imputations  cast  upon  me 
by  that  letter.  From  the  moment  I 
heard  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister 
I  felt  there  was  little  doubt  that  I  would 
support  the  second  reading  of  the  Land 


1675    Pixrliament'-Privitege  (OOMMONS) 


{Mr.  P.  Bgtm). 


167€ 


Law  (Ireland)  Bill.  I  read  it  manj 
times  over  in  conjunction  with  a  gentle- 
man  of  the  highest  ability,  character, 
and  patriotism,  and  I  came  to  the  con- 
elusion  that  I  was  bound  by  every  con- 
sideration of  duty  to  support  that  mea- 
sure. Sir,  I  belieye  that  a  more  tho- 
rough measure  was  never  introduced 
into  Parliament.  ["  Question  !  "]  Sir, 
it  is  the  Question.  I  believe  that  a  more 
thorough  measure  was  never  introduced 
into  Parliament ;  and  I  have  no  doubt 
it  will  be  carried  through  by  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  Liberal  Party  un- 
flinchingly, and  without  allowing  its 
main  provisions  to  be  impaired.  What- 
ever oiflTerences  I  may  have  with  the 
(Joyemment  on  matters  of  general  Irish 
policy,  I  am  resolved  to  co-operate  with 
them  loyally  to  carry  this  measure,  as  if 
those  differences  did  not  exist,  or  had 
never  existed.  I  cannot  claim  to  be 
more  docile  or  tractable  than  other 
Members;  but  I  believe  that  I  am  as 
willing  to  hear  what  has  to  be  said  on 
the  other  side  of  the  question  as  any 
other  Gentleman,  and  to  3rield  when  I 
find  reason  against  me.  Long  as  I  have 
been  in  the  House  I  have  never  allowed 
— and  I  never  intend  to  allow — myself 
to  be  carried  on  one  side  whilst  my  con- 
victions are  on  the  other. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  it  appears 
to  me  that  there  are  two  matters  which 
have  come  into  our  view  on  the  present 
occasion.  One  is  the  Motion  made  by 
my  hon.  Friend,  with  respect  to  which, 
considering  it  nakedly  in  its  terms,  I  ap- 
prehend there  can  be  no  doubt  it  is  a 
proposition  which  must  be  affirmed — 
that  is  to  say,  that  the  letter  which  has 
been  read  is  a  breach  of  the  Privileges 
of  this  House.  I  am  not  speaking  now 
of  the  authorship  of  that  letter ;  but  the 
matter  of  the  letter  attaches  to  it  that 
character.  At  the  same  time,  I  greatly 
doubt  whether  we  ought  not  to  endea- 
vour to  persuade  my  hon.  Friend  not 
to  persist  in  the  Motion  that  he  has 
made.  And  for  this  reason.  He  him- 
self has  said  that  he  thinks  there  is 
no  advantage  in  enabling  a  person  to 
aspire  to  the  character  of  a  martyr  by 
calling  him  to  the  Bar  of  the  House ; 
and  he  suggests  in  lieu  of  that  that 
you.  Sir,  in  your  official  capacity,  should 
order  that  this  gentleman  be  debarred 
from  entering  the  precincts  of  the  House. 
I  quite  concur  with  mv  hon.  Friend  in 
thinking  that  we  should  not  do  well  to 
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invest  this  gentleman,  whoever  he  may 
be,  with  any  sort  of  glory  by  bringing 
him  to  the  Bar ;  but,  on  the  other  haaX 
I  think  that  to  put  in  motion  tha 
machinery  of  this  Mouse,  and  the  au- 
thority and  dignity  of  the  Ohair,  for  ^e 
purpose  of  debarring  from  entering  the 
precincts  of  the  House  a  gentleman  who 
has  no  title  to  be  there— except  such  as 
is  possessed  by  every  one  of  the  4,000,000 
people  of  this  Metropolis  and  by  the 
34,000,000  people  of  this  Bealm^ would 
be  an  operation  too  g^reat,  too  senons, 
for  the  end  at  which  it  aims  ;  and,  con- 
sequently, I  should  hope  that  my  hon. 
Friend  will  not  put  in  movement  sodi 
machinery  for  a  purpose  apparently  so 
trivial.  But,  besides  the  Motion  before 
us,  there  is  the  discussion  which  has 
arisen  upon  it,  and  to  that  I  oonfees  I 
attach  no  inconsiderable  significance. 
In  the  first  place,  in  the  position  I  have 
the  honour  to  hold  in  this  Houae,  I 
think  it  is  only  fair  that  I  should  render 
my  testimony  as  to  the  Gentlemen  whose 
characters  have  been  impugned.  One 
of  them  has  sat  here  for  a  very  short 
time ;  the  others  have  sat  here  for  a 
considerable  time.  One  of  them  has,  I 
think,  sat  here  for  a  very  considerable 
time ;  and  I  know  of  no  title  that  any  man 
possesses  to  say  one  word  reflecting  on 
the  Parliamentary  character  or  conduct 
of  any  of  the  three.  I  am  quite  sure,  with 
respect  especially  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power),  who 
has  been  particularly  attacked,  that  it 
was  needless  for  him  to  challenge  any 
man  to  cast  imputations  upon  him,  as  he 
did  in  the  strength  of  conscious  inno- 
cence ;  because,  so  far  as  I  am  acquainted 
with  the  sentiments  of  this  House-— and 
I  think  I  know  the  sentiments  of  a  very 
large,  and,  perhaps,  preponderating 
number  of  Members  —  the  very  last 
thing  they  would  think  of  doing,  either 
at  this  moment  or  at  previous  periods, 
when  the  hon.  Member  may  have  been 
taking  a  political  course  different  from 
ourselves — that  one  of  them  would 
dream  of  would  be  to  raise  the  slightest 

Suestion  as  to  his  motives,  or  to  throw 
le  slightest  doubt  upon   his  honour. 
Another  personage  has,  however,   ap- 

S eared  upon  the  scene — namely,  the  hon. 
[ember  for  the  City  of  Cork,  and  the 
case  stands  thus :  — We  have  before  us  a 
letter  of  the  matter  of  which — whatever 
its  importance  may  be— of  the  matter  of 
which  I  imagine  that  almost,  if  not  quite. 
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eTeiy  man  in  this  House  is  of  opinion 
that    it  is  in  a  high  degree  libellous, 
scurrilouSy  and  discreditable  to  the  per- 
son who  wrote  it.     Under  these  oircum- 
atanceSy  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  rises,  and  he  describes  the  gentle- 
man whose  name  appears  at  the  close  of 
this  letter  as  his  friend.    [Mr.  Pabnell  : 
Hear,  hear!]     What  course   does    he 
take  in  respect  to  the  matter  of  the 
letter?    He  does  not  ayow  it,  and  he 
does  not  condemn  it.     But  the  measure 
that  he  takes  is  a  measure  to  endeavour 
to  throw  the  House  off  the  scent  as  to 
the  person  who  is  really  in   question. 
"  Do    not,   I    entreat  you,"  he    says, 
"bring  into  accusation  the  proprietors  or 
the  writers  of  The  Freeman^ 8  Journal f** 
and  he  sets  them  forth  as  the  victims 
whom  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  has 
in  view.    Now,  although  I  have  had  no 
communication  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oalway,  I  venture  to  say  that  these 
are  not  the  persons  he  has  in  view.  The 
Btunmoning  of  the  editor,  or  proprietor, 
or  printer  of  The  Dreeman^B  Journal  to 
the  Bar  would,  I  apprehend,  be,  if  this 
were  a  matter  whicn  ought  properly  to 
be  pursued,  only  a  formal  step  on  the 
roaa  of  detection  of  the  real  offender, 
and  the  real  offender  in  this  case  is  the 
frentleman  whom  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  has  described  as  his  friend  and  has 
tried  to  screen  from  our  view.     What  I 
mean  is  this.     The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  says  that  we  have  no  evidence  as 
to  the  authorship  of  this  letter — no  evi- 
dence at  all.     We  know  that  it  was  pub- 
lished in  Dublin  on  Thursday  in  last 
week ;  we  know  that  Mr.  Egan  exists ; 
we  trust  that  he  is  well ;  we  think  it 
probable  that  he  has  read  this  letter 
as  published  in  The  Freeman^  Journal, 
And  if  Mr.  Egan,  being  in  existence, 
and  being  in  the  possession  of  sound 
mind,  ana  in  possession  of  his  health, 
and  having  read  that  letter,  thinks  that 
the  appearance  of  that  letter  with  his 
name  at  the  foot  of  it  does  not  call  upon 
him  for  some  disavowal,  then,  Sir — I  am 
not  speaking  now  of  legal    evidence, 
which  I  do  not  want,  because  I  do  not 
wish  to  proceed  in  the  matter.     fMr. 
Parhxll:  Proceed,  proceed.]    I  think 
we  have  the  strongest  moral  evidence 
that  the  letter  was  written  by  Mr.  Egan. 
But  Mr.  Egan  is  not  to  be  regarded  as 
an  individual,  but  as  a  powerful  and  pro- 
minent officer  of  an  organization ;  and 
that  organixation  is  the  organization  of 


which  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of 
Cork  is  the  centre  and  the  soul.  And 
this  House  has  a  right  to  know  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oork  whether  he 
thinks  this  is  the  manner  in  which  it 
becomes  him  and  his  agent  to  describe 
the  Parliamentary  proceedings  of  his 
OoUeagues.  I  think  he  will  feel  the 
force  of  this  appeal.  He  will  be  aware 
that  they,  and  aware  that  we,  have  a 
right  to  know  whether  it  is  by  means 
like  these — by  terrorism  like  this,  as  it 
has  been  jusUy  called  —  I  misht,  per- 
haps, say  by  terrorism  of  a  kind  not  un- 
likely in  certain  circumstances  and  in 
certain  places  to  be  followed  up  by  other 
measures — whether  it  is  thus  that  the 
hon.  Member  seeks  to  establish  peace, 
order,  and  liberty  in  Ireland  ?  Sir,  the 
writer  of  that  letter,  be  he  who  he  may, 
is  a  man  in  whose  mouth  every  profes- 
sion of  a  regard  for  liberty  is  a  mockery 
and  a  delusion.  And  there  could  be  no 
greater  misfortune  for  Ireland  tiian  that 
the  cause  of  her  people  should  be  dis- 
graced by  havinff  its  support  and  its 
propaga^n  confiaed  to  such  men. 

Mr.  HEALY,  having  referred  to  the 
avidity  with  which  denimciations  directed 
against  Irish  Members  were  listened  to, 
said,  it  was  exceedingly  remarkable  that 
though  there  was  no  collusion  between 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oalway  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mayo  should  have  so  conveniently 
in  his  pocket  the  proofs  of  guilt  of  cer- 
tain Members  connected  with  the  Land 
League.  [Mr.  O'Connob  Power  said, 
he  had  got  more.]  If  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  were  carried, 
and  Mr.  Egan  should  be  excluded  from 
the  precincts  of  that  House,  he  could 
only  say  that  Mr.  Esan,  on  the  very  first 
opportunity,  would  be  found  coming  into 
that  House  in  a  representative  charac- 
ter ;  and  he,  for  one,  if  only  to  prove 
how  utterly  such  sentiments  as  those 
which  had  proceeded  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  were  discredited  in 
Ireland,  he,  for  one,  would  be  willing  to 
give  way  for  him.  He  felt  sure,  no 
matter  with  what  satisfaction  such  an 
arrangement  might  be  regarded  in  that 
House,  that  that  satisfaction  would  be 
nothing  to  the  satisfaction  which  the 
constituency  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent  would  feel  in  having  as  a 
Kepresentative  a  man  so  upright,  a  man 
who  had  spent  so  much  of  his  time  and 
of  his  monqr  in  the  cause  of  IreUnd  as 
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Mr.  Patrick  Egan.  He  himself  might 
have  brought  under  the  Speaker's  notice 
a  more  gross  and  calumnious  attack 
made  on  himself  and  other  Irish  Mem- 
bers, not  in  an  Irish  but  in  an  English 
newspaper ;  but  he  had  refrained  from 
doing  so,  though  he  was  called  an  Ob- 
structive, because  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Bill  was  before  the  House;  and 
he  regretted  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway,  who  professed  to  be  more  in 
favour  of  that  measure,  had  not  taken 
the  same  course.  He  would  read  to  the 
House  four  lines  from  that  newspaper. 

Mr.  H.  SAMUELSON  asked  whether, 
on  a  Motion  that  a  certain  article  in  a 
newspaper  was  a  Breach  of  Privilege,  it 
was  in  Order  for  a  Member  to  rise  in 
his  place  and  read  other  newspaper  arti- 
cles which  he  thought  were  injurious  to 
him,  but  with  respect  to  which  he  pro- 
posed to  make  no  Motion  to  the  House  ? 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  had  a  right  to 
speak  on  the  Question  before  the  House. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Frome  had  never  been  noted 

Mb.  H.  SAMUELSON  wished  to  make 
himself  understood  before  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  proceeded  to  castigate 
him.  Was  the  hon.  Member  in  Order 
in  reading  an  extract  that  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  Question  before 
the  House,  and  upon  which  he  founded 
no  Motion  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  was  about  to  quote 
from  a  newspaper  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Frome  interrupted  him. 

Mb.  HEALY,  after  the  reproof  just 
addressed  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Frome, 
would  let  him  severely  alone.  He  would 
now  read  the  extract  to  which  he  had 
alluded  from  a  newspaper  which  he 
would  not  advertise  by  naming  it.  That 
paper  said  that  of  course  Mr.  Healy 
was  put  up  by  Mr.  Parnell  to  oppose  the 
Vote  of  Thanks  to  Sir  Frederick  Roberts 
and  the  troops  engaged  with  him  in  the 
Afghan  War ;  that  if  that  young  man 
was  left  to  himself  he  would  make  a  very 
good  Member  of  Parliament;  but,  un- 
fortunately, he  was  not  only  elected  as  a 
follower  of  Mr.  Parnell,  but  also  as  an 
employi  of  that  person,  and  if  he  did 
not  obey  orders  the  connection  would 
terminate  and  the  salary  would  cease. 
If  he  had  brought  that  matter  before  the 
House  he  womd  not  have  received  the 
sympathetic  and  cordial  cheers  which 

Mr.  Healy 


had  been  given  to  the  hon.  Member  lor 
Galway  and  the  hon.  Member  below 
him,  but  he  would  have  been  rebuked 
for  wasting  the  time  of  the  Houw,  and 
delaying  an  important  measure.  The 
statements  made  in  the  paper  to  whidi 
he  had  just  referred  were  as  untrue  ai 
many  others  which  appeared  in  EngliA 
newspapers  about  the  Irish  Memben ; 
and  he  would  advise  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oalway  and  those  who  acted  with 
him  to  show  some  of  the  patience  with 
which  the  Irish  Members  on  his  side 
bore  the  attacks  directed  against  them. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY :  I  would 
ask  the  permission  of  the  House  to  with- 
draw my  Motion— [**  No,  no !  '*]— after 
the  noble  vindication  of  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  Members  of  this  House 
which  that  Motion  has  evoked  from  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  which  I  trust  will 
be  a  lesson  to  hon.  Members,  both  as  re- 
gards their  conduct  towards  their  fellow- 
Members  and  also  as  regards  those  with 
whom  they  associate  themselves.  I  beg 
to  withdraw  my  Motion. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  he 
did  not  intend  to  interfere  in  a  scene 
which  to  him  was  exceedingly  painful, 
and  one  which  he  regretted  should  at 
all  have  occupied  the  attention  of  the 
House ;  but  the  Prime  Minister  alluded 
just  now  to  the  fact  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  City  claimed  Mr.  Egan  as 
a  personal  friend ;  and  he  (Mr.  Sulli- 
van) confessed  at  a  moment  when  such 
obloquy  and  denunciation  were  hurled 
at  the  head  of  a  gentleman  whom  he  had 
long  called  a  friend,  it  would  ill  become 
him  to  refrain  from  saying  that  he  shared 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  the  pri- 
vilege of  calling  Mr.  Patrick  Egan  his 
friend.  One  might  honestly  differ  from 
a  friend,  and  one's  friend  might  often 
say  and  do  things  which  one  might  re- 
gret. He  read  with  sincere  sorrow  the 
letter  of  his  friend  Mr.  Egan,  for  the  sake 
of  one  passage  contained  in  it  He  had 
long  known  his  hon.  Friend  behind  him 
(Mr.O*ConnorPower),andnothing  within 

his  knowledge  or  belief  would  ever  in- 
duce him  to  sympathize  with  a  charce 
reflecting  upon  his  personal  honour.  He 
deplored  that  letter ;  but  he  complaint 
of  the  Motion  before  the  House,  which 
must  not  be  withdrawn.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  not  be  allowed  to  make  an 
empty  parade.  He  knew  that  in  at- 
tacKing  Mr.  Egan  amid  screams  of  ap- 
plause he  was  attacking  Mr.  ligan  in  * 
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flace  where  be  could  not  be  beard. 
Mr.  O'CoNNOB  Power:  Mr.  Egan  is 
well  represented  in  this  House.]  Be- 
Bides,  Mr.  Egan's  letter  bad  been  re- 
plied to  in  Ireland  in  language  wbicb 
be  could  not  trust  bimself  to  describe  in 
tbat  House.  Tbe  bon.  Member  for  Gal- 
way  bad  raised  a  scene  wbicb  be  knew 
well  tbe  enemies  of  Ireland  would  gloat 
over,  wbicb  be  knew  was  calculated  to 
bold  Ireland  up  to  ridicule,  and  wbicb 
be  knew  everj  bonest  Irisbman  would 
deplore.  Mr.  Egan,  owing  to  tbe  in- 
famous system  wbicb  prevailed  in  Ire- 
land now,  was  driven  from  bis  bome. 
Tbere  was  neitber  justice  nor  law  in  Ire- 
land at  present,  wben  men  were  dragged 
from  tbeir  beds,  and  every  protection 
wbicb  men  sbould  bave  in  a  free  land 
was  denied.  Mr.  Egan  bad'  a  large 
mercantile  business  in  tbe  City  of  Dublin, 
and  in  tbat  city  be  bad  bome  for  years  a 
spotless  reputation  as  a  merchant  and  a 
man  of  business.  He  seized  tbat  op- 
portunity to  claim  Mr.  Egan  as  bis  friend, 
and  be  should  hardly  be  deterred  from 
tbat  course  because  the  bon.  Member  for 
Gal  way  came  there  in  his  last  Parlia- 
ment to  have  it  out  with  the  people  of 
Ireland  by  exhibiting  their  Represen- 
tatives engaged  in  a  discreditable  quarrel 
of  this  kind.  The  bon.  Member  for  tbe 
County  of  Galway  had  been  no  party  to 
these  charges  whatever.  He  was  in  no 
way  touched  by  the  accusation.  Let  him 
go  through  with  bis  discreditable  work. 
Let  him  not  fire  his  blank  cartridge  and 
then  run  away.  Let  him  bring  the  pub- 
lisher and  Mr.  Egan  before  the  Bar; 
and  tbe  House  would  find  that  Mr.  Egan 
was  as  honourable  a  man  as  the  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  ever  associated  with  in- 
side or  outside  tbe  House. 

8iB  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  Sir, 
it  has  more  than  once  been  my  lot  to 
take  part  in  proceedings  when  letters  or 
articles  in  the  newspapers  bave  been 
challenged  as  Breaches  of  Privilege  in 
this  House ;  and  the  general  inclination 
of  my  mind,  and  ray  general  course,  has 
been  to  di&suade  the  Hou8o,  as  far  as 
possible,  from  taking  notice  in  a  serious 
manner  of  imputations  such  as  those 
that  are  cast  upon  the  House,  or  its 
Members,  in  public  newspapers.  If  this 
had  been  an  ordinary  case  of  that  sort, 
I  should  entirely  have  agreed  with  those 
who  think  tbat  that  course  should  be 

iunued  on  the  present  occasion.  But,  Sir, 
think  that  it  ia  utterly  impossible  to 


shut  our  eyes  to  tbe  fact  that  this  is  not 
an  isolated  letter  which  is  written  and 
can  be  regarded  as  an  isolated  transac- 
tion. We  cannot  ignore  the  fact  tbat 
the  letter  must  be  taken  in  connection 
with  the  proceedings  of  the  body  from 
which  it  is  asserted  the  letter  emanated. 
It  is  impossible  to  close  our  eyes  to  the 
fact  that  there  is  a  system  of  terrorism, 
which  is  applied  in  the  most  unscrupu- 
lous manner,  and  of  which  this  letter 
may  be,  and  appears  to  be,  an  example. 
And  that  being  the  case,  I  think  this 
House  has  no  option  but  this — that  it  is 
bound  to  protect,  as  far  as  it  can,  its 
Members  from  attacks  of  the  kind  which 
are  aimed  at  bon.  Members,  and  cal- 
culated to  disparage,  if  possible,  the 
honesty  of  their  votes  and  proceedings. 
The  bon.  Members  who  have  spoken  in 
this  debate  may  very  safely  leave  their 
characters  in  the  hands  of  those  who 
have  witnessed  their  conduct  in  this 
House.  I  can  add  nothing  to  what  has 
been  said  by  the  Prime  Minister  on  that 
subject.  But  I  do  think  it  is  a  case  in 
which,  the  charge  having  been  made, 
not  by  Mr.  Egan  as  an  individual,  but 
as  the  representative — the  treasurer — of 
the  Land  League,  and  his  action  having 
been  taken  of  and  not  disavowed  in  this 
House,  and  the  challenge,  therefore, 
having  been  put  with  all  that  weight 
and  authority,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is 
quite  impossible  for  us  to  do  otherwise 
than  give  a  vote  which,  undoubtedly,  is 
that  which  the  House  will  be  bound  to 
give  if  the  Motion  of  the  bon.  Member 
is  put.  I  should  myself,  under  other 
circumstances,  have  joined  in  the  request 
to  the  bon.  Member  to  do  that  which  he 
says  be  is  willing  to  do — to  withdraw  his 
Motion,  and  leave  the  matter  upon  what 
has  been  said ;  but  we  are  told  that  that 
course  will  not  be  allowed.  We  shall 
be  challenged  to  vote,  and  I  think  it 
would  be  well  for  the  bon.  Member  not 
to  attempt  to  withdraw,  but  to  take  a 
vote  on  nis  Motion. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  No 
doubt,  the  declaration  made  by  the 
bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Meath 
(Mr.  Sullivan)  makes  it  impossible  that 
the  Motion  should  be  withdrawn ;  and 
I  think,  under  these  circumstances,  it 
will  be  advantageous  that  we  sbould  see 
who  are  the  Members  of  this  House  who 
approve  of  this  letter,  and  who  declare 
it  to  be  not  an  improper  letter,  and  not 
a  Breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this  House. 
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Every  man  who  votes  against  the  Mo- 
tion is  a  man  who  approves  this  letter. 
["  No !  "]  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
City  (Mr.  Pamell)  shakes  his  head.  Has 
he  dared  to  say  whether  he  approves  this 
letter  or  disapproves  ?  He  is  in  a  position 
in  which  he  dare  not  say  one  or  the  other. 
He  will  not  undertake  in  this  House  to 
say  he  approves  it,  and  he  dare  not  say 
out-of-doors  that  he  disapproves  it.  That 
is  the  explanation  of  the  position  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  with  refer- 
ence to  this  disgraceful,  this  scandalous, 
this  discreditable  document.  How  is 
this  production  headed  ?  This  letter  is 
headed  thus  in  The  Freeman^ s  Journal — 

"  The  following  letter  from  Mr.  Patrick  Egan, 
Paris,  treasurer  of  the  Irish  National  Land 
Leagne,  was  intended  to  be  read  at  the  meeting 
of  the  Land  League  yesterday,  but  it  arrived 
too  late." 

• 

It  is  an  official  missive— an  address  to 
the  Irish  Land  League.  I  challenge  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  to  get  up  and 
deny  that  it  was  not  sent  as  an  official 
letter  from  the  Irish  Land  League  to 
The  FVeeman^e  Journal,  Will  he  dare 
get  up  and  justify  this  letter  in  the  face 
of  the  House  ?  If  he  does  not,  then  I 
venture  to  say  there  is  no  man  in  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  or  Ireland,  who  will  not 
say  that  the  letter  signed  **P.  Egan,** 
and  the  spirit  and  sentiment  it  expresses, 
are  the  sentiments  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  City.  It  is  his  policy,  his 
spirit,  his  actions,  which  are  expressed 
in  every  line  of  that  letter.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City  and  those  who 
follow  him  will  vote  their  approbation 
of  this  letter,  and  they  wUl  say  that  it 
is  not  a  Breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this 
House ;  but  I  believe  that  a  gi*eat  and 
overwhelming  majority  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  of  the  three 
countries — the  Gentlemen  who  are  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons — will 
affirm  the  Motion  which  has  been  brought 
forward  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Galway,  and  declare  that  language 
of  this  description  is  scandalous,  and  a 
Breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this  House. 
Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  debate  was 
rather  dritting  away  from  the  Question 
which  was  before  the  House.  They 
were  getting  into  a  discussion  upon  the 
conduct  and  character  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork,  and  that  was  not  the 
Question  before  them.  No  one  in  that 
House  would  be  suspected  of  sympa- 

8ir  WiUiam  Rareouri 


thizuog  with  the  astonishingly  groae  lan- 
guage used  with  regard  to  this  queetioii. 
He  deprecated  putting  the  whole  ma- 
chinery of  the  House  in  motion,  because 
if  they  agreed  to  the  Resolation  they 
would  have  to  take  further  steps  in  the 
matter.  He  asked  the  House  to  re- 
member the  conflict  which  they  had  Imot 
Session.  

LoHD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  that  he  needed  not  to  express  his 
hearty  concurrence  in  the  remancs  which 
had  fallen  from  his  noble  Friend.  He 
thought  the  best  course  to  pursue  was 
that  the  Motion  should  be  negatived, 
and  that  they  should  proceed  with  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  BilL  He  would 
point  out  that  if  the  Motion  were  carried, 
it  would  be  absolutely  necessary  that 
the  publishers  and  printers  of  The  Free- 
man should  be  summoned  to  the  Bar  of 
the  House,  in  order  to  get  at  the  writer. 
That  would  come  on  after  to-morrow  or 
Thursday;  then  the  discussion  would 
follow.  But  another  question  might 
arise,  as  the  letter  was  written  from  a 
foreign  country,  and  hardly  came  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  House.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway  would  have  withdrawn  his  Mo- 
tion if  it  had  not  been  for  the  speech  of 
the  Home  Secretary,  who  always  came 
forward  on  these  occasions  as  the  Bom- 
bastes  Furioso  of  debate  denouncing 
everybody  right  and  left.  He  was  sure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Colleagues 
would  regret  that  he  had  ever  made  that 
extraordinary  speech.  Whenever  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  saw  an  oppor- 
tunity of  making  an  attack  upon  any 
Member  of  the  ^use,  he  could  not  resist 
it.  If  the  Land  Bill  of  the  Government 
was  obstructed  and  did  not  make  pro- 
gress, they  would  have  nobody  to  blame 
but  themselves  and  the  foolish  and  stupid 
advice  of  the  Home  Secretary. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  think. 
Sir 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  rise 
to  Order,  Sir.     [  Crise  of  '*  Order !  "] 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, having  risen  to  a  point  of  Order, 
is  entitled  to  be  heard. 

Sir  WiLUAM  Haboourt  not  rising 
again, 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  disap- 
proved entirely  of  the  letter  of  Mr. 
Egan,  and  thought  it  was  quite  unne- 
oessarr  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
and  his  Friends  to  ask  the  House  to  ssjr 
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that  the  allegations  contained  in  the 
letter  complained  of  were  unjustifiable. 
But  they  were  asking  that  the  House 
should  declare  that  the  letter  was  a 
Breach  of  Privilege.  There  was  no 
donbt  that,  techni(»ally,  the  letter  was 
a  Breach  of  the*Friyileges  of  the  House. 
But  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  the 
suggestion  of  the  Prime  Minister  was 
better  than  that  of  the  Home  Secretary. 
He  did  not  suppose  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, or  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Meath  (Mr.  Sulliyan),  would  desire 
to  press  the  matter  to  a  division.  There 
was  another  reason  why  he  thought  that 
the  Motion  should  be  withdrawn,  and 
that  was  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
himself  had  written  a  reply  to  Mr.  Egan, 
and  the  reply  was  so  strong  that  the 
hon.  Member  himself  ought  to  be  con- 
sidered to  have  debarred  himself  from 
asking  the  House  to  interfere.  He 
would  read  part  of  the  letter  to  the 
House.    The  hon.  Member  said — 

•*  In  my  opinion,  the  real  blackleg  is  the  cad 
who  bolto  with  tho  stakes ;  the  real  coward  is 
ha  who  keeps  out  of  the  fight  which  he  himself 
has  proToked,  and  who,  skulking  either  in 
London  or  in  Paris,  tries  to  hide  his  own  pol- 
troonery by  impug^ng  tho  courage  of  others." 

He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  was  not  concerned 
to  defend  Mr.  Egan,  but,  unquestion- 
ably, those  observations  meant  that  Mr. 
Egan  was  a  thief  and  a  coward;  and 
aa  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  had  an- 
swered in  such  very  strong  language 
the  accusation  which  was  made  against 
him  by  Mr.  Egan,  he  thought  that  the 
matter  should  now  come  to  an  end. 

Me.  BIGGAB  might  be  allowed  to 
make  one  or  two  observations  on  this 
occasion,  as  he  was  joint  treasurer  of 
the  Land  League  with  his  friend  Mr. 
Egan.  He  dia  not  say  that  he  approved 
of  what  Mr.  Egan  said  in  his  letter, 
because  he  was  not  present  when  it  was 
written ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
might  say  that  he  thought  Members  of 
Parliament  would  do  well  not  to  be  so 
exceedingly  sensitive  as  they  were.  He 
had  seen  many  attacks  upon  Members 
of  Parliament,  and  he  had  seen  very 
few  Members  of  Parliament  rush  into 
print  to  defend  themselves.  He  had 
seen  still  fewer  who  came  to  that  House 
and  asked  to  be  protected  from  charges 
which  were  brought  against  them  by 
writers  in  newspapers.  He  would, 
tiMnibre,  be  dispoted  to  say  that  the 


Motion  was  simply  a  very  carefully  re- 
hearsed artifice  got  up  between  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gal  way  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo,  to  attack  in  a  covert, 
he  would  not  say  underhand  way,  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  City. 
That  was  the  real  animus  which  was  at 
the  bottom  of  the  simulated  innocence 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  insinuated  in 
his  speech  that  certain  Members  of  the 
Irish  Party  had  asked  him  to  use  his 
influence  to  get  situations  from  the  Go- 
vernment; but  when  called  upon  for 
names,  he  produced  a  telegram  from  an 
obscure  paid  clerk  of  the  Land  League, 
asking  him  to  use  his  influence  to  get  a 
situation  for  an  attorney  who  was  paid 
to  defend  a  few  members  of  the  Land 
League  in  a  local  Court,  and  who,  pro- 
bably, was  himself  a  member  of  the 
Land  League,  or  a  subscriber  to  its 
principles.  The  hon.  Member  for  Gal- 
way  had,  in  his  opinion,  made  a  mis- 
take  in  defending  the  conduct  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  which  he  did 
not  think  was  that  of  a  man  of  high 
honour. 

Mr.  CALL  an  said,  before  the  House 
proceeded  to  a  division,  he  wished  to 
ask  a  question  for  his  own  guidance  as 
well  as  that  of  the  House.  He  saw  in 
the  valuable  book  upon  the  practice  of 
this  House,  by  Sir  Erskine  May,  that 
the  Member  making  the  complaint  must 
be  prepared  to  name  the  printer  and 
publisher  of  the  paper  in  which  the 
statement  appeared.  There  was  no 
allegation  here  that  either  the  printer 
or  publisher  of  The  Freeman  had  any 
mahce  in  publishing  the  letter ;  and  in 
case  it  was  declared  a  Breach  of  Privi- 
lege of  the  House — as  it  undoubtedly 
was — he  wanted  to  know  what  was  the 
course  of  procedure  to  be  adopted  ?  He 
thought  when  hon.  Members  who  ob- 
jected to  the  withdrawal  of  tho  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal  way  were 
made  aware  that  the  result  of  their 
action  would  be  to  cause  great  incon- 
venience to  the  printer  and  publisher  of 
tho  paper,  who  were  the  innocent  parties 
in  the  transaction,  they  would  probably 
allow  the  Motion  to  be  withdrawn.  He, 
therefore,  wished  to  know  what  would 
be  the  result  if  the  letter  was  declared 
a  Breach  of  Privilege  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  In  the  event  of  the 
Motion  before  the  House  being  carried) 
it  would  be  for  the  House  to  say  what 
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steps,  if  any,  should  be  taken  with 
regard  to  that  Motion.  The  matter  is 
one  entirely  for  the  determination  of 
the  House.  Is  it  your  pleasure  that  the 
Motion  be  withdrawn  ? 

Mr.  PAENELL:  No.  ICrm  of 
'^  Agreed  !  "]  Am  I  entitled  to  address 
you  upon  this  Question,  Mr.  Speaker? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  exhausted  his  right  to  speak. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
I  wish  to  ask  a  question.  K  this  Motion 
be  adopted  by  the  House,  will  not  the 
House  be  obliged  to  take  further  steps 
in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  In  answer  to  the 
noble  Lord,  I  have  to  say  that  it  is  a 
matter  entirely  for  the  determination  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  City  has  already  spoken  on  the 
Question  of  Privilege  ;  but  the  Question 
now  before  the  House  is  that  the  Motion 
be  withdrawn,  and,  therefore,  I  appre- 
hend, he  is  entitled  to  speak  upon  that 
Question. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  Motion  before 
the  House  is  the  same,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City,  having  spoken 
once,  is  not  entitled  to  speak  again. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  I  now  wish  to  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  County 
what  steps  he  proposes  to  take,  having 
brought  a  Motion  before  the  House  de- 
claring that  the  letter  published  in  The 
Freeman^ 8  Journal  of  the  26th  May  is  a 
breach  of  the  Privileges  of  the  House, 
and  the  House  having  adopted  that 
Motion? 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY:  This  Mo- 
tion  having  been  carried  imanimously 
by  the  House,  I  must  take  ample  time 
to  consider. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  On  a  point  of  Order, 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to  know  whether, 
in  the  event  of  the  hon.  Member  not 
taking  advantage  of  this  opportunity  to 
ask  the  House  to  take  further  action  in 
this  matter,  he  will  not  lose  his  right  to 
do  so  at  any  future  time  ? 

Mr.  A.  M.  SULLIVAN  wished  to 
know  whether  an  opportunity  was  not 
coing  to  be  given  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  to  answer  the 
questions  which  the  Home  Secretary 
had  called  upon  him,  as  a  gentleman, 
to  answer  ? 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  rose  to  speak. 

Mr.  Speaker 


Mr.  speaker  :  I  most  point  out  to 
the  House  that  there  is  no  Question  be- 
fore the  House  at  present.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  aakt  me 
whether,  in  the  event  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  not  taking  advantage  of 
this  opportunity  to  ask  the  Houee  to 
take  further  action,  he  would  not  loee 
his  right  of  precedence  in  the  matter  ? 
I  apprehend  that  if  the  matter  is  post- 
poned now,  and  no  action  is  taken  npon 
it,  he  will  lose  his  right  to  ask  the 
House  to  do  so  at  any  future  time. 

Mr.  PARNELL :  I  will,  with  your 
permission,  Mr.  Speaker,  now  ask  the 
hon.  Member  whether  he  intends  to  take 
any  further  action  ? 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  did  not 
reply. 

A&.  PARNELL :  To  put  myself  in 
Order,  Mr.   Speaker,  I  shall  oondnde 
with  a  Motion.    Nobody  can  aaj  that 
we  have  desired  to  hinder  or  impede  the 
hon.   Member  for    Gkdway  County   in 
bringing  this  question  under  the  notice 
of  the  House,  although  I  regret  exceed- 
ingly that  the  hon.  Member  should  have 
been  guilty  of  an  action  almost  unpre- 
cedented in   this  House,   by  bringing 
forward  a   question  which  concerns  a 
gentleman    outside    this    House,    and 
which  concerns  other  Gentlemen  inside 
this  House,  when  he  knew  perfectly  well 
that  the  gentleman  whom  he  was  attack- 
ing could  not  necessarily  have  appealed 
in  his  own  defence.     But  having  pro- 
ceeded so  far,  it  shows  the  want  of  bona 
fides  of  his  whole  proceedings  when  he 
refuses  to  ask  the  House  to  take  tho 
steps  which  his  Motion  naturally  points 
to.    Now,  I  think  I  am  entitled  to  ask 
the  hon.  Member  to  proceed  with  this 
matter.     If  he  does  not,  he  will  show 
that  this  Motion  has  been  brought  for- 
ward,  not  for  the  purpose  so  much  of 
vindicating  the  reputation  of  two  or  three 
Members  of  this  House,  as  for  the  par- 
pose  of  attacking  an  absent  individoal 
under  circumstances  which  would  pre- 
vent that  individual  from   having  the 
right  to  reply.     I  think  it  is  almost  the 
first  time  that  a  person  not  a  Member 
of  this  House  has  been  attacked  in  the 
House,  and  has  not  been  aUowed  the 
opportunity  of  reply,  and  yet  that  is 
precisely  what  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
County  Galway  thinks  fit  to  do.    It  is 
evident,  from  the  conduct  of  the  Trea- 
sury Bench,  that  the  importance  thej 
attach  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem* 
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ber  for  Ghdway  was  not  so  muoli  from 
his  assumed  desire  to  vindicate  the  cha- 
racter of  Members  of  this  House,  but 
that  they  might,  by  a  one-sided  blow, 
attack  the  Insh  Land  League.  They 
have  shown  the  importance  they  attach 
to  the  organization  and  Mr.  Egan,  its 
treasurer,  by  endeayouring  to  connect 
his  action  in  writing  that  letter  with  the 
Irish  Land  League,  of  which  he  is  the 
acknowledged  treasurer.  I  will  only  say 
for  myself  that  Mr.  Egan  wrote  that 
letter  without  any  previous  consultation 
with  me,  and,  so  far  as  I  know,  without 
any  previous  consultation  with  any  of 
the  members  of  the  Executive  of  the 
Irish  Land  League.  I  do  not  say  this 
in  order  to  admit  that  the  letter  was  so 
heinous  in  its  terms,  or  to  judge  the 
letter  in  any  way,  but  merely  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  which  I  am  entitled  to  state, 
as  the  Land  Leaeue  has  been  assailed, 
when  we  are  told  that  this  letter,  being 
written  by  Mr.  Eg^  from  Pcuris,  is  ne- 
cessarily the  action  of  the  Land  League. 
The  first  intimation  I  received  of  this 
letter  was  in  seeing  it  in  7%e  FreemanU 
Jommaly  and  there  is  not  the  slightest 
foundation  for  connecting  this  letter 
with  the  Irish  Land  League.  I  do  not 
propose  to  criticize  the  letter,  nor  ex- 
press any  opinion  on  it  in  the  slightest 
degree.  I  say  I  may  have  wished  that 
the  letter  had  not  been  written,  or  I  may 
not  have  wished  that  it  had  not  been 
written.  But  I  do  not  propose  here  to 
go  into  a  question  which  is  a  question 
between  Irishmen,  and  not  a  question 
between  Englishmen.  I  believe  we  shall 
always  be  able  to  settie  our  own  dis- 
putes amongst  ourselves ;  and  I  regret 
to  see  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  occu- 
pying, for  the  first  time  in  this  House, 
what  I  conceive  to  be  a  humiliating 
position  when  he  is  appealing  to  the 
protection  of  Englishmen  against  his 
orother  Irishmen.  The  tone  of  the 
n>eech  of  the  hon.  Member  delivered  on 
that  occasion  gave  me  very  g^eat  pain, 
because  I  cannot  help  feeling  that  in  the 

action  which  he  took 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  wish  to  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  question 
lately  debated  has  been  concluded.  He 
has  now  risen  in  his  place,  and  said  he 
will  conclude  with  a  Motion ;  but  he  is 
not  entitied  to  allude  to  what  has  al- 
ready taken  place  in  the  Houno  on  a 
former  debate.  I  must  call  upon  him 
to  lelrain  f^m  doing  so.  • 


I  Mr,  PARNELL  :  I  will  not  refer  to 
the  debate  which  has  just  concluded  ; 
but  I  will  point  out  that  by  the  course 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  the  County 
of  Galway  has  taken  in  refusing  to  pro- 
ceed with  this  matter  to  its  legitimate 
conclusion,  we  are  deprived  of  the  only 
opportunity  that  could  be  afforded  us  to 
answer  the  untruthful  and  unfounded 
allegations  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary.  [*'  Order !  "]  The 
hon.  Gentieman  concluded  by  moving 
the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN :  I  rise  to 
make  one  observation. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  If  the  hon.  Member 
applied  the  term  ** untruthful"  to  any 
Member  of  this  House,  I  must  call  upon 
him  to  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  PARNELL  raised  his  hat. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  must  call  upon 
the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw,  without 
hesitation,  the  expression  which  he  has 
used. 

Mr.  PARNELL :  I  took  off  my  hat 
to  signify  that  I  withdrew  it. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN :  I  merely. 
Sir,  rose  to  make  one  statement.  I 
heard  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  durine 
the  whole  of  his  long  speech,  and  he  did 
not  in  any  sentence  throw  himself  upon 
the  protection  of  Englishmen. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  has  committed  the 
irregular  act  of  addressing  the  House 
without  concluding  with  a  Motion.  [Mr. 
Parnell  was  understood  to  intimate 
that  he  had  moved  a  Resolution.]  I 
will  now  call  upon  the  Clerk  to  reaa  the 
Orders  of  the  Day. 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  he 
had  distinctly  heard  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
also  distinctly  heard  the  Motion  made, 
and  so  did  hon.  Members  near  who  were 
not  of  the  Irish  Party. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Speaker  whe- 
ther, it  having  been  signified  to  him  that 
the  Motion  was  made,  it  should  not  now 
be  put  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  have  called  upon 
the  Clerk  to  read  the  Orders  of  the 
Day. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  was  bound 
to  say,  though  he  had  no  sympathy  with 
the  hon.  Meinbor  for  the  City  of  Cork, 
that  he  distinctly  heard  him  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House, 
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Mb.  SPEAKEE  ;  If  that  be  so,  with 
the  indulgence  of  the  House,  I  must  re- 
call the  instructions  I  have  given  to  the 
Clerk,  and  put  the  following  Question : 
— *'  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr,  Parnell) 

Mb,  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  House  should  look  for 
guidance  to  its  Leaders.  The  position 
which  the  House  had  taken  up  was,  it 
seemed  to  him,  a  difficult  one.  for  it  left 
the  person  inculpated  by  the  Motion  no 
opportunity  of  explaining  or  vindicating 
his  conduct. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  have  ah-eady  stated 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
that  he  was  not  at  liberty  to  debate  a 
matter  which  had  been  already  decided 
by  the  House,  and  I  must  make  the  same 
oDservation  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  Irish  Members 
had  received  some  impressions  from  the 
debate  which  would  not  be  lost  upon 
them.  They  had  often,  full  of  a  burn- 
ing sense  of  the  brutal  and  ruffianly  ar- 
rest«  under  the  Coercion  Act,  come  down 
to  that  House  determined  to  have  these 
things  debated;  but  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  had  de- 
clined to  be  any  party  to  the  proceed- 
ing, on  the  g^und  that  it  would  ob- 
struct the  Business  of  the  Government. 
But  what  had  they  seen  that  night? 
When  an  hon.  Member  opposite  rose  to 
make  an  attack  upon  Irish  Members, 
the  Prime  Minister  not  only  had  no  word 
of  censure  for  him,  although  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill  was  upon  the  Paper 
for  discussion,  but  gave  him  a  patient 
and  sympathetic  hearing.  He  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork, 
when  next  the  Irish  Members  had  griev- 
ances to  ventilate,  would  remember  how 
the  Prime  Minister  countenanced  at- 
tempts to  bring  Irish  affairs  into  disre- 
pute, and  would  avail  himself  of  his 
right  to  move  the  adjournment  when- 
ever it  suited  him. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
should  support  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, because  it  seemed  to  him  the 
House  was  placed  in  an  imprecedented 
position,  being  asked  to  pass  by  with- 
out further  notice  a  matter  which  it  had 
expressly  declared  to  be  a  Breach  of 
Privilege. 


Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Mr.  Speaker.  <m 

former  occasions  attempts    nave  been 
made  to  prosecute  Breaches  of  Privilege, 
whidi  attempts  have  subsequently  been 
found  likely  to  lead  to  inoonvefiiimoe ; 
and   the    House    has,    on  the  whole, 
thought  it  prudent  to  retrace  its  sI^m. 
I  apprehena  we  are  perfectly  free — ib- 
deea,  we  have  it  on  your  authonty — to 
act  at  this  present  moment  aooording  to 
prudence.    We  bad  to  pass  an  optnioii 
on  a  document.     We  have  not  entered 
on  the  question  of  the  excuses  the  writer 
of  that  document  may  have  to  prodooo. 
The  writer  has  the  option,  if  he  thinks 
fit,  of  vindicating  himself  before  the 
public.    We  were  entitled  to  pasa  ea 
opinion  on  the  document  before  oa.    It 
cannot  be  surprising  that  I,  who  urged 
upon    the    hon.    li&mber   for  Galwaj 
County  not  to  proceed  with  the  Motioa 
which  he  desired  to  withdraw,  but  wee 
prevented  from  withdrawing,  should  re- 
spectfully recommend  to  the  Home  that 
we  should  not  proceed  any  further,  ae 
we  distinctly  understand  that  there  is  no 
technical  and  formal  obligation,  and  oer* 
tainly  no  moral  obligation  whatever  to 
that  effect.   The  hon.  Member  for  Wez* 
ford  (Mr.  Healy)  says  that  I,  who  em 
continually  urging  the  necessity  of  pro- 
ceeding with  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Bill,  gave,  not  onl^  a  patient  and  oere- 
f  ul,  but  svmpathetio  hearing  to  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  non.  Member  for  Oalwej. 
Now,  I  am  bound  to  say  I  did  not  give 
it  a  sympathetic  hecuring  at  alL    After  I 
heard  the  discussion  upon  it,  I  thonght 
matter  of  great  importance  was  raised 
in  that  discussion  which  I  was  oompeUed 
to  notice ;  but  I  must  own  that  the  feel- 
ing with  which  I  heard  my  hon.  Friend 
rise  to  make  this  Motion  was  the  feeling 
which  in  my  mind  is  invariable  when  I 
see  that  some  of  the  few  preoious  houvs 
that  we  have  at  our  disposal  are  about 
to  be  wasted,  and  that  1  regretted  the 
subject  was  ever  introduced. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oalway  would  eo- 
oept  the  rebuke  which  the  Prime  Minister 
had  just  given  him  for  having  caused  the 
waste  of  two  hours  and  a-nalf  whiefa 
might  have  been  devoted  to  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill.  He  wished  now  to 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  to 
state  what  opportunity  he  proposed  to 
give  the  Irish  Members  of  discuasing 
&e  Vote  of  Censure  upon  Miniaten 
which  they  had  plaoed  upon  the  Jooaali 
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of  the  House,  and  the  10,000  or  16,000 
impending  eyictions,  which  were  a  far 
more  serious  matter  than  the  dispute 
between  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  and 
Mr.  Egan.  Would  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman give  such  an  opportunity  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  no  sign,  and 
it  was  now  his  duty  to  tell  him  that  the 
Irish  Members  would  make  the  oppor- 
tunity they  desired.  As  for  the  siibject 
of  that  evening's  debate,  the  Irish  people 
would  form  their  own  estimate  of  a  Go- 
▼emment  which,  under  coyer  of  a  de- 
fence of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  per- 
mitted a  most  dangerous  attack  to  be 
made  upon  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
and  the  Land  League.  The  Home  Se- 
cretary, in  particular,  seemed  to  take 
pleasure  in  baiting  the  hon.  Member  for 
Uork,  so  as  to  make  him  use  expressions 
which  might  be  turned  against  him.  It 
was  most  unfair  to  take  advantage  of  a 
personal  quarrel  between  individuals  to 
Tilify  the  Land  League.  Why,  it  might 
be  asked,  did  not  hon.  Members  con- 
nected with  the  Land  League  join  in 
that  discussion?  The  reason  was  that 
they  did  not  wish  to  wash  dirty  linen  in 
public,  and  that  they  were  aware  nothing 
could  be  more  gratifying  to  the  House 
than  the  ignoble  spectacle  of  Irishmen 
quarrellingamongtnemselves.  Hewould 
recommend  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal- 
way,  who  was  so  solicitous  of  the  honour 
of  Irish  Members,  to  go  to  Galway  and 
hear  what  his  constituents  had  to  say 
to  him  instead  of  setting  such  store 
upon  the  opinion  of  a  prejudiced  English 
House  of  Commons.  With  regard  to 
this  letter,  the  form  of  it  was  very  in- 
elegant, nor  was  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mayo  much  better. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  adverting  to  a  debate  which  is  con- 
cluded.    He  is  not  at  Uberty  to  do  that. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  I  was  not 
adverting  to  that,  but  to  a  letter  which 
I  wish  to  bring  before  this  House.  The 
hon.  Member  has  used  the  expression 
"these  white-livered  filibusters  of  the 
tongue  have  no  fight  in  them.'' 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER:  Hear, 
hear! 

Mn.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR:  The  hon. 
Member  approves  of  that  language.  Ho 
may  be  a  high  judge  of  literary  style ; 
but  if,  having  used  that  language,  ho 
comes  here  in  formd  pauperis 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER :  That  is 
not  true.    I  deny  it.    Tou  heard  the 


opening  sentence  of  my  speech  in  which 
I  disclaimed  any  appeal  to  the  House. 

Mr.  CALLAN:  The  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  has  applied  the  expression 
**  That  IS  not  true  '*  to  what  was  said  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Galway,  and  I 
rise  to  call  your  attention  to  that  obser- 
vation. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  I  imderstand  that  the 
words  ** That  is  not  true"  are  not  un- 
usual, and  I  can  bear  testimony  to  your 
having  already  permitted  that  expression 
to  be  used.  It  is  not  two  months  ago 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  used  it. 

Mr.  speaker  :  These  interruptions 
on  points  of  Order  are  very  often  them- 
selves disorderly.  If  I  had  heard  any 
such  expression  coming  from  the  lips  of 
the  hon.  Member  when  he  was  address- 
ing the  House  I  should  have  inter- 
posed. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  the  words  were 
not  used  by  the  hon.  Member  who  was 
addressing  the  House,  but  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo,  and  were  heard  by 
a  number  of  hon.  Members  sitting  near. 

Mr.  speaker  :  If  anv  hon.  Mem- 
ber  made  an  observation  of  that  kind  it 
was  a  very  disorderly  proceeding. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O^CONNOR  said,  the  hon. 
Member  had  asked  him  distinctly  to  state 
the  truth,  and  that  he  most  certainly 
intended  to  do.  The  hon.  Member  had 
been  accused,  he  would  not  say  where, 
of  a  broach  of  Party  loyalty,  and  the 
hon.  Member  had  been  guilty  of  want 
of  Party  loyalty,  because  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  no  right  to  go  into  a  Party  and 
not  abide  by  me  decision  of  the  majority 
of  the  Party.  Attempts  had  been  made 
to  damage  the  Land  League  through 
the  quarrel  between  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  and  Mr.  Patrick  Egan.  That 
matter,  however,  had  nothiug  to  do  with 
the  Land  League.  He  had  watched  with 
g^eat  interest  the  proceedings  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary,  because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  a  master  of  Party  tactics,  and  he 
oould  have  told  exactly  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  said. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  was  alluding  to  a  former  debate,  and 
he  must  caution  him  that  he  was  out  of 
Order. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  apologized, 
and  said,  it  was  not  easy  to  keep  within 
the  four  comers  of  a  Motion  for  the  ad- 
journment of  a  debate  when  he  wante4 
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Mr.  H.  E.  BBAND  said,  the  hon. 
Member  had  not  exactly  understood  his 
Amendment,  which  limited  the  right  of 
free  sale  to  the  present  tenants  and  their 
descendants,  so  that  it  should  not  extend 
to  future  tenants  succeeding  them. 

Mr.  QEEGOEY  admitted  that  the 
present  tenant  should  have  the  right  to 
sell;  but  he  wanted  to  ascertain  the 
effect  of  this  on  future  tenants.  In 
fact,  who  were  future  tenants  ?  Were 
they  to  exercise  the  same  rights  which 
were  conferred  by  this  Bill  on  present 
tenants  ?  As  he  understood  the  Bill,  the 

S resent  tenant  had  the  right  to  go  to  the 
'ourt  and  obtain  a  lease  at  a  fixed  rent 
for  15  years,  and  that  the  power  of  sell- 
ing was  conferred  on  his  successors.  Was 
the  Oourt  to  carry  on  the  title  to  his 
successors  ?  If  that  were  so,  he  appre- 
hended that  the  Bill  gave  perpetuity  of 
tenure.  Did  the  Government  mean  to 
confer  this  ?  Because,  if  thev  did,  that 
perpetuity  of  tenure  would  be  at  once 
stopped  by  the  Amendment.  Before  the 
Committee  proceeded  further,  he  thought 
this  point  should  receive  a  satisfactory 
explanation. 

Major  O'BEIENE  said,  he  was  con- 
nected with  several  properties  where  the 
right  of  sale  existed,  and  it  had  been 
found  to  be  thorouehlv  beneficial,  both 
to  the  landlords  and  tne  tenants,  when- 
ever it  had  been  exercised.  As  to  the 
objection  that  the  farmer  paid  such  a 
high  price  for  his  tenant  right  that  it 
allowed  him  to  realize  no  profit  from 
the  holding,  that  was  a  pure  delusion. 
Seeing  that  free  sale  of  tenant  right  was 
established  by  the  Bill,  he  thought  the 
Government  were  bound  to  buy  up  the 
estates  of  those  persons  who  bought 
them  in  the  Irish  Estates  Courts  since 
1870.  There  was  another  question  upon 
which  he  wished  to  have  an  explanation 
— namely,  with  regard  to  the  statutory 
term  of  1 5  years  for  the  letting  of  land. 
If  a  landlord  put  a  tenant  into  a  farm 
for  a  time,  was  it  compulsory  upon  him 
to  make  the  term  15  years  ?  If  he  could 
not  put  any  tenant  into  a  farm  under 
statutory  conditions  for  less  than  15 
years,  what  would  the  landlord  have  to 
do  who  wished  to  let  his  land  for  three 
or  four  years  only  ?  No  landlord  would 
be  content  to  take  a  tenant  whom  he 
only  wanted  for  a  few  years  if  he  was  to 
be  compelled  to  buy  him  out  afterwards. 
It  would,  therefore,  be  a  ffreat  objection 
to  the  Bill  if  it  were  found  that  no  land- 
lord would  be  allowed  to  let  his  land  for 


less  than  15  years.  A  landlord  ought  to 
be  allowed  to  let  his  land  for  any  period 
that  suited  him,  whether  it  was  three,  six, 
10,  or  15  years.  If  the  Irish  people  had 
the  management  of  their  own  land  to- 
morrow, they  would  not  tolerate  a  restric- 
tion such  as  this,  and  it  would  certainly 
not  be  tolerated  in  any  other  country  in 
Europe.  In  every  country  where  a  pro- 
prietor had  his  own  land  under  his  own 
management,  and  desired  to  lease  it,  he 
only  let  it  for  a  period  which  suited  his 
own  convenience.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  thought  that  that  part  of  the 
Bill  which  required  a  landlord  to  let 
his  land  for  no  less  a  period  than  15 
years  was  unsatisfactoiy,  and  should  be 
amended. 

Mr.  pell  understood  the  questions 
raised  to  be  these.  What  would  happen 
in  the  case  of  a  tenant  possessing  him- 
self of  a  freehold,  and  becoming  the  sole 
possessor  of  the  land  ?  And  what  would 
nappen  where  the  landlord  had  possessed 
himself  of  the  right  of  occupation,  and 
had  all  the  interest  of  the  farm  ?  He 
understood  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  wished  to  obtain  an 
answer  from  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  upon  these  points.  He  (Mr.  Pell) 
wished  to  know  if  it  would  be  possible, 
in  the  event  of  the  landlord  leasing  land, 
after  having  become  possessed  of  the 
tenant  right — in  such  a  case  as  the  case 
of  pastoral  land  turned  into  arable  land, 
and  in  the  event  of  the  landlord  wishing 
to  put  in  a  new  tenant,  and  the  new 
tenant  going  out  in  the  course  of  a  few 
years — would  it  be  possible  to  make  any 
demand  upon  the  landlord  for  the  rights 
of  the  tenant  on  giving  up  the  farm  f  In 

Eoint  of  fact,  what  would  such  a  tenant 
ave  to  sell  ?  What  he  wished  to  eet  at 
was  this.  Of  course,  the  tenant  womd  be 
compensated  for  any  improvements  he 
had  nimself  made,  however  short  a  time 
he  might  have  been  upon  the  holding  ; 
but  would  he  be  entitled  to  compensa- 
tion for  disturbance  in  respect  of  having 
been  the  tenant  of  the  land  for  a  period 
of,  say,  one  or  two  years  ?  How  would 
he  differ,  or  in  what  different  position 
would  he  be,  from  the  tenant  who  had 
bought  the  right  of  occupancy  from  the 
tenant  who  preceded  him,  and  had  not 
taken  the  tenancy  direct  from  the  land- 
lord? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
was  glad  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell)  had 
quite  understood  the  Amendment  of  the 
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ton.  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand). 
He  said  that,  because  he  did  not  think 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory),  who  preceded 
hira,  had  quite  seen  the  object  of  the 
Amendment.  The  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment moved  by  his  hon.  Friend  was  to 
ascertain  more  clearly  what  was  to  be 
the  position  of  the  future  tenant — how 
the  future  tenancy  was  to  be  formed 
under  the  Bill.  A  future  tenancy 
might  arise,  as  the  Attorney  Gener£u 
for  Ireland  had  pointed  out,  when  the 
tenant  right  had  been  merged  in  the 
purchase  on  the  part  of  the  landlord; 
or  it  might  arise  immediately  after  the 
passing  of  the  Bill,  in  the  case  of  land 
Itself  at  this  moment  in  the  hands  of  the 
landlord.  There  was  a  third  way  in 
which  it  might  arise  practically  under 
Clause  45,  when  a  tenancy  was  deter- 
mined in  the  manner  mentioned  in  that 
clause.  Now,  he  would  put  aside  for  a 
moment  the  case  of  Clause  45,  because 
that  clause  was  a  most  difficult  and  in- 
tricate one,  and  it  seemed  to  him  that  it 
would  have  to  be  considered,  on  the 
whole,  on  its  own  merits.  It  was  a 
reiy  large  question,  indeed,  as  to  how 
far  it  was  desirable  or  right  that  a  ten- 
ancy should  be  held  to  have  actually, 
altogether,  and  entirely  determined  by 
the  acts  of  the  tenant  there  mentioned. 
This  was  a  concession  which  he  made, 
without  pledging  himself  to  any  private 
opinion,  to  certain  hon.  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House,  whose  views  were 
strong  on  the  side  of  the  tenant.  He 
preferred  at  this  moment,  however,  not ' 
to  take  the  case  of  Clause  45,  but  rather 
to  fall  back  upon  the  two  cases  which  i 
occurred  more  immediately — the  case 
of  land  unlet  at  this  moment ;  and  the 
case  of  such  parts  of  the  landlord's  de- 
mense  as  were  on  his  hands  at  this 
moment,  and  where  the  landlord  had 
exercised  his  right  of  pre-emption  under 
the  Bill.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  wanted  to  ascer- 
tain what  would  be  the  legal  position  of 
the  future  tenant  in  the  other  two  cases 
— that  was  to  say,  whether  he  could  in 
any  sense  be  considered  the  representa- 
tive of  any  goodwill  he  had  purchased, 
or  of  any  improvements  that  might  have 
passed  to  him.  It  was  argued  that  there 
was  no  privity  between  him  and  any 
other  tenant,  and,  therefore,  that  be 
could  have  no  claim  in  respect  of  the 
goodwill  and  improvements.  Then,  how 
oould  it  be  argued  that  he  was  endowed 


with  the  right  of  free  sale,  which,  un- 
doubtedly, had  at  its  root  and  its  origin 
a  connection  between  these  two  circum- 
stances— namely,  improvements  made 
by  the  tenant,  coupled  with  that  tradi- 
ditional  feeling  about  the  occupation  of 
land  which  in  England  was  called  good- 
will, and  in  Ulster  was  known  by  the 
name  of  tenant  right?  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  said  that  in  that 
case  the  landlord  would  charge  an  initial 
rent  up  to  the  full  competition  or  rack 
rent  value  of  the  land;  and,  further,  that 
the  tenant  would  have  nothing  what- 
ever to  sell.  His  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice's)  own  impression  was,  that  if 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  and  the 
future  tenant  could  be  closeted  together 
now,  and  the  imaginary  future  tenant 
were  told  this,  he  would  be  very  much 
astonished  and  would  strongly  demur 
to  the  position  taken  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland.  But  that  was  not 
all.  The  right  hon.  and  learued  Gentle- 
man went  on  to  arg^e  that  if,  in  the  exer- 
cise of  his  right,  the  tenant  executed 
improvements  which  he  would  have  the 
right  to  sell ;  and  then  he  said — ^by  im- 
plication, although  not  in  actual  words — 
that  the  goodwill  or  tenant  right  which 
existed  in  the  present  tenant  would, 
with  the  fluxion  of  time,  revive  in  the 
future  tenant,  and  that  that  interest  of 
the  future  tenant  would  be  inadequately 
protected  by  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance under  the  Land  Act  of  1870.  He 
assumed  that  the  argument  of  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  was  good; 
but  he  wished  to  point  out  that  it  took 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  a 
g^eat  deal  farther,  because  if  it  was 
good  that  the  whole  of  the  tenant  right 
would  be  actually  revived  in  the  future 
tenant,  then  in  that  case  he  was  bound 
to  g^ve  to  the  landlord  that  protection 
of  the  intervention  of  the  Court  which 
the  House  had  been  expressly  told  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
on  a  previous  occasion  was  the  protection 
of  the  landlord  against  the  tenant  right 
eating  out  the  rent.  There  would  be 
tenant  right  forming  and  Rowing,  and 
therefore  they  were  bound  to  give  the 
landlord  protection  against  that  tenant 
right  g^raaually  eating  out  his  rent. 
Consequently,  if  the  argument  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  was  good, 
it  was  gfood  for  a  gpreat  deal  more  than 
the  riffbt  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  willing  to  grant.  It  was  an  argu- 
ment, not  agam«t  the  Amendment  of 
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the  hon.  Member  for  Strond,  but  in 
favour  of  including  future  tenancies  in 
Clause  7  of  the  BiU.  In  the  debate  on 
the  second  reading,  he  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurioe)  had  pointed  out  that  the 
Government  were  caught  between  two 
stools.  The  conclusions  arrived  at  by 
Lord  Bessborough's  Commission  were 
perfectly  logical.  They  were  in  favour 
of  extending  the  protection  of  the  Court, 
and  giving  free  sale  and  fixity  of  tenure 
to  future  tenancies.  The  Report  of  the 
0*Conor  Don  was  also  coherent  and 
logical,  when  he  said  that  it  was  only 
fair  the  present  tenant  should  have  his 
rights  protected.  But  the  O'Conor  Don 
argued  that  the  future  tenant  was  not 
in  the  same  position,  and  therefore  he 
put  the  future  tenant  on  one  side  of 
the  line  and  the  present  tenant  on 
the  other.  But  the  G-ovemment  did 
neither  the  one  thing  nor  the  other. 
They  had  invented  a  class  of  future  ten- 
ants, and  had  given  them  some  of  the 
privileges  of  the  Bill  but  not  all,  and 
had  placed  the  landlord  in  reality  in  a 
worse  position  as  against  the  future  ten- 
ants tnan  in  regard  to  present  tenants. 
He  was  aware  that  in  one  sense  these 
arguments,  whether  on  one  side  or  the 
other,  were  not  of  very  great  importance, 
because  the  number  of  future  tenants, 
for  a  considerable  time,  would  be  very 
small.  He  was  perfectly  convinced,  for 
the  reasons  he  had  given  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  that  it  would  be  a 
very  long  time  indeed  before  there  were 
future  tenants.  They  would  probably 
have  to  pass  several  more  Land  Bills ; 
and,  no  doubt,  this  question  would  be 
swallowed  up  in  the  general  vortex  of 
the  Land  Question.  But  he  was  dis- 
cussing the  BUI  in  the  presumption  that 
it  was  ffoing  to  be  a  permanent  settle- 
ment of  the  question ;  and,  in  that  Ught, 
he  must  say  that  he  thought  the  argu- 
ments of  his  hon.  Friend  had  not  been 
adequately  analyzed,  and  that  the  pre- 
sent Bill  either  went  too  far  or  not  far 
enough. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  was  sorry  to  find 
such  an  Amendment  coming  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  He  could  un- 
derstand it  if  it  came  from  that  (the 
Opposition)  side,  because  he  thought  if 
t  were  passed  it  would  be  fatal  to  the 
Bill.  If  they  were  to  allow  this  power 
to  be  only  ffiven  to  the  present  tenant, 
as  proposed  by  the  Amendment,  it  would 
destroy  all  the  benefit  which  the  people 
of  Ireland  expected  to  get  in  Uie  future 
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from  this  legislation.  The  Amendment 
said  quite  plainly  that  the  Bill  should 
apply  only  to  present  tenancies ;  whereas, 
as  he  understood  the  Bill,  it  was  to  applj 
to  every  tenant.  Consequently,  if  the 
Amendment  were  accepted,  it  would  de* 
stroy  the  usefulness  of  the  Bill  in  one 
of  its  main  principles  ;  and  all  the  Qo^ 
vernment  could  say  imder  the  circum- 
stances was — "Save  me  from  my  friends!** 
He  was  somewhat  astonished  to  find 
that  the  Amendment  which  most  vitally 
affected  the  principles  of  the  Bill  came 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House.  Thoee 
who  were  in  earnest  in  wishing  to  settle 
the  Land  Question  would,  undoubtedly, 
oppose  the  Amendment,  and  support 
the  Bill. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  thought 
it  desirable  that  the  House  should  be  per- 
fectly clear  as  to  what  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  was.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  without  this  Amendment  the  1st 
clause  of  the  Bill  would  apply  to  pre* 
sent  and  future  tenants.  The  object  of 
the  Amendment,  therefore,  was  to  strike 
out  from  the  1st  clause  the  Proviso  as  to 
future  tenancies,  and  to  restrict  it  to  pre- 
sent tenancies.  Now,  the  questions  that 
were  asked  in  reference  to  this  propoeal 
were  these.  "  Suppose,"  said  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  and  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Calne  (Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurice) — "  suppose  land 
is  in  the  landowners'  hands '' — for  that 
was  the  way  it  was  understood  in  Ire- 
land— **  suppose  land  is  in  hand,  either 
through  not  having  been  let  by  the 
owner,  or  by  the  owner  having  pur- 
chased from  the  tenant  the  intereet  of 
the  tenant  in  that  land.  What  is  the 
position  of  that  owner  letting  such  land 
after  this  Bill  passes  and  so  creating  a 
future  tenancy;  and  what  is  the  posi- 
tion of  the  future  tenant  ? "  Tnere 
was  an  old  proverb,  which  he  believed 
to  be  a  correct  one,  and  one  that  pre- 
vailed pretty  much  throughout  the  trans- 
actions of  life — namely,  that  "  the  proof 
of  the  pudding  was  in  the  eating." 
Accordingly,  these  questions  might  be 
solved  by  reference  to  facts.  He  would 
take  a  case,  which  was  not  an  imaginery 
one,  but  one  that  really  existed ;  because 
he  thought  that  hypothetical  cases  and 
imaeinery  arguments  did  not  tend  very 
much  to  advance  the  practical  question. 
He  would  take  as  an  illustration  the  case 
in  Ulster  of  a  landlord  who  had  bought 
up  the  interest  of  his  tenant,  and  thoa 
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had  the  land  in  hand  to  let..  He  found 
in  theeTidence  taken  by  the  Bessboroueh 
Commission,  at  Question  4,461,  in  the 
evidence  of  a  gentleman  named  Mcllroy, 
an  auctioneer  largely  connected  with 
land  transactions  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land, a  statement  made  as  to  what  would 
be^  the  effect  there  in  such  a  state  of 
things — 

**  Do  you  mean  to  say,"  asked  Mr.  Kavanagh, 
^thfet  if  the  fbe  simple  and  the  tenant  right 
were  put  up  together,  that  the  price  obtained 
would  give  64  years*  purchase  for  the  two  P  " 

The  answer  was — 

"  The  question  is  a  peculiar  one,  because  the 
two  interests  are  never  put  up  together." 

In  answer  to  Question  4,462,  he  says — 

**  1  remember  one  case,  but  it  is  not  exactly 
parallel.  The  landlord  had  bought  the  tenant 
right  of  a  farm.  I  sold  the  tenant  right  of 
Xtokt  farm  on  behalf  of  that  landlord,  and  I 
•old  it  at  a  rery  high  rate  of  purchase — I  be- 
HeTe  20  or  24  years'  purchase.  He  had  the 
fee  simple  remaining  still,  and  it  would  have 
brought  its  own  price ;  the  tenant  right  brought 
its  own  price,  and  if  the  fee  simple  had  been 
•old  it  would  have  brought  its  own  price  too." 

Therefore,  in  a  case  where  the  landlord 
bought  up  the  tenant  right,  and  kept 
the  land  '*  in  hand,"  he  could,  after  tlus 
Bill  passed,  adopt  one  of  two  courses. 
Haying  the  land  discharged  of  all  obli- 
gations to  any  tenant,  he  could,  as  to  a 
future  tenant,  put  a  full  rent  upon  it ; 
or,  if  he  preferred  it — and  he  probably 
would — he  could  take  a  fine,  or  what  is 
rirtually  the  same  thing,  sell  the  tenant 
right  to  the  incoming  tenant,  and  keep 
the  rent  of  hie  farm  on  a  level  with  the 
rents  in  the  district.  He  could  do  exactly 
what  the  landlord  did  in  the  case  Mr. 
Mcllroy  spoke  of,  and  take  a  fine  from 
the  tenant  equivalent  to  the  tenant  right 
he  had  paid  for,  and  let  the  land  at  a 
low  rent.  It  amounted  to  precisely  the 
aame  thing.  Such,  then,  would  be  the 
position  and  power  of  a  landlord,  who, 
after  this  Bill  passed,  let  land  in  his 
own  hands  to  a  future  tenant.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Stroud  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Oalne  then  said — 
'*  Suppose  the  tenant  was  to  leave  the 
farm  next  vear,  is  he  still  to  have  the 
right  to  sell?"  Certainly  he  was  ;  and 
over  and  above  this  fine,  if  he  had  paid 
one,  if  he  had  made  any  improvements 
in  the  farm,  and  had  done  his  best  to 
improve  the  condition  of  it — his  right 
of  oooupanoy,  his  goodwill  in  his  hold- 
ing, would  have  a  saleable  value  more  or 
laM.    He  might  repeat  one  observation 


which  had  already  been  made,  that  the 
last  thing  in  the  world  an  Irish  tenant 
would  do  was  to  leave  his  farm  as  long 
as  he  could  hold  by  it,  and,  so  far  from 
taking  a  farm  and  desiring  to  sell  it  the 
next  day,  he  wotdd  be  far  more  likely  to 
look  out  for  additional  land ;  but  if  he 
did  want  to  sell,  he  had  a  saleable  good- 
will commanding  a  money  value.  The 
more  a  farm  was  capable  of  improve- 
ment, the  greater  the  value  to  which  the 
tenant's  goodwill  or  tenant  right  might 
be  increased,  so  that  the  tenant  who 
bought  the  goodwill  of  a  farm  had  a 
direct  interest  in  increasing  its  value, 
and  bought  with  that  object.  He  had 
already  referred  to  a  case  which  oc- 
curred in  the  North  of  Ireland;  he 
would  now  mention  one  which'  occurred 
not  far  from  his  own  home  in  the  Pro- 
vince of  Munster,  where  it  was  said, 
but  said  inaccurately,  that  no  tenant 
right,  and  nothing  equivalent  to  tenant 
right,  existed.  In  Munster,  just  as  in 
every  other  part  of  Ireland,  the  tenant 
on  taking  a  farm  took  the  power  of  im- 

E roving  it  and  increasing  the  value  of 
is  occupation  right  in  it;  and  if  he 
remained  there  one  year  or  100  years  it 
was  only  a  question  of  degree  wnat  was 
the  value  of  his  right  of  occupation  in 
the  goodwill  of  his  farm,  and  that  de- 
pended on  its  condition  and  the  im- 
provements he  effected  upon  it.  In 
the  Barony  of  Duhallow  there  was  a 
farm  the  valuation  of  which  was  £54 
a-year.  Hon.  Members  would  be  aware 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, Griffith's  valuation  might  be 
taken  all  round  at  33  per  cent  below  the 
fair  letting  value  of^a  farm.  [*'No, 
no !  "]  Anhon.  Member  said  **No,  no! " 
and  he  took  it  for  granted  that  he  had 
not  read  the  Evidence  of  Mr.  Ball 
Qreene,  the  Commissioner  of  Valuation. 
He  (the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland) 
had  read  that  Evidence,  and  he  would 
rather  trust  to  the  Commissioner,  who 
was  a  gentleman  of  experience,  than 
to  the  denial  of  the  hon.  Member. 
This  farm,  valued  at  £64,  was  let  at 
£80,  which  was  a  fair  and  reason- 
able letting  rent.  The  proprietor  was 
satisfied  with  it,  and  the  trustees  who 
succeeded  to  the  management  of  the 
estate,  after  the  death  of  the  proprietor, 
were  also  satisfied  with  it.  Yet  could 
the  Committee  imagine  for  a  moment 
what  the  interest  was  which  the  tenant 
had  made  in  that  farm  ?  The  man  who 
held  it  0old  hit  interest  in  it  for  £600. 
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They  would  find  the  case  mentioned  in  ber  for  Stroud  and  the  noble  Lord  tha 

the  evidence  of  Mr.  Jeremiah  Hegartj,  Member  for  Galne  was,  what  would  b« 

at  page  531  of  the  Eeport  of  the  Bich-  the  position  of  a  tenant  under  Section 

mond  Commission.     He  was  asked —  45  of  the  Bill  ?    He  would  be  a  "  faturo 

**  What  did  you  give  the  £500  for  ?— For  the  tenant."     A  present  tenancy  might  be 

interest  in  the  land ;  for  the  'goodwill  of  the  determined   and   turned   into   a   future 

outgoing  tenant.    I  suppose  when  you  gave  tenancy,  but  it  mixrht  continue.    There 

fTJZ.  *^^kT«*^°:;!^U°"  """  '"^-   were  instances,  heleUeved,  particnkrl, 

in  the  county  of  Gloucester,  of  farms 
being  occupied  by  the  same  family  for 


ing  what  was  worth  the  money  P 
The  answer  was — 


T."L^i^H^  iT""  ^  *''  ^**  ^^:^.  ^^^,  ^   800  or  400  years  without  any  lease  at 

should  like  to  know  how  you  made  the  calcula-      „  .  j^«"o   w*yuv«v  ^j  a<7»«<»« 

tion  ?  —  I  made  the  calculation  that  the  land  ,  ^^  —  merely  yearly  tenanaee.  Why 
was  capable  of  being  vastly  improved ;  I  made  should  not  the  same  thing  exist  in  Ire- 
a  calculation  of  what  it  wouddbe  able  to  produce  I  land  ?  A  **  present  tenancy,"  no  matter 
when  I  bought  it,  and  what  the  interest  upon  jn^  whose  hands  the  tenancy  went,  ao 


ipon 
the  money  would  be  in  its  present  condition, 
and  in  an  improved  condition,  after  the  expen- 
diture of  a  considerable  sum  of  money.  There 
were  no  buildings  upon  it  when  I  took  it,  and 
I  oxpended  £500  or  £600  on  buildings.  If 
you  were  able  to  expend  all  that  amount  of 
money — £500  in  purchasing  the  farm,  and  £500 
or  £600  on  buildings — was  not  the  rent  of  £80 
a-year  a  low  rent  F — It  was  a  fair  tenantable 
rent.    The  valuation  was  only  £54." 

The  Committee  had  there  pretty  good 
OTidence  as  to  what  a  tenant  in  Munster 
coming  in  and  buying  the  goodwill  in  a 
farm  could  do.  He  could  make  a  farm 
worth  only  £80  a-year  rent  worth  his 
while  to  pay  £500  for  the  tenant  right 
of  it,  and  to  spend  £600  in  improving  it — 
making  about  £1, 100  in  all.  Of  course, 
the  tenant  made  the  property  more 
valuable  for  everyone  interested  in  it ; 
and  what  reason  could  there  be  for  not 
selling  the  goodwill  of  a  farm  to  a  man 
who  would  make  it  fructify  for  the  bene- 
fit both  of  himself  and  of  the  landlord  ? 
[Colonel  Makins  :  What  was  the  acre- 
age ?]  He  apprehended  that  was  wholly 
beside  the  question  ;  the  value  of  a  thing 
was  what  it  would  bring.  It  was  per- 
fectly immaterial  what  the  acreage  was. 
The  question  was,  what  was  its  value  ? 
Perhaps  some  hon.  Members  were  not 
aware  that  there  were  mountains  in  Ire- 
land which  would  not  bring  2d,  an  acre 
as  rent,  and  yet  might  be,  and  had 
been,  made  good  land  by  tenants'  labour 
and  expenditure.    It  was  not  a  question 


long  as  it  existed,  and  was  continued  by 
transmission,  was,  and  it  would  have,  iU 
the  advantages  of  a  present  tenancy. 
The  future  tenants  would  be  persons  who, 
if  the  present  tenancy  was  broken,  would 
come  in,  and  their  condition  would  be 
similar  to  such  cases  as  he  had  already 
mentioned  of  farms  held  "  in  hand."  A 
future  tenant,  roughly  speaking  in  a 
word,  would  have  au  the  advantages  and 
privileges  of  the  present  tenant,  with 
the  sole  exception,  as  the  Bill  now  stood, 
that  he  could  not  go  to  the  Court  to  ^ 
a  fair  rent  fixed  under  the  7th  Section 
of  the  Bill.  He  believed  he  had  now 
fairly  answered  all  the  questions  that 
had  been  put. 
Mb.  PLUNKET  said,   he  was  dis- 

Eosed  to  support  the  Amendment.  The 
on.  Member  (Mr.  Brand)  proposed  to 
exclude  future  tenancies  from  the  ope- 
ration of  the  clause,  and  for  very  good 
reasons.  As  he  (Mr.  Plunket)  imder- 
stood  the  effect  of  the  clause,  it  would 
be  almost  impossible  for  any  landlord 
to  get  quit  of  the  saleable  tenant's  in- 
terest in  his  property.  Of  course,  to 
hon.  O-entleman  who  were  in  favour  of 
enforcing  the  landlords  of  Ireland  to 
keep  land  in  their  own  hands,  or  to  part 
with  it  altogether,  or  to  take  upon  their 
property  tenants  who  would  always  be 
able  to  sell  their  interest  for  the  best 
price  they  could  get,  the  Amendment 
of  acreage  at  all,  but  a  question  of  i  would  be  a  yeir  bad  one.  They  were 
value.    Well,  then,  when  land  in  the '  only  to  incur  and  encourage  this  peculiar 


owner's  hands  was  let  after  this  Bill  was 
passed  to  a  future  tenant,  what  possible 


provision  of  land  tenure  in  Ireland  under 
great  and  pressing  necessity,   and  for 


objection  could  in  reason  be  made  to  his  i  temporary  purposes.  He  could  foresee 
selling  at  any  time  his  goodwill,  or  i  the  temptation  to  the  landlords  to 
tenant  right,  or  right  of  occupation,  chars^e  as  hieh  rents  as  possible.  Ho 
whatever  you  chose  to  call  it,  and  which  could  not  unaerstand  the  ground  upon 
it  was  the  interest  of  Uie  tenant,  or  of  the  which  the  right  of  free  sale  was  to  be 
purchaser  irom  the  tenant,  dailv  to  make '  extended  to  future  tenandea ;  but  ho 
more  valuable  by  improving  the  farm?  saw  considerable  practical  inconvenience 
The  next  question  put  by  the  hon.  Mem-  j  in  doin^  so. 

The  Solmdfr  General  fer  Ireland 
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Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  well 
the  Committee  should  be  aware  of  the 
importance  the  Government  attached  to 
this  Amendment.     The  Bill  had  been 
introduced  with  the  intention  of  asking 
the  Committee  to  consider  with  care  all 
fair  Amendments,  but  not  to  admit  any 
new  Amendment  which  would  give  the 
measure  a  new  character.      He  could 
not  say  too  explicitly  that  in  their  view 
the  admission  of  the  present  Amendment 
would  give  a  new  character  to  the  Bill. 
They  could  not,  under  any  circumstances, 
be  parties  to  depriving  any  future  tenan- 
cies of  the  right  of  free  sale.     That,  he 
^^gg^d,  might  be  understood  as  clearly 
as  possible,  because  the  Government  con- 
sidered that  if,  on  the  one  hand,  they  de- 
clined to  accept  the  large  mass  of  Amend- 
ments essentially  altering  the  Bill  in  the 
sense  of  extending   and  enlarging  its 
provisions,  they  were,  at  least,  bound  by 
every  consideration  of  honesty  and  prin- 
ciple to  resist  Amendments  which  would 
go  to  narrow  the  Bill,  and  that  was  the 
principle  upon  which  they  meant  to  act. 
There  were  three  great  changes  intro- 
duced into  the  law  by  this  Bill.     One 
waa  that  they  abolished  virtually,  and 
they  would  be  prepared  to  abolish  di- 
rectly, the  limitation  which  the  Land  Act 
imposed  upon  the  right  of  assignment. 
The  right  of  assignment  being  estab- 
lished, that  assignment  was  the  tenant 
right,  which  tenant  right,  being  in  itself 
agreeable  to  the  law  of  land  tenure,  hap- 
pened from  the  circumstances  of  Ireland 
to  bear  in  that  country  a  peculiar  value, 
and  to  wear  a  character  there  of  which 
ft  was  not  usually  possessed — a  character 
of  which  it  was  certainly  not  possessed 
in  this  country.     That  change  was  one 
which,  in  his  belief,  and  in  its  essence, 
bad    been  made   by  the  Land  Bill  of 
1870  had  the  Bill  been  permitted  to  con- 
tinue in  the  shape  in  which  it  was  sent 
from  this  House.     But  it  was  not  per- 
mitted  so   to   continue;    most  unfortu- 
nately, influences  at  work  ** elsewhere" 
forbade  the  tenant  to  ass^ign.  And  he  was 
sorry  to  find  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Calne  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice), 
with  whom  this  was  not  the  first  time 
they  had  been   unable  to  agree  upon 
very  important  matters  in  Ireland,  dis- 
posed to  ridicule  the  Bill  beforehand. 
He  wished  he    had   heard  the    noble 
Lord  lament  the  course  taken  by  the 
House  of  Lords  in   1870,  and  lament 
that  these  limitations  were  imposed,  for 
he  did  not  hesitate  to  express  his  dis- 


,  tinct  opinion  that  if  it  had  not  been  for 
that  most  unfortunate  prohibition  of  the 
right  to  assign,  the  probability  was  that 
nine-tenths  of  the  necessity  under  which 
I  they  now  laid  for  a  new  Land  Bill  for 
'  Ireland  would  not  have  existed.     The 
second   great  change  to  be  introduced 
into  the  law  was  the  provision  of  a  sys- 
'  tem  which  they  hoped  might  be  a  self- 
acting   system    to  check   arbitrary  in- 
^  creases  of  rent — not  to  prevent  increases 
of  rent,  but  to  check  them.     The  third 
great  change  was  the  power  of  appeal 
to   a   Court  for  fixing  a  judicial  rent, 
lie  had  been  very  unfortunate  in  ex- 
plaining himself    on   this  Bill  to  the 
minds  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite ;  but 
he  hoped  he  had  made  it  quite  clear 
that  that  which  was  viewed  by  them  as 
I  exceptional  and   extraordinary  in   the 
Bill  was  the  power  of  going  into  Court. 
I  There  was  not  one  word  in  any  speech 
uttered  from  this  Bench  upon  the  Bill 
that  had  ever  sustained  the  idea  under 
which  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Plunket)  seemed  to  labour 
— namely,  that  the  introduction  of  the 
principle  of  free  tenant  right  was  looked 
upon   by  the  Government    as   an  ex- 
ceptional and  temporary  change  in  the 
Land  Law  of  Ireland.    They  stood  upon 
it  on  its  merits ;  they  maintained  that 
it  had  stood  the  proof  of  experience. 
It  was  shown  by  experience  to  oe  bene- 
ficial to  the  landlord  not  less  than  to 
the  tenant ;  and  they,  holding  that  view, 
could  hardly  be  expected  to  propose  it 
as  a  temporary  measure.     Tney  hoped 
that  as  it  had  worked  in  Ulster — he 
would  not  say  to  exactly  the  same  ex- 
tent, and  if  the  BUI  passed  as  it  now 
stood  it  could  not  reach  the  same  ex- 
tent ;  and  he  meant  by  the  same  extent 
the  exceptional  price  in  certain  cases — 
thev  hoped  that  that  which  had  proved 
so  beneficial  in  Ulster,  and  which  had 
been  attested  in  Ulster  as  to  its  benefit 
to  the  interest  of  the  landlord  by  the 
far  greater  increase  of  rents  in  Ulster 
than  in  any  other  part  of  Ireland — they 
hoped  that  that  principle  which  was  in- 
eradicably  planted  in  Irish  instincts  and 
Irish  traditions  would  exist  and  flourish 
as  a  permanent  part  of  the  Land  Law 
of  Ireland.     Although  he  was  not  pre- 
sent during  the  early  part  of  the  debate, 
he  understood  the  oases  to  be  tried  were 
those  of  the  demesne  lands  and  of  the 
landlords  who  had  bought  up  their  ten- 
ant rights.  Why  were  Uiey  to  trv  a  great 
and  fundamental  part  of  the  Bill  upon 
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cases  thoroughly  exceptional?     There 
"was  not  one  case  in  a  thousand  of  all 
the  holdings  that  were  likely  to  be  in 
Ireland  that  would  fall  under  either  of 
those  categories.     If  his  hon.  Friend 
thought  that  the  case  of  a  landlord  who 
had  bought  up  the  tenant  right  required 
a  special  provision,  let  him  move  such  a 
provision.     It  was  clear  that  if  a  land- 
lord had  bought  up  the  tenant  right  he 
ought  to  have  what  he  had  bought,  and 
there  was  no  doubt  he  would  have  it. 
He   apprehended    there    was*  not    the 
smallest  doubt  he  would  have  it.     The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Plunket)   attempted  to   show  that  the 
landlord  might  be   tempted  to  charge 
the  highest  competition  rent,  and,  in- 
stead of  acknowledging  that  answer  as 
perfect  for  the  purpose  for  which  it  was 
given — namely,  to  show  that  the  land- 
lord's interest  was  secure — turned  round 
and  said  he  would  rack  rent  the  ten- 
ants.     The  answer  to  that  was  that  it 
remained  in  the  hands  of  the  landlord 
to  charge,  if  he  pleased,  the  highest 
competition  rent.     If  he   did  not  like 
to   do    that,    then    let    him    get  from 
the   tenant    whom  he  had   introduced 
the  best  price  he  could  for  the  tenant 
right.     That  was  what  the  Bill  would 
allow  him  to  do,  and  consequently  there 
was  not  the  slightest  semblance  of  inter- 
ference with  the  right  of  the  landlord. 
But  then  it  was  said  it  was  very  wrong 
to  give  the  power  of  sale.    The  landlord 
could  sell  to  the  tenant,  and  the  tenant 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  sell  in  his  turn. 
The  case  of  a  landlord  not  wishing  that 
the  tenant  should  sell  the  tenant  right 
to  a  party  independent  of  him  was  pro- 
vided for,  because  they  had j^iven  the 
landlord  the  pre-emption.      The  land- 
lord, therefore,  was  fenced  round  in  all 
his  rights.      If  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Brand)  wanted  more  protection,  let  him 
propose  something  that  had  reference 
only  to  the  cases  where  the  landlord  had 
purchased  the  tenant  right.     But  now, 
in  the    same    way    in    regard  to  the 
demesne  lands,  let  the  landlord  fix  what- 
ever rent  he  pleased,  and  let  him  put 
on  the  land  whatever  else  it  was  worth 
in  the   shape   of  tenant  right.     These 
were  exceptional  cases;  and  if  there  was 
a  necessity  they  might  deal  with  them 
by  exceptional  provisions ;  but  his  hon. 
Friend  came  down  and  said — '*  No ;  on 
account  of  these  exceptional  cases  I  will 
limit  the  right  to  sell  to  present  ten- 
ancies."   Now,  let  them  oonfiider  what 

Mr.  GladUone 


that  meant.  There  were  600,000  and 
odd  tenant  farmers  in  Ireland  who  would 
be  invested  by  the  law  with  this  right 
to  sell;  but  by  degrees  all  these  ten- 
ancies would  become  future  tenancies. 
The  future  tenancies  would  buy  from 
the  present  tenancies.  ["How?"]  The 
first  tenant  of  the  future  tenancies  would 
have  to  buy  from  the  last  tenant  of  the 
present  tenancies.  [Mr.  H.  H.  Beasd  : 
Under  what  clause  ?j  It  was  under  the 
clause  in  which  the  Amendment  had  been 
moved.  Well,  were  the  future  tenants  to 
purchase  from  the  present  tenants,  and 
then  be  deprived  of  the  right  of  sale  ? 

Mb.  H.  E.  BRAND  said,  that  was 
not  the  object  of  his  Amendment.  He 
shotdd  think  tenancies  purchased  from 
the  present  tenants  were  oontinuationfi 
of  the  present  tenancies. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  future 
tenancies  would  come  in  bj  purchasing 
the  holdings  from  the  present  tenancies, 
and  the  Oonmiittee  were  going  to  give 
the  holders  of  present  tenancies  the 
power  to  sell  the  tenant  right,  and  that 
was  a  thing  which  would  bring  a  price 
in  the  market,  li  anyone  came  into  the 
holdings  as  future  tenants  they  must 
come  in  by  purchase,  and  the  proposal 
now  was  that  they  should  have  no  right 
to  sell.  [Mr.  Bband  :  No.1  His  hon. 
Friend  said  '•  No."  Weil,  then,  let  him 
alter  his  Amendment,  because,  as  it  now 
stood,  it  confined  the  right  of  sale  ex- 
pressly to  the  present  tenancies. 

Mb.  H.  K.  brand  said,  he  appre- 
hended that  all  persons  purchasing  irom 
present  tenants  would  be  present  tenants 
themselves.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  introducinfi^  the  Bill,  said  the  modes 
in  which  land  could  pass  from  a  present 
to  a  future  tenant  were  if  there  be  a 
breach  of  covenant  or  eviction.  The  oc- 
cupier, after  the  land  had  passed  back 
into  the  hands  of  the  landlord,  would 
be  a  future  tenant. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  was 
quite  true,  and  that  was  the  only  way  in 
which  there  could  be  future  tenancies. 
The  sale  of  the  tenant  right  migkt 
be  compulsory,  and  the  suocession  of 
tenants  might  be  broken.  But  the  in- 
coming tenant  would  have  to  pay,  and 
the  Committee  were  now  invited  by  bis 
hon.  Friend  to  say  that  that  man,  bav* 
ing  been  induced  to  buy,  should  not 
be  permitted  to  sell.  The  Govemmeut 
would  rather  break  up  the  Bill  altOf^e- 
ther  than  accept  such  an  Amendment ; 
and,  in  their  opinion,  that  would  bs 
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most  unfortunate.  They  desired  Parlia- .  future  tenancies ;  and  therefore  it  was 
ment  to  enact  what,  in  the  main  and  in  |  necessary  to  have  clearly  defined  the 
ordinary  circumstances,  would  be  a  good  difference  between  future  tenants  ac- 
Land  Bill  for  Ireland,  and  they  were  cording  to  our  ordinary  modes  of  speech, 
convinced  there  could  be  no  good  Land  and  future  tenants  according  to  the  tech- 
Bill  for  Ireland  if  it  be  framed  in  de-  nical  mode  under  this  Bill,  for  it  was 
fiance  of  the  best  usages  of  the  country,  only  to  the  technical  class  of  future 
The  best  usage  of  the  country  was  that  tenants  under  the  definition  clauses  of 
which  had  prevailed  in  Ulster,  where  the  Bill  that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
the  tenant  and  the  landlord  had  flourished  Member  for  Stroud  was  directed.  Pre- 
most.  That  usage,  as  they  now  had  it  ,  sent  tenancies  comprised,  under  the  De- 
reported  to  them  by  their  Commissioners,  '  finition  Clause,  not  only  every  existing 
prevailed  over  all  the  country  in  a  con-  '  tenant,  but  also  every  person  who  might 
Btantly  increasing  degree ;  there  was  no  '  for  generations  occupy  those  tenancies  in 
county  in  which  it  was  not  found,  and  any  form  of  continuity  of  title.  That 
it  was  nothing  but  the  artificial  prohibi-  '  showed  that  the  Amendment  left  un- 
tion  inserted  in  the  Idth  clause  of  the  i  touched,  within  which  he  would  call  the 
Land  Act  which  prevented  it  being  uni-  equity  of  the  Bill,  all  present  tenancies 
Tersal  in  Ireland.  They  desired  that  the  and  all  persons  who  for  generations 
liand  Law  of  Ireland  should  work  har-  might  stand  in  the  shoes  of  the  present 
moniously,  and  it  was  a  fundamental  tenants.  What  class  were  excluded  ? 
principle  of  the  Bill  that  the  right  of  Those  who  might  under  certain  clear 
sale  should  be  enjoyed  by  generation  and  settled  conditions  become  the  holders 
after  generation.  and  owners  of  what  the  Bill  called  tech- 

Ma.  GIBSON  said,  he  could  not  re-  nically  future  tenancies.  Those  he  would 
gard  the  question  as  a  complicated  one.  call,  roughly,  three.  A  landlord  could 
In  his  mind  the  Amendment  was  simple,  make  a  future  tenancy  by  letting  out 
and  the  considerations  which  should  some  of  the  land  now  in  his  own  hands, 
guide  them  to  a  conclusion  were  clear.  ;  Was  it  reasonable  that  that  landlord, 
The  Amendment  drew  a  distinction  bo-  clothed  with  absolute  dominion  in  his 
tween  present  and  future  tenancies,  and  '  property,  if  at  any  time  after  the  passing 
it  proposed  to  leave  the  whole  of  the  '  of  the  Bill  he  chose  to  make  a  new  con- 
1st  clause  of  the  Bill  untouched  in  re-  tract,  should  be  bound  by  the  terms  of 
ference  to  present  tenancies,  the  de-  the  Act,  and  not  be  left  to  the  operation 
finition  of  which  he  did  not  think  had  of  the  ordinary  Common  Law  ?  That  he 
been  very  clearly  presented  to  the  House  thought  unreasonable.  Then  he  would 
by  the  I^rime  Minister.  Although  it  suppose  that  a  landlord,  instead  of  let- 
might  be  reasonable,  having  regard  to  ting  out  some  of  the  land  in  his  own 
the  present  circumstances  of  agricultural  hands,  acquired  by  purchase  possession 
affaurs  in  Ireland,  to  deal  exceptionally  of  a  farm,  and  let  the  farm  again — what 
with  present  tenancies,  no  such  urgency  <  was  the  equity  of  a  future  tenant  in  that 
or  necessity  could  be  suggested  in  re- '  case  ?  Why  should  the  landlord  be  sad- 
ference  to  the  future  tenants.  The  |  died  with  the  special  section  in  this  Bill, 
Prime  Minister,  in  introducing  the  Bill,  |  instead  of  being  left  under  the  ordinary 
in  his  speech  on  the  second  reading,  and  Common  Law,  which  had  hitherto  been 
in  subsequent  speeches,  had  pointed  out  considered  sufficient  ?  Then  there  was 
that  his  object  had  been  to  interfere  |  the  case  of  a  future  tenancy  created  by  a 
with  the  existing  laws  of  freedom  of  breach  of  the  statutory  conditions  by  an 
contract  and  demand  and  supply  as  little   existing  tenant.     This  was  not  a  time 


as  the  present  grave  exigencies  would 
permit.  That  being  so,  even  if  the  1st 
clause,  instead  of  being  amended  was 


for  much  consideration  for  landlords  he 
was  aware ;  but  he  would  venture  to  ask 
why  if  an  existing  tenant,  who  was  given 


altogether  struck  out,  future  tenants  all  the  vast  equities  under  this  Bill,  who 
womd,  under  ordinary  circumstances,  could  not  be  evicted  except  for  a  breach 
have  power  to  sell  and  to  assign  ;  so  of  certain  statutory  conditions,  the  keep- 
that  the  Amendment  was  merely  dealing  \  ing  of  which  was  but  the  simplest  re- 
with  a  special  right  which,  under  the  I  gard  for  ordinary  good  husbandry,  lost  a 
existing  section,  was  given  for  the  special !  tenancy  by  such  a  violation,  the  future 
purpose  of  the  Act.  What,  then,  were '  tenant  should  come  in  oyer  the  bones  of 
future  tenants  ?  Present  tenancies  meant  |  the  broken  conditions,  and  stand  in  a 
what  nine  out  of  ten  men  would  consider  better  position  than  all  the  other  future 
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tenants  ?  What  was  the  sole  answer  of  the 
Prime  Minister  to  that  ?    He  picked  up 
the  usual  incidental  suggestion  about  the 
House  of  Lords-,  and  said  if  something 
had  not  happened  **  somewhere  "  this 
Bill  would  not  be  necessary,  and  that  if 
something   which  had  been  introduced 
by  the  House  of  Lords  in  another  Bill 
had  not  been  introduced,  this  Bill  might 
not  have  been  necessary.    That  kind  of 
statement  had  been  heard   on    several 
occasions;    it    had    been    traced  to  its 
source,  and  would  not  stand  close  ex- 
amination.    He  was  glad  to  know  that 
the  House  of  Lords  had  not  hesitated  to 
produce  a  Return  which  would  indicate 
the  smallness  of  the  changes  made  by 
that  House,  and  which  would  show  whe- 
ther those  changes  had  made  this  Bill  ne- 
cessary.   The  Prime  Minister  stated  that 
the  landlord  had  the  remedy  in  his  own 
hands.     What  was  the  meaning  of  that  ? 
He  would  take  it  that  the  landlord  in 
possession  of  his  land  let  a  farm  at  full 
competition  rent.     Then  there  was  no- 
thing to  sell ;   and,  in  other  words,  the 
worse  the  landlord  the  more  certain  it 
was  that  he  would  be  secure  from  the 
operation  of  this  Bill.    Then  the  Prime 
Minister  said  the  landlord  mieht  let  at 
a  moderate  rent  and  with  a  full  fine. 
In  other  words,  he  might  let  it  at  full 
value  and  laugh  at  the  tenant ;  so  that 
the  only  person  who  suffered  was  the 
good  landlord  who  took  a  moderate  rent 
without  a  fine.     The  Amendment  was, 
of  course,  an  important  one — he  quite 
concurred  with  the  Prime  Minister  in 
that — ^but    he   could  not  regard   it  as 
being  of  that  overwhelming  importance 
suggested.    It  was,  however,  entitled  to 
support,  and    he   hoped   it    would   be 
accepted. 

Mr.  SHAW  thought  it  very  interest- 
ing to  see  the  great  sympathy  which  was 
shown  by  hon.  Members  opposite  for 
the  future  tenants ;  but  he  would  sug- 
gest to  them  that  the  best  way  of  show- 
ing that  sympathy  would  be  to  urg^  the 
Government  to  raise  the  future  tenant 
in  tdl  respects  to  the  position  of  the  pre- 
sent tenant.  They  gave  advantages  to 
the  present  tenant  which  they  would 
deny  to  the  future  tenant ;  but  he  did 
not  think  the  hon.  Member  who  moved 
the  Amendment  agreed  in  that  view.  He 
(Mr.  Shaw)  differed  entirely  from  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (Mr.  Gibson)  as  to  the  niunber 
of  instances  in  Ireland  of  the  two  par- 
ticular cases  referred  to.    Instancee  of 

Mr,  Gibson 


landlords  buying  back  their  land  and 
re-letting  it  were  very  few ;  and  sQppo«- 
ing  that  in  future  they  did  so,  would 
they    put    up    buildings    and    offices? 
Nothing  of  the  kind.     They  would  let 
the  land  to  the  incoming  tenants  just  as 
it  was,  and,  as  a  general  rule,  the  ten- 
ants would  have  to  lay  out  money  oa 
the  land ;  but  by  this  Amendment  thej 
would  be  denied  the  right  to  sell  the 
property  they  had  created.     How  many 
cases  were  there  of  landlords  who  dis- 
tinguished tenant  right  in  that  way? 
There  were  landlords  who  did  not  allow 
their  tenants  to  deal  with  each  other ; 
but  the  number  of  cases  in  which  land- 
lords bought  up  the  tenant  right  was 
very  small.     The  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment was  to  minimize  the  effect  of  the 
Bill.     He  did  not  speak  on   behalf  of 
Members  of  the  House ;  but  he  thought 
he  might  speak  as  knowing  the  opinions 
of  Members  and  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land.     The  Prime  Minister  had  said 
this  Bill  was  the  least  way  in  which  the 
Land  Question  oould  be    settled,  and 
he  believed  that  was  the  fact ;  and  that 
if  in  any  way  the  House  minimized  the 
effects  of  the  Bill,  it  would  be  his  duty, 
and  the  duty  of  those  who  felt  widilum, 
as  representing  the  Irish  people,  to  treat 
the  Bill  as  a  lapsed  Bill.     He  believed 
some    of    his    hon.    Friends    opposite 
thought  that  even  as  it  was  the  BUI  would 
hardly  satisfy  the  people  of  Ireland;  bat 
they  were  willing,  if  the   Government 
passed  it  with  certain  Amendments,  to 
accept  it  and  give  it  a  trial.     But  the 
House  must  not  think  they  could  play 
with   this  question  or  with    this  Bill. 
They  had  never  been  brought  face  to 
face  with  a  more  important  crisis.  They 
might  minimize  the  Bill  by  this  or  other 
Amendments ;    but    did   they    suppose 
that  the  Irish  Bepresentatives,  knowing 
the  wants  of  the  people,  oould  possibly 
go  on  with  the  Bill  and  aid  its  further 
progress?     That  was  perfectly  impos- 
sible, and  they  would  have  to  oppose 
the  Bill ;  and  llien  the  House  would  see 
what  would  be  the  state  of  things  in  the 
coming  winter.     They  could  not  evict 
the  whole  nation,  and,  speaking  from 
his  own  knowledge  of  the  state  of  feel- 
ing in  the  South  and  in  the  North  of 
Ireland,  he  believed  that  if  this  question 
was  not  settled  quickly  and  wiselv,  there 
would  be  a  state  of  things  in  Ireland 
that  would  make  the   strongest   heart 
tremble.     They  were  in  the  face  of  an 
agitation  which  would  probably  ahAka 
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the  institntions  they  rerered  and  the 
Empire  thej  loyed.  He  felt  deeply  on 
the  Buhject ;  he  had  worked  hard  upon 
it,  and  he  was  convinced  that  this 
Bill  was  the  minimum  Bill  which  would 
aatisfv  the  people;  and  he  hoped  hon. 
Members  would  not  by  Amendments 
give  excuse  for  dissatisfaction,  and  make 
the  Bill  useless  and  worthless. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  would  offer 
no  opinion  as  to  the  intention  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  moved  the  Amendment ; 
but  he  would  show  him  what  the  effect 
of  the  Amendment  must  be  in  mini- 
mizing the  benefits  of  the  Bill.  The 
Amendment  was  perfectly  logical,  and 
he  could  understand  such  an  Amend- 
ment coming  irom  an  hon.  Member 
who  believed  that  the  Bill  was  about 
to  do  something  vicious,  absurd,  and 
mischievous,  and  who  desired  that  it 
should  be  limited  in  point  of  time  and 
narrowed  in  its  scope;  but  those  who 
believed  that  it  was  going  to  be  a  great 
and  healing  measure,  could  not  but 
regard  the  Amendment  with  jealousy. 
There  had  been  a  good  deal  of  incre- 
dulity when  the  Prime  Minister  said  the 
future  tenant  might  purchase,  and  there- 
fore why  should  he  not  sell  ?  He  could 
g^ve  many  cases  in  which  the  incoming 
tenant  might  be  a  purchaser  from  the 
outgoing  tenant.  Such  a  tenant  was  a 
future  tenant  if  he  purchased  from  an 
outgoing  tenant,  who  sold  because  he 
had  not  paid  his  rent ;  and  if  he  pur- 
chased, why  should  he  not  sell  ?  Then 
there  was  the  case  of  the  tenant  who 
was  compelled  to  sell  because  he  had 
persistently  committed  waste.  The  man 
who  purchased  from  him  was  a  future- 
tenant,  and  why  should  he  be  prevented 
from  selling  when  he  had  the  right  to 
buy?  A  third  class  was  that  of  the 
tenant  who  had  refused  to  allow  the 
landlord  to  exercise  his  ri^ht  to  mines, 
and  was  compelled  to  sell.  The  man 
who  bought  of  him,  and  who,  perhaps, 
paid  him  £2,000  for  his  interest,  became 
a  future  tenant,  and  yet  the  Amendment 
would  prohibit  his  selling.  That  was 
something  like  a  reductio  ad  abiurdum. 
Another  case  was  that  of  a  man  who  was 
compelled  to  sell  because  he  had  sub-lot 
or  sub-divided  his  holding  without  per- 
mission, and  the  man  who  purchased 
from  him  became  a  future  tenant.  His 
construction  of  the  future  tenant  was 
borne  out  by  the  Interpretation  Clause. 
A  future  tenant  misht  also  come  in 
where  a  man  took  a  holding  which  the 


landlord  had  himself  been  working,  and 
in  which  there  was  no  existing  tenancy. 
He  did  not  believe  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stroud  had  in  his  mind  the  danger  to 
which  he  (Mr.  Sullivan)  had  called  at- 
tention. The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
had  drawn  attention  to  the  great  ad- 
vantage it  would  be  to  landlords  to 
be  able  to  do  what  they  liked  in  future. 
With  some  knowledge  of  how  the  Act 
of  1870  had  worked,  he  would  warn  the 
Committee  to  beware  of  the  hidden 
danger  in  that  direction.  The  Amend- 
ment would  put  a  premium  on  the  clear- 
ing  of  farms  in  Ireland ;  and  the  moment 
the  landlords  were  given  a  reward  for 
using  in  a  severe  way  all  the  powers  of 
clearing  the  farms,  there  would  be  a 
new  crop  of  evils.  According  to  the  In- 
terpretation Clause  tenancy  meant  the 
tenant's  interest  in  his  holding  and  the 
interest  of  his  successors,  and  the  rent 
of  the  tenancy  meant  the  rent  for  the 
time  being  payable.  But  future  tenancy 
meant  any  tenancy  beginning  after  the 

Eassing  of  the  Bill.  Any  person  who 
eld  under  an  unbroken  continuity  was 
a  present  tenant  for  generations  to  come ; 
but  if  the  continuity  was  severed  by  any 
of  the  modes  provided  in  the  BUI  the 
continuityceased,  and  the  future  tenancy 
began.  He  appealed  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  consider  whether  it  was  fair  to 
forbid  a  purchaser  the  right  to  sell  ? 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
thought  there  was  no  very  wide  differ- 
ence between  the  Government  and  hon. 
Members  on  that  side  of  the  House ;  but 
he  considered  the  Amendment  would  go 
further  than  would  be  consistent  with 
the  intention  of  the  Mover,  and  it  was 
possible  that  the  Bill  as  it  stood  might 
fi^  rather  further  than  the  Qovemment 
intended.  Still,  he  thought  the  Prime 
Minister  had,  to  some  extent,  met  the 
hon.  Member  when  he  said  he  would 
consider  favourably  any  alteration  which 
affected  this  particular  clause  in  regard 
to  landlords  who  had  bought  up  the 
tenant  right.  That  was  reall v  the  whole 
question.  In  various  ways  the  landlord 
might  take  up  the  land  and  not  be  will- 
ing to  let  the  tenant  buy  the  tenant 
right  from  him.  The  Prime  Minister 
was  evidently  of  opinion,  and,  no  doubt, 
he  had  had  vast  experience  on  this  sub- 
ject, that  free  sale  was  a  cherished  cus- 
tom and  practice  in  Ireland.  That, 
however,  was  nf)t  so.  No  doubt  free  ftale, 
so  far  as  it  existed,  was  an  Irish  custom, 
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for  it  was  not  met  with  anywhere  else; 
but  it  was  not  practised  all  over  Ireland, 
and  they  would  have  under  this  Bill,  as 
they  had  had  under  the  Act  of  1870,  the 
landlords  fighting  and  struggling  against 
it  because  they  hated  it,  and  befieved 
that  it  was  thoroughly  bad  and  eco- 
nomically unsound.  Within  the  last 
few  days  they  had  had  a  marvellous 
proof  of  its  unsoundness,  in  a  Eeturn 
issued  with  reference  to  the  number  of 
ejectments.  In  Ulster  they  were  four 
times  more  numerous  than  in  Leinster, 
three  times  more  numerous  than  in 
Munster,  and  twice  as  numerous  as  in 
Connaught  .In  Ulster  they  were  1,2C0, 
as  against  300  in  Leinster.  What  could 
be  the  meaning  of  that  if  this  free  sale 
was  a  panacea  for  everything,  as  the 
Prime  Minister  believed  it  to  be  ?  This 
state  of  things  must  arise  from  one  of 
two  causes — either  that  free  sale  did  not 
offer  that  security  for  rent  which,  in  some 
quarters,  it  was  alleged  to  offer,  or  that 
the  tenant  had  paid  such  a  high  price 
for  the  goodwill  that  he  was  unable  to 
cultivate  his  land  properly  and  pay  the 
rent  to  the  landlord.  He  did  not  believe 
that  landlords  were  all  going  to  run 
away  if  the  Bill  passed ;  but  he  had  no 
doubt  they  would  struggle  against  free 
sale  as  hard  as  they  hwl  done  before,  for 
the  reason  that  they  believed  it  to  be 
unsound.  There  was  another  aspect  in 
which  the  matter  might  be  viewed.  The 
landlord  might  succeed  to  the  tenancy 
of  his  own  land  on  intestacy  of  the 
tenant,  or  might  come  into  possession 
through  breach  of  the  statutory  condi- 
tions on  the  part  of  the  tenant,  or  might 
buy  up  the  tenant  ri^ht.  He  might  get 
hold  of  the  land  and  hold  it  in  his  own 
hand,  and  farm  it  and  improve  it.  Then 
such  a  landlord,  hating  tenant  right, 
might  say  to  an  incoming  tenant — **! 
could  make  you  pay  me  a  sum  as  tenant 
right ;  but  I  will  not  do  anything  of  the 
kind,  as  I  believe  the  principle  to  be  un- 
sound. I  believe  the  capital  you  should 
give  me  should  be  put  into  the  land.  I 
will  charge  you  a  certain  rent  and,  as  long 
as  you  pay  that,  you  shall  be  my  tenant." 
He  would  ask  did  they  want,  by  this  Bill, 
to  give  to  these  tenants — and  he  was  sure 
the  cases  he  had  described  would  not  be 
uncommon — absolutely  the  same  rights 
that  they  would  give  to  future  tenants 
who  paid  directly  for  their  tenant  right? 
He  hoped  the  Prime  Minister  would  be 
able  to  exclude  these  tenants  from  the 
Bill— in  fact,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

Zirt'd  JSandolph  Churchill 


had  partly  intimated  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ior  Stroud  that  he  would  do  so. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
could  not  vote  for  the  Amendment,  which 
had  been  brought  forward  to  remove  a 
cause  of  alarm ;  but  he  must  confess 
that  the  explanation  they  had  heard  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  alarmed 
him  in  another  way.  He  had  been 
under  the  belief  that,  after  the  pasdag 
of  the  Bill,  future  tenants  would  be  a 
rare  class— that  they  would  only  exist 
when  the  landlord  had  obtained  posses- 
sion of  the  property  free  from  tenant 
right.  In  this  case,  it  seemed,  the 
Prime  Minister  was  not  unwilling  to 
make  some  concession,  and  he  (Sir 
George  Campbell)  had  himself  thooefat 
that  something  should  be  done  in  tnat 
respect.  But  he  now  understood  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  fu- 
ture tenants  would  be  a  large  and  a 
growing  class;  and,  therefore,  that  a 
large  number  of  tenants  would  undergo 
a  degradation  into  a  lower  class.  Thai, 
it  seemed  to  him,  would  be  a  great  eviL 
They  had  frequently  heard  of  the  evils  of 
divided  property.  This  measure,  he  had 
hoped,  would  tend  to  put  an  end  to  the 
division  of  property;  he  had  thought 
that  a  higher  class  of  tenants  would  be 
the  result,  and  that  these  tenants  would 
eventually  buy  out  the  landlords  in  some 
way  and  become  the  owners  of  the  soil. 
When  the  landlord  had  got  rid  of  all 
tenant  right,  or  when  the  tenant  had  be- 
come the  landlord  himself,  they  would 
have  a  dear  and  complete  owner,  and  they 
would  no  longer  have  this  intermediate 
stage  described  as  a  modu*  vivendi. 
This  process  of  degradation,  however, 
would  defeat  that  process  of  graduallv 
forming  a  complete  ownership  at  which 
he,  for  one,  hoped  the  Bill  aimed.  First 
class  tenants  would  be  gradually  de- 
graded into  second  class,  and  every  land- 
lord who  had  acquired  a  complete  pro- 
perty in  his  lana  would  be  prohibited 
from  introducing  the  English  or  Scotch 
system  of  tenancy.  This  seemed  to  him 
to  be  not  so  much  a  question  of  the 
rights  of  landlords  as  one  of  public 
policy.  Did  they  wish  to  make  it  im- 
possible for  the  landlord,  however  com- 
pletely he  had  become  the  owner  of  his 
land,  to  let  a  farm  on  the  "English  or 
Scotch  system  ?  He  trusted  the  Prime 
Minister  would  have  this  matter,  as  U) 
the  definition  of  future  tenancies,  cleared 
up,  so  that  the  evil  he  had  described 
might  be  avoided. 
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8iB  WALTEB  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
it  was  an  extraordinary  thing,  but  it 
was  neyertheless  the  fact,  that  the  fur- 
ther they  went  into  this  Bill  the  more 
difficult  it  was  to  understand.  He  had 
nnderstood  that  one  of  the  Government 
principles  of  the  measure  was  fixity  of 
tenure.  That  was  absolutely  denied  by 
the  Prime  Minister,  because  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stated,  and  stated  dis- 
tinctly, that  he  hoped,  in  no  very  long 
time,  to  see  a  large  number  of  new 
tenancies  created.  How  could  these  new 
tenancies  be  created  ?  Why,  in  three 
ways,  as  had  been  shown  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr. 
Brand).  By  the  landlord  parting  with 
his  demesne  lands;  by  the  landlord's 
buying  up  the  tenancy  and  letting  an- 
other tenant  have  that  property ;  and, 
under  Clause  4,  where,  according  to  the 
statutory  conditions  of  the  Bill,  the  ten- 
ants would  have  the  right  to  compen- 
sation for  disturbance,  and  new  tenants 
would  be  created.  But  what  he  obj ected 
to  was  that,  in  fact,  notwithstanding  all 
that  had  been  said  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, the  Bill  would  give  perpetuity  of 
tenure,  because  no  one  having  parted 
with  his  land  could  get  rid  of  his 
tenant  unless  he  did  something  that 
came  under  Clause  4.  That  was  the 
whole  question,  and  he  could  not  for 
the  life  of  him  see  how  the  conditions 
of  Clause  4  would  be  broken.  [Mr. 
Gladstone  dissented.]  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  shook  his 
head.  The  Prime  Minister's  head  had, 
certainly,  been  set  going  this  even- 
ing ;  but  perhaps  he  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  would  be  able  to  find  out  some- 
thing which  would  somewhat  change  its 
motion.  As  he  understood  the  Bill,  a 
tenant  could  only  be  got  rid  of  if  he  did 
something  which  was  a  breach  of  the 
statutory  conditions  of  the  measure. 
That  had  been  clearly  explained  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Meath 
(Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan) ;  and  he  would 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  to  give  a  man  who  had  been  got 
rid  of  for  a  breach  of  tbe  conditions 
of  Clause  4  the  right  of  free  sale  or 
compensation  for  disturbance  was  put- 
ting a  premium  upon  bad  farming. 
That  was  the  one  thing  they  wished  to 
get  rid  of,  and  that  was  the  one  thing 
they  would  perpetuate  by  the  conditions 
of  this  measure.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Meath  had  enumerated  the 
conditions  under  Clause  4,    The  first 


three  were  the  most  important — namely, 
non-payment  of  rent,  oad  farming,  and 
persistent  waste  by  dilapidation  of  ouild- 
ings,  &c.,  which  was  quite  as  detri- 
mental to  the  holding  as  bad  farm- 
ing. Well,  the  tenant  who  failed  in 
these  conditions  had  no  right  to  free 
sale  ;  therefore,  he  held  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud 
was  a  sound  one,  and  one  which  ought 
to  commend  itself  to  the  judgment  of 
the  Committee.  They  would  be  doing 
nothing  unjust  to  future  tenants  by  ac- 
cepting it.  It  was  the  tenant's  own 
fault  if  he  could  not  sell  that  which  he 
had.  He  only  forfeited  it  by  doing  that 
which  he  had  no  business  to  do  imder 
the  Bill ;  and  if  he  had  forfeited,  he  had 
no  right  to  be  able  to  sell,  and  the  Com- 
mittee had  no  right  to  confer  on  him  the 
power.  There  was  one  thing  he  was 
glad  to  hear  the  Prime  Minister  say — 
namely,  that  he  would  take  into  con- 
sideration the  two  classes  mentioned  by 
his  hon.  Friend.  He  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  had  an  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  himself,  but  he  believed  this  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stroud  to  be  a  sound 
one  ;  therefore,  he  should  support  it. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farreb  Herscsell)  said,  he  would 
trouble  the  Committee  with  very  few 
observations ;  but  as  he  thought  there 
was  some  misapprehension  in  the  mind 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  it 
was  only  right  that  he  should  correct 
him  at  once.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  said  that  the  Bill  created 
complete  perpetuity  of  tenure,  and  that 
it  was  only  through  a  breach  of  the  sta- 
tutory conditions  that  a  tenant  could  be 
got  rid  of.  But  it  should  be  remem- 
bered that  this  Amendment  dealt  with 
the  distinction  between  present  and 
future  tenancies.  This  Bill  did  not 
create  perpetuity  of  tenure  with  respect 
to  future  tenancies.  [Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot  :  Present  tenancies.]  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  said  '*  present 
tenancies ;  *'  but  the  Amendment  dealt 
with  the  distinction  between  present  and 
future  tenancies.  They  were  not  deal- 
ing with  the  position  of  present  tenan- 
cies, but  tbe  reasons  for  excluding  future 
tenancies  from  the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  ana  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson)  had  said  that  the  crea- 
tion of  future  tenancies  was  a  remote 
and  improbable  contingency.  Well,  if 
that  wore  so,  it  could  not  be  such  a  very 
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serious  taiatter  if  they  were  dealt  with 
in  the  same  way  as  present  tenancies. 
He  did  not  think  it,  however,  such  a  re- 
mote and  improbable  contingency,  be- 
cause there  were  various  ways  provided 
in  the  Bill  by  which  future  tenancies 
might  come  into  existence.  Every  piece 
of  land  let  for  the  first  time  after  the 
passing  of  this  Bill  would  be  a  future 
tenancy.  Where  the  land  was  now 
under  lease  and  the  tenant  after  tho 
expiration  of  the  lease  entered  into  a 
new  arrangement  with  the  landlord ; 
where  the  tenant  did  not  comply  with 
the  statutory  obligations;  and  where, 
after  the  expiration  of  15  vears  from  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  the  landlord  exer- 
cised his  right  of  pre-emption  and  again 
let  the  land — in  all  these  cases  future 
tenancies  would  be  created.  Therefore, 
before  long  many  of  these  tenancies 
might  exist,  and,  consequently,  the  crea- 
tion of  future  tenancies  was  not  such  a 
remote  and  improbable  contingency.  In 
one  way  or  another  these  tenancies  were 
very  likely  to  grow  up  in  Ireland.  Then 
arose  the  question  how  they  were  to  deal 
with  these  tenancies.  He  agreed  that  if 
they  regarded  the  provisions  of  this 
section  as  bad  in  themselves,  as  simply  in- 
tended to  deal  with  a  temporary  difficulty 
— an  evil  which  they  must  submit  to  for 
that  purpose — there  might  be  something 
in  the  argument  of  those  who  had  con- 
demned the  application  of  this  section 
to  future  tenancies.  But  when  they 
might  have  future  tenancies  at  so  early 
a  date  as  after  the  passing  of  the  Bill, 
it  was  a  very  serious  and  dangerous 
policy  to  raise  great  difficulties  with 
regard  to  them.  But  the  Government 
did  not  think  that  this  right  of  sale  was 
an  evil  thing  in  itself ;  and  he  ventured 
to  say,  that  if  they  carefully  weighed 
the  evidence  taken  before  the  Land  Com- 
missioners, the  balance  of  evidence  would 
be  found  to  be  the  other  way.  [Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot  :  As  to  present 
tenancies.]  He  did  not  care  whether  as 
to  present  or  future  tenancies.  What  he 
was  contending  was  that  the  power  of 
the  tenant  to  sell  his  tenant  right,  and 
so  realize  the  value  of  such  improve- 
ment as  he  himself  had  created,  was  all 
that  the  provision  came  to.  ["  No, 
no !  "J  Well,  he  thought  it  was  un- 
questionably the  case,  and  he  would 
prove  it  in  a  minute.  He  would  appeal 
to  hon.  Members  who  understood  the 
Ulster  Custom  whether  the  creation  of 
improvements  was  not  one  of  the  great 
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elements  which  entered  into  the  tale  of 
the  tenant  right  ?  He  did  not  say  it  was 
the  only  element;  but  it  was  a  great 
one  beyond  all  question.  But  they  pro- 
posed, with  regard  to  the  future  tenant, 
not  to  allow  him  any  right  as  to  that 
element  or  any  other  element.  [**  No, 
no ! "]  Hon.  Members  said  **  No ! "  but 
he  was  quite  sure  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  would 
confirm  what  he  had  said.  Whe- 
ther it  was  the  sale  of  the  improve- 
ments which  the  tenant  had  made,  or 
anything  else,  if  they  carried  this  Amend- 
ment it  was  quite  clear  they  would  pre- 
vent the  sale  of  those  improvement  at 
all.  There  could  not  be  any  doubt  about 
that.  Let  them  take  the  case  which  had 
already  been  put.  Take  the  case  where 
a  future  tenancy  arose  in  any  of  the 
methods  he  had  described.  Suppose  the 
landlord  to  be  in  possession  of  the  land, 
and  suppose  that  he,  having  the  tenant 
right  in  his  own  hand,  let  the  land  to  a 
tenant,  receiving  from  him  the  sum  he 
had  paid  for  the  tenant  right,  or,  having 
had  the  land  in  his  own  hands,  the  value 
of  the  improvements  he  had  effected, 
they  proposed  by  the  Amendment  to 
prevent  tne  incoming  tenant  from  sell- 
ing the  tenant  right  he  had  bought. 
Suppose,  on  the  other  hand,  the  landu>rd 
let  the  land  at  the  full  competition  rent, 
they  might  say  the  tenant  had  nothing 
to  sell.  That  might  be  true  when  the 
man  entered  into  possession ;  but  he 
might  very  soon  make  something  to  sell 
— he  might  improve  it  and  make  it  much 
more  valuable,  but  they  would  deny  him 
the  right  of  realizing  the  value  of  his 
improvements.  (j'No,  no!"]  Hon. 
Members  said  "N"©!"  The  Govern- 
ment had  been  accused  of  making  the 
Bill  obscure ;  but,  he  must  say,  that 
this  was  about  as  plain  as  anything  he 
could  conceive.  They  would  deprive 
the  tenant  of  the  value  of  his  improve- 
ments. P'No,  no!"]  Then  if  thev 
would  tell  him  how  the  man  was  to  self, 
when  they  had  said  **  You  are  not  to 
sell,"  he  should  be  content.  There  was 
a  third  case.  Suppose  the  land  was  let 
at  a  moderate  rent,  the  landlord  could 
raise  it  if  there  was  any  attempt  to  sell 
the  tenant  right,  and  deprive  him  of  bis 
due.  Therefore,  the  right  of  free  sale 
did  ndt  damnify  the  landlord,  and,  he 
contended,  the  experience  of  the  pro- 
vince of  Ulster  proved  that  that  wu 
the  case.      Let  them  take   this  case. 


1739 


Zand  Law 


(Mat  30,  1881) 


(Irelani)  Bill 


1730 


Suppose  the  tenant  was  compelled  to 
■ell  nia  tenant  right  under  the  proTisions 
of  this  Bill,  it  was  out  of  the  price  of 
the  tenant  right  that  the  landlord  was 
to  be  paid  the  arrears  of  rent,  if  there 
were  any;  and  if  there  had  been  any 
damage  by  breach  of  covenant,  as,  for 
instance,  by  waste,  compensation  was  to 
oome  out  of  the  price  of  the  tenant  right. 
And  yet  they  said  that  the  man  who  had 

I>roTided  the  funds  out  of  which  the  land- 
ord  was  to  g^t  the  amount  of  damage 
was  not  to  sell  his  right.  That  would 
be  the  operation  if  the  Amendment  were 
carried.  He  did  not  propose  to  detain  the 
Committee  further.  He  iiad  endeayoured 
to  put  forward  these  things  as  clearly  as 
he  could,  and,  if  it  was  found  that  there 
were  likely  to  be  cases  of  exceptional 
hardship — where  the  clause  would  work 
oppressiTely  —  it  might  be  amended. 
But,  in  a  wholesale  manner,  to  deprive 
future  tenants  of  the  right  of  free  sale, 
would  have  a  most  prejudicial  effect. 
Experience  showed  tnat  if  there  was 
anything  which  tended  to  prevent  undue 
friction  where  a  difficulty  arose  as  to 
pajrment  of  rent,  or  as  to  the  tenant  right 
of  the  occupier — cases  of  which  kind 
were,  unfortunately,  so  common  in  Ire- 
land— it  was  a  fair  concession  of  this 
tight  of  free  sale. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  asking  the  Gbvemment  for  an  expla- 
nation on  one  or  two  points  which  arose 
naturally  out  of  the  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  which  he  did  not  under- 
stand to  have  been  cleared  up  since  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  had  spoken.  He 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
oppose  the  Amendment  on  the  gpround 
that  he  thought  it  desirable  to  establish 
the  right  of  assignment — that  was  to 
say,  the  principle  of  tenant  right — for 
veneration  after  generation  in  Ireland 
tor  the  future.  And  he  g^unded  that 
policy  on  two  assumptions.  First,  be  said 
that  in  nearly  every  case  the  future 
tenant  would  have  bought  his  holding; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  he  said  that 
the  Ulster  Custom  had  been  eminently 
•ncoeasful  in  Ireland.  It  had,  however, 
been  pointed  out  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Meml^r  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Handolph 
Churchill)  that  the  right  of  pre-emption 
which  the  Bill  gave  to  the  landlord  would 
largely  prevent  the  future  tenant  from 
becoming  the  proprietor  of  his  holding. 
Many  landloros  in  Ulster,  differing  from 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  in  his  view  of 
the  right  of  assignment — and  he  (Mr. 
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Chaplin)  quite  admitted  it  was  a  matter 
open  to  argument — disapproved  of  the 
principle  of  tenant  right  altogether.  He 
knew  many  cases  where  large  sacrifices 
had  been  made  by  the  landlords  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  rid  of  the  custom. 
Let  them  take  the  case  of  a  landlord 
who  exercised  his  right  of  pre-emption, 
and  did  not  choose  U>  charge  the  future 
tenant  with  an  excess  rent— ^what  was  to 
be  his  position?  Did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  to  tell  them  that,  under 
circumstances  such  as  these,  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  the  welfare  of  the 
tenant,  just  for  the  landlord,  and  for  the 
future  benefit  of  Ireland,  that  the  tenant 
was  always  to  have  the  right  of  selling 
something  which  he  had  never  bought  r 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to 
Ulster,  and  argued  before  the  Committee 
as  though  the  case  of  that  Province  was 
identiciu  with  the  case  of  the  rest  of  Ire- 
land where  tenant  right  did  not  exist. 
Surely  he  must  have  forgotten  that  the 
Ulster  tenant  had  always  bought  when 
he  entered  a  farm,  which  was  very  dif- 
ferent from  the  case  of  a  man  who  en- 
tered on  tenant  right  without  paying 
anything  for  it  at  all.  He  would  cite 
against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an 
authority  as  high  as  himself,  who  dis- 
approved of  the  extension  of  the  Ulster 
Custom  to  the  rest  of  Ireland.  This  au- 
thority, when  it  was  argued  that  the  ex- 
tension of  the  Ulster  Custom  to  the  rest 
of  Ireland  was  open  to  re-consideration, 
said — 

**  I  most  say  that  the  extennon  of  the  Ulster 
Costom  to  the  rest  of  Ireland  does  appear  a 
manifest  riolation  of  the  principles  of  justice, 
and  to  be  impossible,if  we  mean  to  respect  those 
principles.'* 

And  then  he  went  on,  a  little  bit  further, 
to  say  this — 

'^  But  when  you  talk  of  extending  the  custom 
to  other  parts  of  Ireland,  you  speak  of  a  change 
which  would  alter  the  terms  which,  in  those  oth«r 
parts  of  Ireland,  have  already  been  agreed  upon 
between  landlord  and  tenant ;  and,  therefore,  if 
you  gave,  in  such  a  case,  to  the  tenant  the  value 
of  the  custom  existing  elsewhere,  you  would  be 
just  taking  so  much  from  the  landlord  and  giring 
it  to  the  tenant."~[3  Hantmrd,  cxciz.  1666-7.  J 

The  authority  who  made  this  statement 
was  the  Lord  High  Chancellor  of  Eng- 
land. This  being  the  view  of,  perhape, 
one  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  most 
distinguished  Colleagues,  he  hoped  he 
would  not  think  he  was  going  beyond  his 
right  in  asking  for  some  explanation 
on  this  point.  He  had  understood  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  but  for 
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the  alterations  which  were  made  in 
*  *  another  place  "  in  the  Act  of  1 870,  nine- 
tenths  of  the  present  legislation  would 
have  been  rendered  unnecesssuy.  The 
Prime  Minister,  however,  on  another 
occasion,  had  used  the  following  words, 
which  were  very  inconsistent  with  the 
statement  to  which  he  alluded : — 

^<  Defects  have  been  developed  in  that  Act 
which  have  serioiisly  marred  the  completeneas 
of  its  operation.  Some  of  these  defects,  un- 
doubtedly, ....  are  due  to  the  changes 
which  the  Bill  underwent  after  it  had  left  iSdB 
House.  But  others  of  them,  I  am  bound  to  say, 
were  involved  in  the  original  construction  of  the 
measure,  and  even  if  it  had  passed  into  law  in 
the  same  state  as  it  passed  this  House,  it  would 
not  have  been  completely  adequate  for  its  pur- 
pose."—[3  Hantard,  cclx.  893.  | 

This  was  rather  different  from  what  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  had  said  to-night 
— namely,  that  nine-tenths  of  the  neces- 
sity for  the  present  legislation  would 
not  have  arisen  but  for  the  changes 
made  in  the  Act  of  1870. 

Mb.  n.  E.  BBAND  said,  his  Amend- 
ment would  only  affect  cases  where  the 
landlord  had  bought  up  the  tenant 
right,  and,  if  he  understood  the  right 
hon.  Oentlemen  aright,  he  had  made  a 
concession  in  this  respect.  He  was  pre- 
pared to  consider  the  case  where  the 
landlord  had  purchased  the  tenant  right ; 
and  he  was  prepared,  therefore,  to  give 
the  landlord  the  power  to  let  his  land 
without  conferring  on  the  tenant  the 
right  of  free  sale.  ["No,  no!"]  That, 
he  thought,  was  the  interpretation  to  be 
put  upon  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech.  If  he  {jKt,  Brand)  was  correct, 
he  would  have  no  objection  in  with- 
drawing his  Amendment,  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  Prime  Minister  would 
accept  an  Amendment  in  the  same  direc- 
tion later  on. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  What  I  said 
was  this,  that,  in  my  opinion,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  near  me  had  pointed  out 
that  the  landlord  was  perfectly  and  ab- 
solutely protected  in  cases  where  he  had 
boueht  up  the  tenant  riffht.  [''No, 
no ! '']  I  beg  pardon,  but  I  am  stating 
what  1  know  to  be  the  case.  At  the 
same  time,  the  cases  where  the  landlords 
buy  up  the  tenant  right  are  extremely 
few,  and  I  should  be  loth  to  quarrel 
with  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Brand)  as  to 
limited  cases  of  this  kind.  I  do  not 
know  what  form  the  proposal  would 
take;  but,  without  binding  myself,  I 
should  look  favourably  on  any  proposal 
to  carry  out  my  hon.  Friend's  ODJect. 

Vr.  Chaplin 


Mb.  W.  FOWLEB  wished  to  meotioii 
one  other  case,  not  mentioned  by  the 
Prime  Minister.  Let  them  take  the 
case  of  a  man  owning  a  lot  of  waite 
land,  and  making  it  fit  to  be  farmed  bj 
good  tenants.  That  was  a  case  vetr 
well  known  in  some  parts  of  Lreland, 
and  it  was  well  worth  the  con8ideratio& 
of  the  Prime  Minister.  The  landlord 
would  have  bought  up  the  tenant  right, 
or  it  would  never  have  existed,  his  own 
money  having  brought  about  aU  ths 
improvements.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  press  the  Amendment  to  a 
division. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  wish  to  withdraw  this  Mo- 
tion? 

Mb.  H.  B.  BBAND :  Yee. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
think  we  ought  clearly  to  undentaod 
the  position  in  which  we  shall  leave  this 
subject.  Do  we  understand  that  the 
Government  decidedly  promise  to  accept 
an  Amendment  on  this  question  ?  [''  No, 
no ! "]  Then,  as  I  understand  it,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stroud  is  going  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment  without  mak- 
ing provision  for  the  classes  he  desires 
to  protect.  The  object  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  for  Stroud  is  to  meet  certain  cases 
in  which  the  future  tenants  might  oome 
in,  not  by  purchase  from  the  present 
tenant,  but  under  certain  circumstances, 
such  as  the  landlord  letting  the  demesne 
which  he  has  held,  or  cases  in  which 
the  landlord,  having  bought  up  the 
tenant  right,  afterwards  wished  to  re- 
let. As  I  understood  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, he  suggested  that  these  cases  might 
be  met  in  the  future  by  Amendments ; 
but  we  wish  to  know  are  they  really  to 
be  met,  or  is  the  matter  to  stand  over 
in  an  indefinite  way  without  any  promise 
or  understanding  at  all ;  and,  if  so,  is  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stroud  content  with 
that  condition  of  affairs  ?  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  hon.  Member  made  out  a 
case  which  is  one  very  deserving  of  con- 
sideration— a  case  which  we  know  does 
arise  in  Lreland.  I  suppose  every  hon. 
Member  who  has  friends  in  Ireland  can 
point  to  cases  where  that  is  so— where 
the  landlord  has  thought  it  to  be  the 
best  way  to  mana^  his  estate  never  to 
allow  a  tenant  right  to  arise,  and  in 
which  he  has  made  sacrifices  of  money 
which  he  might  have  received  as  airean 
of  rent  had  he  allowed  the  incoming 
tenant  to  pay  the  outgoing  tenant  I 
understand  that  you  detire  to  pioteot 
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the  landlords  who  wish  to  carry  on  their 
estates  on  that  principle  under  the 
operation  of  this  Bill.  The  Amend- 
ment is  g^yen  up ;  but  we  should  have  a 
dear  understanding  as  to  what  is  to  be 
put  in  its  place. 

Mb.  n.  B.  BRAND  said,  there  was 
an  Amendment  lower  down  standing  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Meath  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sulliyan) ;  and 
if  that  was  agreed  to,  he  (Mr.  Brand) 
proposed  to  bring  up  a  clause  excluding 
the  cases  mentioned.  He  understood 
from  the  Prime  Minister  that  that 
Amendment  would  be  fayourablj  con- 
sidered by  the  Goyemment,  although 
they  could  not  commit  themselyes  to  a 
promise  to  accept  it. 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

The  chairman  called  upon  the 
Attorney  (General  for  Ireland  to  move 
the  next  Amendment. 

Db.  C0MMIN8  rose 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  must  trust  to  the  Chairman  for  call- 
ing an  Amendment  in  its  right  place. 
The  hon.  Oentleman  who  rose  will  pre- 
sently find  himself  fully  protected. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  his  was 
merely  a  verbal  Amendment.  If  they 
looked  at  the  clause  they  would  see  that 
the  word  ''tenancy  "  was  used  twice,  and 
in  each  case  in  a  different  sense. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1, 
line  7,  leare  out  ''tenancy,"  and  insert 
"  holding." — (^Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  chairman  said,  the  next 
Amendment  in  order  stood  in  the  name 
of  Dr.  Commins. 

Db.  commins  said,  he  intended  to 
move  the  omission  of  the  words  "to 
which  this  Act  applies,"  in  order  to  sub- 
stitute the  words  "  not  hereinafter  spe- 
cially excepted."  The  Amendment  would 
add  nothing  to  the  meaning  of  the  Bill 
as  the  Committee  understood  it.  He  be- 
liered  the  intention  of  the  Bill  was  that 
it  should  apply  to  eyery  tenancy  not 
specially  excepted,  but  that  was  not  ex- 
pressed. It  might  naturally  be  expected 
that  somewhere  in  the  Bill  there  would 
be  an  enumeration  of  the  tenancies  to 
which  the  Bill  applied ;  but  nowhere  in 
the  Bill  did  sucn  an  enumeration  exist 
of  the  tenancies  to  which  the  Art  would 


apply.  K  they  went  carefully  through 
the  Bill  they  would  find  that,  at  all 
eyents,  it  would  greatly  puzzle  a  non- 
professional person,  and,  he  belieyed, 
eyen  a  professional  man,  to  tmderstand 
what  the  tenancies  were  that  were  in- 
tended. He  could  only  find  two  or  three 
clauses  which  specially  applied  the  Act 
to  any  particular  class  of  tenancies ;  and 
unless  this  Amendment  were  inserted  it 
would  be  doubtful  whether  the  Act  would 
apply  at  all  to  one  class  which  was,  pro- 
bably, thelargest  class  in  Ireland.  Take 
the  tenancies  implied  in  Clause  8.  Be- 
fore the  landlord  demanded  an  increase 
of  rent  it  might  be  asked  whether  or  not 
the  Act  appUed  to  tenancies  where  the 
tenant  was  satisfied  with  the  rent  and  the 
landlord  was  satisfied  with  the  tenancy  ? 
If  the  landlord  made  no  demand,  he  be- 
lieyed the  Act  would  not  apply  to  the  ten- 
ancy at  all ;  and,  therefore,  such  tenancy 
would  not  be  one  that  would  fall  within 
the  present  section,  and  the  tenant  would 
haye  no  right  to  sell  the  holding.  To 
preyent  such  a  doubt  existing  which 
might  afterwards  lead  to  endless  litiga- 
tion, and  mar  the  effect  of  the  Act,  he 
suggested  to  add  the  words — "  Eyery 
tenancy  not  specially  excepted  from  the 
proyisions  of  this  Act." 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  1,  line  7,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  to 
which  this  Act  applies/*  and  insert ''  not  here- 
inafter specially  excepted  firom  the  provisioni  of 
this  Act." — (^Dr,  Commim.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
CI 


ause. 


f> 


Mb.  QLADSTONE:  I  am  not  quite 
sure  of  the  necessity  of  these  words; 
but,  on  the  whole,  I  think  that  they 
tend  to  make  the  matter  clearer.  They 
do  not  alter  the  meaning  and  intention 
of  the  clause. 

Mb.  WABTON  thought  the  Amend- 
ment might  be  slightly  improyed  by 
omitting  the  last  words.  "  ^ot  herein- 
after specially  excepted  "  would  be  quite 
enough. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  WABTON  moyed,  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Boscommon  (Dr.  Commins), 
to  omit  the  words  "  from  the  proyisions 
of  this  Act." 
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Amendment  proposed,  to  omitfrom  the 
proposed  Amendment  the  words  "  from 
the  provisions  of  this  Act."  —  {Mr, 
Warton,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Amendment." 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  thought  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton)  might  have  the  effect  of  intro- 
ducing an  unnecessary  ambiguity. 

Me.  warton  said,  he  certainly  did 
not  agree  with  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General. 

Me.  GIBSON  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  defer  the  consideration  of  the 
proposal  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Warton)  until  they  came  to  the 
exceptions  at  the  end  of  the  Bill.  If  the 
matter  had  not  by  that  time  been  made 
quite  clear,  it  could  be  further  con- 
sidered. 

Amendment  to  proposed  Amendment, 
by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  OHAIEMAN  :  The  next  Amend- 
ment in  order  is  in  the  name  of  Mr. 
Bamsay. 

Me.  BAMSAY  said,  he  understood 
that  the  Prime  Minister  intended  to  re- 
port Progress  at  12  o'clock ;  and  as  that 
hour  had  almost  been  reached,  and  the 
Amendment  he  (Mr.  Bamsay)  intended 
to  propose  would  require  a  lengthened 
explanation,  he  would  move  to  report 
Progress. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Mr.  lUmsay.) 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  time  at 
the  di^>osal  of  the  Committee  had  been 
so  dreadfully  out  into  in  the  early  part 
of  the  evening  that  he  was  in  hopes  his 
hon.  Friend  would  not  have  taken  off 
another  slice  at  the  end  of  the  evenine. 
If  his  hon.  Friend  would  kindly  state  his 
case  before  the  Committee  reported  Pro- 
gress it  might  be  useful. 

Me.  GIBSON  thought  the  Amend- 
ment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Falkirk 
(Mr.  Bamsay)  was  capable  of  being 
moved  in  a  very  short  time  and  in  a 
very  !bw  sentences ;  but  it  must  neces- 
earily  lead  to  some  discussion. 


Ms.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  no 
wish  to  prevent  discussion. 

Me.  GIBSON  thought  that,  under  aU 
the  circumstances,  it  would  perhaps  be 
most  convenient  that  the  hon.  Member 
should  open  the  day  with  the  Amend- 
ment.   

Me.  HEALY  understood  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  accepted  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bos- 
common  (Dr.  Commins).  He  thought 
they  ought  to  go  a  step  further,  and  in- 
clude the  ordinary  tenancies  under  the 
Act.  The  ordinary  tenants,  as  the  Bill 
was  now  drawn,  did  not  g^t  a  sngle 
bit  of  benefit  ftom  it,  and  he  saw  no 
reason  why  they  should  be  restricted. 
He  had  himself  an  Amendment  to  move, 
the  object  of  which  was  to  applv  this 
clause,  subject  to  any  such  conaitions 
as  were  in  the  Act  declared  to  be  statu- 
tory conditions.  His  point  was,  that  if 
they  only  accepted  the  hon.  Member  for 
Boscommon's  Amendment  they  would 
still  exclude  tenants  who  were  under 
ordinary  conditions.  If  the  Bill  stood 
as  it  was  drawn,  ordinary  tenants  would 
get  no  benefit  from  it ;  but  it  would  take 
away  the  few  benefits  from  them  which 
they  now  possessed. 

SiE  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
if  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  intended  to  proceed  that  night 
with  his  Motion  in  regard  to  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  ?  

LoED  FBEDEBICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  did  not,  if  it  was  likely  to  lead 
to  any  discussion. 

Sm  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  should  oppose  the  Motion  for  report- 
ing Progress,  unless  the  noble  Lord  gave 
a  pledge  that  he  would  not  bring  the 
Motion  on  at  that  hour  of  the  morning. 
It  was  simply  playing  with  the  House  to 
attempt  to  subvert  the  ordinary  Bules  of 
the  House  at  that  hour  of  the  night. 

The  OHAIBMAN  :  That  is  a  ques- 
tion which  is  not  at  present  before  the 
House. 

SiE  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF  in- 
timated that  he  should  challenge  the 
Motion  for  reporting  Progress. 

LoED  BANDOLPH  CHUBCHTLL 
wished  to  point  out,  with  all  respect,  that 
the  question  of  reporting  Progress  had 
a  great  deal  to  do  with  the  Business  that 
was  to  be  taken  afterwards.  It  was 
understood  that  Progress  was  to  be  re- 

Sorted  at  12  o'clock,  because  the  Prime 
[inister  was  anxious  to  ask  for  a  Yotm 
of  Credit ;  but  it  was  not  understood 
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that  they  were  to  report  Progress  to  en- 
able the  GoTemment  to  bring  on  the 
qaestion  of  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply  on  Mondays  compulsorily  with- 
out an  opportunity  beinc^  afforded  for 
discussing  any  previous  Motion. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  noble  Lord  need  be  under  no 
alarm ;  he  would  not  proceed  with  the 
Motion  of  which  he  had  g^yen  Notice. 

Qaestion  put,  and  agreed  to. 


Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit  again 
Tc-morrotCf  at  Two  of  the  dodc. 

SUPPLY  — CIVIL   SERVIC^   AND 
REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 

FXTRTHEE  VOTB  ON   ACCOUNT. 

Supply — amsidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

<*  That  a  farther  8am,  not  exceeding  £2, 54 1 ,300, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or 
towards  defraying  the  Charge  for  the  following 
C^ril  Services  ana  Revenue  Departments  for  the 
year  ending  on  the  31  st  day  of  March  1882, 
viz : — 

CIVIL  SERVICES. 
Class  I. — Public  Works   and   Build- 

U7GS. 

Qreat  Britain : — 

£ 

Fumitore  of  Public  Offices  . .             . .  600 

Revenue  Department  Buildings         . .  35,000 

County  Court  Buildings                      . .  7,000 

Metropolitan  Police  Courts  . .             . .  1,000 

EOiariff  Court  Houses,  Scotland          . .  1 ,000 

Kew  Courts  of  Justice,  &c.  . .  16,000 

Surveys  of  the  United  Kingdom        . .  20,000 

Science  and  Art  Department  Buildings  600 

British  Museum  Buildings  ..             ..  1,000 

Natural  History  Museum     ..             ..  10,000 

Edinburgh  University  Buildings       ..  -    - 

Harbours,  Ac.  under  Board  of  Trade  1 ,000 
Bates  on  Government  Property  (Great 

Britain  and  Ireland)          . .             . .  60,000 

Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade  • .             . .  2,600 

Ireland: — 

Public  Buildings    . .  16,000 

Science  and  Art  Buildings,  Dublin    . .         -    - 
Shannon  Navigation  1,600 

Abroad: — 

Laghthousee  Abroad  . .  1 ,000 

Diplomatio  and  Consular  Buildings  . .       2,000 

Cla8«  II. — Sajjuuks  and  £xpxns£s  of 
Giyil  Depabtmints. 


England: — 

HooM  of  Lords,  Offices 
House  of  Coamioos,  Offices . . 


£ 

4,000 
4,000 


10,000 

16,000 
12,000 
18,000 

10,000 
600 

20,000 


Treasury,    including    Parliamentary 

Counsel 
Home  Office  and  Subordinate  Depart- 
ments . . 
Foreign  Office 
Colonial  Office 
Privy  Council  Office  and  Subordinate 

Departments 
Privy  Seal  Office   .. 
Board  of  Trade  and  Subordinate  De- 
partments .. 
Clmrity  Commission    (including   En- 
dowed Schools  Department)  . .       6,000 
CivU  Service  Commission     . .  . .       4,000 

Copyhold,  Inolosure,  and  Tithe  Com- 
mission ..  ..  ..       3,000 

Liclosure  and  Drainage  Acts  Expenses       2,000 
Excheouer  and  Audit  Department     . .      16,000 
Frien(Uy  Societies,  Registry  ..        1,000 

Local  Ghovemment  Boimi     . .  . .     26,000 

Lunacy  Commission  . .  . .       2,600 

Mint  (including  Coinage)    . .  . .       6,000 

National  Debt  Office  . .  . .       2,000 

Patent  Office  ..  .»  ..       4,600 

Paymaster  General*s  Office  . .  . .       4,600 

Public  Works  Loan  CommisBion        . .  700 

Record  Office         . .  . .  . .       3.000 

Rc^strar  (General's  Office  (induding 
Census)  ..  ..  ..      16,000 

Statione^  and  Printing       . .  . .      80,000 

Woods,  Forests,  &c.,  Offioe  of  . .       4,000 

Works  and  PubUc  BuUdings,  Office  of  7,000 
Secret  Service        ..  ..  ..       2,000 

Scotland:— 

Exchequer  and  other  Offices              . .  600 

Fishery  Board       ..            ••            ..  1,000 

Lunacy  Commission             . .            . .  600 

^gistrar  General^s  Office  (including 

Census)               ..             ..             ..  6,000 

Board  of  Supervision           ..            ..  1,000 

Ireland : — 

X^rd  Lieutenant*s  Household            . .  600 

Chief  Secretary's  Office  . .  3,000 
Charitable   Donations    and   Bequests 

Office    ..                           ..            ..  100 

Ijocal  Government  Board     . .            . .  20,000 

Public  Works  Office             ..             ..  2,000 

Record  Office          . .             . .             . .  600 

Registrar  General's  Office  (including 

Census)               ..             ..             ..  6,000 

Valuation  and  Boundary  Survey       . .  2,000 

Class  HI. — Law  and  Jusnox. 

England : —  £ 

Law  Charges                                      ..  7,000 

Public  Prosecutor's  Office    . .            . .  600 

Criminal  Proeecutions          . .             . .  16,000 

Chancery  Divinon,  High  Court  of  Jus- 
tice   ..             ..             ..             ..  26,000 

Central  Office  of  the  Supreme  Court, 

&c.        ..             ..             ..             ..  16,000 

Probate  &c.  Registries,  High  Court  of 

Justice . .                           . .             . .  6,000 

Admiralty  Registry,  High  Court   of 

Justice                ..             ..             ..  600 

Wreck  Commission               ..             ..  1,000 

Bankruptcy  Court  (London)              . .  6,000 

County  Courts        ..                           ..  20,000 

Land  Keffjstr}'  600 

Revising  Barristers,  England  -    - 

Police  Coorts  (Locidoo  and  Sbeenicss)  1,000 
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60,000 


Metropolitan  Police  . . 

Comity  and  Borough   Police,    Great 

Britain 
Convict  Establishments   in    England 

and  the  Colonies 
Prisons,  England  . . 
Keformator^  and  Industrial  Schools, 

Great  Britain 
Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum 

Scotland : — 
Lord  Advocate,  and  Criminal  Proceed. 

lU^o  ••  ••  ••  •• 

Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  . . 
Register  House  Departments 
Prisons,  Scotland  . . 

Ireland : — 

Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecu- 
tions    . .  . .  . .  •  • 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 

Court  of  Bankruptcy 

Admiralty  Court  Registry   . . 

Registry  of  Deeds 

Registry  of  Judgments 

County  Court  Officers,  &c.  . . 

Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  (including* 
Police  Courts)     . , 

Constabulary 

Prisons,  Ireland     .. 

Reformatoxy  and  Industrial  Schools  . . 

Dundrum  (jriminal  Lunatic  Asylum  . . 


1,000 

20,000 
60,000 


2,000 


6,000 

6,000 

2,000 

10,000 


10,000 

16.000 

1,600 

100 

2,000 

600 

10,000 

30,000 

220,000 

26,000 

20,000 

600 


Glass   IY. — ^Eduoatiok,   Soienoe,   and 

Abt. 

England :—  £ 

Public  Education  ..             ..  ..  400,000 

Science  and  Art  Department  . .  60,000 

British  Museum     . .             . .  . .  16,000 

National  Gallery    ..             ..  ..  2,000 

National  Portrait  Gallery    ..  ..  300 

Learned  Societies,  &o.          . .  . .  6,000 

London  University               . .  . .  2,000 

Deep  Sea  Exploring  Expedition  (Re- 
port)    ..             ,.             ..  ..  1,000 

Sydney  and  Melbourne  International 

Exhibitions         ..             ..  ..  1,000 

Scotland: — 

Public  Education  ••            ..  ..  80,000 

Universities,  &o.    . .             . .  . .  2,000 

National  Gallery    . .            . .  . ,  -    . 

Ireland: — 

Public  Education  ..             ..  ..  130,000 

Teachers*  Pension  Office      . .  . .  100 

Endowed  Schools  Commissionors  ..  100 

National  Gallery   . .             . .  . .  300 

Queen's  University               . .  . .  600 

Royal  University   . .             . .  . .  200 

Queen's  Colleges   . .            . .  . .  2,000 

Royal  Irish  Academy           . .  . .  300 

Glass  V. — ^Fokbigk  akd  Golonial 
Sebyioes. 

£ 

Diplomatic  Services              . .  . .  30,000 

Consular  Services  . .            . .  . .  60,000 

Suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade  . .  600 

Tonnage  Bounties,  Ac.        . .  . .  1,600 

Suez  Canal  (Britidi  Directors)  . .  -    - 


Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid 

Orange  River  Territory  and  St.  Helena 

Subsidies  to  Telegraph  Companies     . . 


6,000 
600 


Class  VI. — Non-Effective  akd  CeAmi- 
TABLE  Services  akd  Hetibsd  Ajllow- 

AKOES,  AKD  ObATXJITIES  FObGhARITABLS 

AKD  OTHER  PtTRPOSES. 

t 
Superannuation   and    Retired  Allow- 
ances   . .  . .    100,000 

Merchant   Seamen's   Fund  Pensiona, 

&c.        ••  ••  ••  6,000 

Relief  of  Distressed  British  Seamen 

Abroad  ..  2,000 

Pauper  Lunatics,  England  •  •  . .        1,000 

Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland  • .  . .        1,000 

Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland     . .  10,000 

Hospitals  and  Infirmaries,  Ireland     , .        1,600 
Friendly  Societies  Deficiency  . .         -    - 

Miscellaneous   Charitable    and    other 

Allowances,  Great  Britain 
Misoellaneous   Charitable    and   other 
Allowances,  Ireland 

Glass  YII. — Misoellakeous. 

Temporary  Commissions 
Miscellaneous  Expenses 


600 
600 


I 

6,000 
600 


Total  for  Civil  Bervioee 


£1,961,300 


REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 


Customs  . .  •  • 

Inland  Revenue 

Post  Office 

Post  Office  Packet  Service 

Post  Office  Telegraphs 


£ 

100,000 
60,000 
200,000 
100.000 
100,000 


Total  for  the  Revenue  Depart- 
ments      . .  . .  £680,000 


Grand  Total 


£2,641,300** 


Sir  STAFFORD  NOBTHOOTE 
asked  if  it  was  intended  to  take  Sapplj 
before  the  Land  Bill  was  finally  ais- 
posed  of,  or  was  it  intended  to  suspend 
Supply  while  the  Land  Bill  was  before 
the  House  ?  He  was  anxious  to  know 
what  the  condition  of  the  House  was. 
So  far,  they  had  taken  very  few  Yotoc 
in  Supply. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  very 
difficult  for  the  Qoyemment  to  jud^ 
what  time  the  Land  Bill  would  take  in 
Gommittee.  Lideed,  it  was  extremely 
difficult ;  andy  therefore,  he  was  unable 
to  giro  any  authoritative  answer  in  re* 
ference  to  Supply.  He  certainly  did  not 
expect  to  make  any  great  progress  in 
Supply  until  the  Land  Bill  was  got  rid 
of;  and  after  that  was  done  Supply  would 
be  regularly  proceeded  with. 
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SikH.DEUMMOND  WOLFF  wished 
to  put  a  Queetion  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  in  reference 
to  the  order  of  Business.  There  were 
sereral  Bills  put  down  constantly  which 
he  did  not  believe  the  Government  had 
any  intention  of  bringing  on ;  but  the 
fact  that  they  were  down  on  the  Paper 
gave  a  great  deal  of  trouble  to  hon. 
Members.  For  instance,  there  were  the 
Parliamentary  Elections  Bill  and  the 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill.  He  did  not 
think  the  Government  ought  to  put  down 
Bills  of  such  importance  unless  they  in- 
tended to  bring  them  on.  Night  after 
night  he  saw  the  Parliamentary  Oaths 
Bui  on  the  Paper.  There  was  no  neces- 
aity  for  this,  as  there  could  be  very  little 
intention  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
of  proceeding  with  it  at  once,  and  he  was 
certain  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  no 
wish  to  carry  it  forward  in  an  under- 
hand way. 

ThbCHAERMAN:  Questions  relating 
to  the  Orders  of  the  Day  can  only  be 
asked  in  the  House,  and  not  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply. 

Sib  H.  DRXJMMOND  WOLFF  would, 
under  these  circumstances,  move  to  re- 
port Process,  so  that  he  might  be  able 
to  put  this  Question. 

The  chairman  :  That  would  still 
be  an  irregular  course.  The  Question 
which  the  hon.  Member  proposes  to  ask 
can  only  be  put  in  the  House  with  the 
Speaker  in  the  Chair. 

Me.  T.  COLLINS  said,  they  could  not 
have  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair  unless 
they  reported  Progress ;  and  as  it  was 
desirable  that  they  should  report  Pro- 
gress, in  order  to  have  the  Speaker  in 
the  Chair,  he  would  second  the  Motion 
for  reporting  Progpress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Sir  E. 
Drumwumd  Wolff.) 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  did  not 
understand  one  of  the  phrases  made  use 
of  by  the  Prime  Minister.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  Supply  would 
be  taken  when  'Uhe  bulk  of  our  work 
on  the  Land  Bill  was  concluded ;  "  but 
he  had  not  made  it  clear  whether  he  re- 
ferred to  the  work  in  Committee,  or  to 
the  work  which  the  House  would  have 
to  do  on  the  third  reading. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  in  some  cases 
work  atriotly  analagous  to  work  in  Com- 


mittee went  over  to  the  Report.  If  that 
were  so  in  the  present  case,  he  should 
include  the  sta^e  of  Report  in  the  ex- 
pression he  had  used. 

Mb.  GORST  asked  if  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister  could  give  the  House  any  pros- 
pect of  a  discussion  on  the  state  of 
affairs  in  the  Transvaal?  A  great  deal 
of  reticence  had  been  exercised  in  con- 
nection with  this  subject  in  order  not  to 
cause  the  Government  embarrassment  in 
the  position  in  which  they  were  placed  ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be 
conscious  that  the  state  of  affairs  in  the 
Transvaal  were  extremely  serious,  and 
that  many  hon.  Members  who  desired  to 
see  the  undertakings  of  the  Government 
carried  out  were  very  anxious  with  re- 
gard to  the  Transvaal  question.  He 
trusted  the  Government  would  appoint 
an  early  day  for  the  discussion  of  the 
Motion  which  stood  upon  the  Paper. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  answer 
he  had  given  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  was  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  coidd  not  appoint 
a  day  for  discussion  on  his  Motion  until 
the  labours  of  the  Commission  were 
completed.  A  telegram  had  been  re- 
ceived that  day,  stating  that  the  work 
of  the  Commission  had  beg^un,  and  he 
presumed,  when  it  was  completed,  the* 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  renew  his  ap- 
plication to  the  Government.  The  answer 
to  that  application  would  depend  on  one 
consideration.  The  desire  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  was  that  the  discus- 
sion should  be  taken  as  soon  as  it  could 
be  proceeded  with  without  detriment  to 
the  Public  Service;  but  their  decision 
must  be  founded  on  the  actual  progpress 
of  the  Commission  in  its  work. 

Captaik  AYLMER  understood  that 
the  Estimates  would  be  postponed  to 
the  end  of  the  Session,  when  most  hon. 
Members  were  out  of  town.  He  had 
given  a  great  deal  of  attention  to  the 
various  items  of  Supply  last  year,  and 
had  frequently  addressed  the  Committee 
when  scarcely  40  Members  were  present 
in  the  House,  owing  to  the  Estimates 
having  been  introduced  at  so  late  a 
period  of  the  Session.  There  could  be 
no  doubt  that  the  postponement  of  Supply 
to  the  last  days  of  the  Session  was  most 
injurious  to  the  interests  of  the  Public 
Service. 

Eabl  PERCY  said,  as  Supply  was 
the  special  work  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, it  was  very  important  that  the 
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Votes  should  be  fully  discussed.  Al- 
though it  was  disagreeable  to  those  who 
had  no  right  to  speak  with  authority  on 
the  course  of  Business  to  mention  the 
subject,  yet  he  thought  hon.  Members 
had  a  right  to  know  whether,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  occupants  of  both  Front 
Benches,  the  course  proposed  to  be  fol- 
lowed in  the  case  of  the  Civil  Service 
Estimates  was  for  the  interest  of  the 
country.  Was  it  for  the  interest  of  the 
Public  Service  that  a  second  Vote  should 
be  taken  on  account,  and  that  all  consi- 
deration of  the  Estimates  should  be  rele- 
gated to  a  period  when  there  could  be 
no  possible  opportunity  for  full  discus- 
sion? 

Me.  ONSLOW  asked,  whether  the 
Prime  Minister  would  appoint  a  Morn- 
ing Sitting  on  an  early  day  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Indian  Budget?  He 
also  wished  to  know  whether  the  Parlia- 
mentary Oaths  Bill  was  intended  to  be 
postponed  until  after  the  third  reading, 
or  when  the  Report  of  the  Irish  Land 
Bill  was  taken  ? 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  hoped 
the  Prime  Minister  would  give  a  satis- 
factory answer  as  to  the  course  of  Public 
Business  to  hon.  Members  who  had  just 
spoken  above  the  Gangway.  He  consi- 
dered the  conduct  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  Supply  was  deserving  of 
severe  animadversion.  On  Friday  night 
last,  the  Gt)vemment  waited  until  1 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  then,  having 
two  Notices  on  the  Paper  with  regard 
to  Supply — namely,  the  1st  and  2nd 
Classes  of  the  Civil  Service  Estimates  and 
the  10th  Vote  of  the  Army  Estimates — 
the  noble  Lord  the  Financial  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  intimated  that  it  was  a 

freat  deal  too  late  to  agree  to  the  Civil 
ervice  Estimates  at  that  hour.  Now, 
these  two  classes,  in  their  entirety,  did 
not  amount  to  so  large  a  sum  as  the 
single  Army  Vote,  which  was  for 
£3.500,000.  This  latter  sum  was  voted 
when  there  were  scarcely  40  Members 
present,  although  it  seemed  to  provide 
for  almost  all  the  Military  Administra- 
tion, and  amounted  to  nearly  one-third 
of  the  total  Effective  Vote  for  the  Army 
Service.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  told  the 
Committee  that  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  the  sum  should  be  voted  at 
once.  But  it  must  be  palpable  to  any- 
one acquainted  with  me  facts  of  the 
case  that  such  a  representation  was  ab- 

£arl  P0rey 


surd — that  before  two  months  of  the 
financial  year  had  expired  the  War 
Office  could  require  nearly  one-half  ol 
the  whole  amount  of  the  Military  Esti- 
mates for  the  year.  Yet,  upon  that  re- 
presentation of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Committee  was  induced  to  vote  a 
sum  which  made  up  a  total  of  nearly 
£8,000,000  on  account  of  the  Army 
Estimates.  He  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor] 
and  one  or  two  hon.  Members  opposed 
this  Vote  upon  the  principle  that  it  was 
unfair  to  the  country  and  the  House  of 
Commons  to  bring  forward  as  matters  of 
urgency  Votes  on  Acooont  which  at  that 
time  of  the  financial  ye&r  could  not  pos- 
sibly be  required.  He  should  to  the 
utmost  of  his  power  always  oppose  the 
voting  of  public  money  in  this  manner. 
On  the  present  occasion,  therefore,  he 
should  ask  Her  Majesty's  Gh>vemment 
to  give  the  House  an  assurance  that 
they  would  not  do  what  had  so  often 
been  done  before— namely,  put  off  the 
Committee  of  Supply  to  the  end  of  the 
Session,  when  nothing  like  serious  dis- 
cussion or  examination  of  the  Estimates 
would  be  practicable.  He  remembered 
the  Prime  Minister  admitting,  in  his 
place,  that  he  would  be  very  g&d  to  see 
the  Estimates  thoroughly  canvassed,  and 
that  he  did  not  ihiSk  they  had  always 
received  the  attention  which  they  de- 
served. It  was  perfectly  useless  to  make 
observations  of  that  kind  if  he  so  ma- 
naged the  Public  Business  that  these 
Votes  should  not  be  brought  before  the 
House  until  the  Session  was  nearly  at 
an  end.  For  these  reasons,  he  joined 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Maid- 
stone (Captain  Ayimer}  in  the  repre- 
sentations ne  had  made. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  said,  the 
Prime  Minister  stated,  at  the  beginning  of 
the  Session,  that  he  proposed  to  take  a  Vote 
on  Accoimt  for  three  months  ;  but,  upon 
his  offering  opposition  to  the  Motion,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  consented  to  reduce 
the  amount  asked  for  to  two  months' 
Supply.  At  the  same  time,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that  in  consequence  of 
the  pressure  of  Business,  owing  to  the 
long  debates  on  the  Protection  of  Person 
and  Property  (Ireland)  Bill  and  the 
Arms  Bill,  he  would  very  likely  have  to 
ask  the  House  to  give  another  Vote  on 
Account  before  he  went  into  Committee 
of  Supply.  This  Vote  of  two  months' 
Supply  was  readily  granted,  and  it  was 
also  understood  that,  under  peculiar  cir- 
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oamstances,  the  House  would  not  object 
tp  the  further  demand  which  was  now 
made.  But  he  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross) 
hoped  it  was  clear  that  there  would  be 
no  further  Vote  on  Account  after  the 
present,  and  that  the  GoTernment  would, 
in  the  course  of  the  next  six  weeks, 
bring  forward  the  Estimates  from  time  to 
time.  He  could  not  help  thinking  that 
it  the  Government  put  a  little  pressure 
upon  their  Friends  on  Friday  evenings 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  making  a 
satisfactory  arrangement.  The  late  Go- 
vernment had  often  been  obliged  to  take 
that  coiirse.  Again,  it  was  very  unsatis- 
faotory  that  the  Estimates  should  be 
brought  on  at  so  late  an  hour.  It  would 
be  remembered  that  when  the  Army 
Estimates  were  proposed  the  Vote  was 
granted  on  the  understanding  that  the 
money  was  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
Public  Service,  and  that  there  would  be 
an  opportunity  given  for  discussing  the 
particular  points  which  hon.  Members 
had  to  raise,  but  which  they  did  not 
then  raise,  upon  the  Vote.  The  late 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Colonel 
Stanley)  sat  up  to  5  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, and,  together  with  other  Members 
of  the  late  Government,  assisted  to  pass 
the  Vote.  When  the  Vote  came  forward 
for  discussion  he  trusted  it  would  be 
brought  on  at  an  earlier  time  than  on 
the  last  occasion,  for  it  was  almost  need- 
less to  say  that  5  o'clock  in  the  morning 
was  not  a  suitable  hour  to  discuss  Votes 
in  Supply. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  admitted  that  it 
was  most  unsMisfaotory  that  Supply 
should  be  taken  either  at  too  late  an 
hour  of  the  night  or  at  too  late  a  period 
of  the  Session ;  but  what  were  the  Go- 
vernment to  do  ?  Two  hours  or  more  of 
every  Government  night  were  consumed 
by  the  Questions  put  to  Ministers.  Those 
Questions  were,  to  a  gpreat  extent,  no 
doubt,  a  consequence  of  the  extreme 
strain  put  upon  private  Members  of  late. 
But  if  the  condition  of  private  Members 
was  bad,  that  of  the  Government  was 
still  worse.  He  could  only  say  they 
would  do  the  best  they  could  under  diffi- 
cult circumstances ;  and  he  hoped  that 
hon.  Members  opposite  would  call  them 
to  account  if  they  did  not  make  a  ju- 
dicious use  of  the  limited  resources  at 
their  disposal. 

Ma.  QOBST  reminded  the  Prime 
Minister  that  in  the  early  part  of  the 
Session  two  hours,  at  least,  were  wasted 


on  each  of  three  successive  nights  beoaues 
sufficient  Votes  in  Committee  of  Supply 
were  not  on  the  Paper,  and  Progpress  was 
reported  very  early. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  on  the  occasion  referred  to 
Progress  was  not  reported  till  close  on 
1 2  o'clock,  and  then  only  because  some 
of  the  Irish  Votes  had  to  be  postponed, 
as  they  were  likely  to  give  rise  to  a 
lengthy  discussion.  It  was  often  com- 
plained that  Supply  was  taken  at  too 
late  an  hour. 

Mh.  SCLATER-BOOTH  pointed  out 
that  if  time  was  wasted  in  putting  Ques- 
tions, time  was  also  wasted  by  the  ridi- 
culous answers  to  those  Questions. 

Mb.  PARNELL  asked  the  Prime 
Minister  if  he  could  not  agree  to  leave 
the  Vote  for  the  Irish  Constabulary  out 
of  the  Votes,  and  so  rescue  those  Irish 
Members  who  thought  as  he  did  from 
an  exceedingly  disagreeable  position? 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Long- 
ford (Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy)  had  a  Motion 
on  the  Paper,  amounting  to  a  Vote  of 
Want  of  Confidence  in  the  Administra- 
tion of  the  Irish  Executive.  There  were 
questions  of  a  very  vital  and  grave 
character  in  reference  to  that  Motion 
which  he  desired  to  bring  before  the 
House,  questions  connected  with  the 
administration  of  the  money  which  they 
were  asked  to  vote  to-night.  He  sup- 
posed he  should  be  told,  if  he  objected 
to  the  granting  of  this  £220,000  with 
which  to  buy  buckshot  for  the  Irish 
Constabulary,  to  be  used  in  shooting 
down  women,  and  children,  and  men  in 
the  West  of  Ireland,  who  were  unable 
to  pay  the  excessive  rents  required  of 
them — he  supposed  he  should  be  told  he 
was  obstructing  the  Land  Bill.  Thev 
could  not  give  this  money  to  the  Irish 
Government  without  a  protest,  and  he 
was  convinced  that  piiblic  opinion  in 
Ireland  would  cheerfully  give  up  a  day 
or  part  of  a  day  from  the  Land  Bill  to 
finish  the  discussion  on  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  the  Land  Bill  could  not 
be  passed  for  a  considerable  time. 
There  were  1,500  Amendments  on  the 
Paper,  and  they  had  taken  two  whole 
days  in  discussing  two  of  them.  It  would 
not  require  a  very  difficult  calculation  to 
ascertain,  if  two  Amendments  took  two 
whole  days,  how  many  days  1,500  Amend- 
ments would  take.  Assuming  that  the 
Amendments  remaining  on  me  Paper 
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were  only  to  take  a  fraction  of  the  time 
occupied  by  the  two  Amendments  already 
disposed  of,  the  Committee  would  admit 
that  they  must  sit,  in  all  probability,  for 
two  months  before  they  could  pass  the 
Bill.  In  the  meantime,  the  Irish  people 
were  to  be  exposed  to  all  the  horrors  of 
what  was  very  little  short  of  martial  law. 
The  Prime  Minister  told  them  they  dare 
not  take  a  division  on  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford ;  he  did  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought 
80  now,  and  he  did  not  think  many  hon. 
Members  thought  so.  They  had  never 
shown  any  fear  to  take  the  opinion  of 
the  House  when  it  was  necessary  or  de- 
sirable. He  believed  every  line  of  the 
speech  the  Chief  Secretary  made  the 
other  day  could  be  answered.  A  friend, 
who  had  seen  the  hon.  Member  for  Tip- 
perary  in  prison,  wired  him  as  follows: — 

"  Mr.  Dillon  wrote  by  last  night*s  post  to  the 
Speaker  complaining  of  being  forcibly  pre- 
vented from  representing  his  constituents,  and 
demanding  an  opportunity  of  repudiating  the 
report  of  speech  made  by  Forster  about  him. 
If  possible,  get  Dillon's  letter  read  to  the 
House." 

Now,  consider  what  their  position  was. 
They  maintained  that  the  charges  which 
had  been  made  by  the  Irish  Government 
against  the  110  men  who  were  now  con- 
fined in  gaol  were  libellous  and  calum- 
nious, and  this  they  could  prove  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  House.  They  could 
prove  that  the  class  of  men  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  said  his  Act  was  in- 
tended to  arrest  had  not  been  arrested, 
and  that  all  the  persons  who  had  been 
arrested  were  men  of  stainless  charac- 
ter ;  they  could  prove  that  the  class  of 
men  who  had  been  arrested  by  the  Go- 
vernment, 80  far  from  being  village 
scoundrels  and  rufEans,  were  men  of  the 
highest  respectability.  What  had  been 
done  in  reference  to  his  friend.  Father 
Sheehy?  The  Chief  Secretary  did  not 
scruple  to  suggest  that  Father  Sheehy, 
an  esteemed  clergyman,  against  whom 
nothing  had  ever  been  brought,  had 
been  guilty  of  an  act  for  which,  had  he 
really  been  guilty,  he  would  have  been 
unfrocked  by  the  discipline  of  his  Church. 
The  Chief  Secretary  suggested  that  Father 
Sheehy  had  taken  part  in  a  violent  and 
secret  agitation,  that  he  had  induced  an 
unlawful  assembly,  and  had,  therefore, 
become  amenable  to  the  law. 

Tna  OHAIEMAN :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  referring  to  a  previous  debate, 

Jir.  Parnell 


and  the  next  Order  of  the  Day  is  one 
which  he  could  legitimately  discnss 
matter.     I  think  he  is  not  regular 
discussing  the  question  upon  a  propd 
for  a  reduction  of  this  Vote.  ~ 

Mr.  PAENELL,  said  he  was  em 
vouring  to  urge  upon  the  Committee 
the  Government  the  propriety  of 
poning  this  Vote  until  they  had 
an  opportunity  of  finishing  the  de 
and  taking  the  judgment  of  the  ~ 
upon  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Me 
for  Longford.  No  one  would  really 
grudge  the  short  time  necessary  for  1 
purpose  of  finishing  the  debate ;  it  col 
not  have  any  appreciable  effect  uponi 
Land  Bill,  for  it  could  not  delay 
passing  of  the  Bill  for  more  than  a  i 
hours.  He  feared,  unless  someth 
was  done  in  the  way  of  relief  much  m 
quickly  than  was  proposed  by  the  ri^ 
hon.  Gentleman,  trouble  might  cc 
which  might  shake  the  whole  of  Ch 
tianity;  they  might  fear  a  serious  cc 
sion  between  police  and  people.  At 
present  time  counsels  were  being  gi 
which  he  had  never  given,  and  wl 
he  had  from  the  commencement  refu 
to  sanction,  and  those  counsels  were  t 
the  people  should  refuse  the  payn 
of  all  rent.  But  if  aggravation  wa 
be  piled  upon  aggravation,  if  the 
vemment  insisted  upon  turning  a  i 
ear  to  the  complaints  of  an  unfortui 
people,  if  the  Government  compe 
them  to  wait  for  several  long  and  an 
months  before  the  Land  Bill  could 
sibly  become  law,  could  they  be 
prised  if  the  people  listened  to  men 
were  more  advanced,  and  if  they  soi 
protection  in  the  only  possible  way  c 
to  them,  and  that  was  by  starving 
the  land  lands  by  refusing  paymen 
all  rents?  He  entreated  the  Prime 
nister  to  relieve  the  Irish  Membei 
the  difficulty,  and  not  to  insist  upon 
Vote  for  the  Irish  Constabulary  i 
an  opportunity  was  afforded  thei 
putting  their  case  properly  before 
country,  and  this  they  would  hav* 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
tin  McCarthy). 

Question   put,    **That    the   Vot 
agreed  to." 

Mr.  T.  COLLINS  rose  to  Order 
Motion  had  been  made  to  report 
gross,  and  had  not  yet  been  withdr 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF 
he  would  be  willing  to  withdraw 
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Motion  if  he  obtained  a  satisfactory 
answer  from  the  GoTemment  upon  the 
point  he  had  raised. 

Mr.  E.  N.  fowler  said,  of  late  the 
practice  had  grown  up  of  reading  to  the 
Mouse  Notices  of  Questions.  Questions, 
he  thought,  might  very  well  be  handed 
in  to  the  Clerk  at  the  Table.  His  chief 
object,  however,  in  rising  was  to  suggest 
that  Questions,  except  on  special  occa- 
sions, should  not  be  put  on  GoTemment 
nights.  Time  was  of  comparatively  little 
importance  on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays, 
ana  might  be  spent  in  Questions. 

Mb.  T.  COLLINS  disapproved  of  the 
latter  suggestion.  It  appeared  to  him 
that,  inasmuch  as  the  Government  had 
deprived  private  Members  of  nearly  all 
the  time  understood  to  be  at  their  dis- 
posal, Questions  ou^ht  to  be  put  on  Go- 
vernment nights  only. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  could  not  under- 
stand how  it  was  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment appropriated  the  greater  part  of 
the  time  of  the  House,  for  not  only  now, 
but  for  a  long  time  past,  three  times  as 
many  Questions  as  formerly  were  put  to 
Ministers,  necessarily  occupying  a  con- 
siderable time.  The  Vote  now  under 
discussion  was  simply  to  enable  the  Go- 
vernment to  fulfil  the  obligations  of  the 
State  in  the  shape  of  the  payment  of  the 
servants  of  the  State.  When  a  Vote  was 
required  to  cover  the  financial  year,  the 
whole  subject  could  be  discussed. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  could  not 
reconcile  the  statement  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister with  the  fact  that  of  the  total  cost 
of  £915,000  for  the  County  and  Borough 
Police  in  Great  Britain  the  Government 
only  proDosed  to  take  £2,000,  or  l-450th 
part;  while  besides  £220,000  already 
granted  for  the  Irish  Constabulary,  they 
now  wished  another  £220,000,  or  more 
than  one-fourth  of  the  total  Vote  of 
£1,192,000. 

Lord  FBEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
explained  that  the  smallness  of  the  Eng- 
lish Vote  was  owing  to  the  fact  that  a 
large  proportion  of  the  cost  of  the  Eng- 
lish Police  was  paid  out  of  the  rates. 
The  payments  in  England  from  the 
Exchequer  were  made  provisionally; 
but  the  whole  cost  of  the  Irish  Con- 
stabulary was  paid  by  the  Exchequer, 
and  at  once. 

Mb.  HICKS  wished  to  know  why  so 
many  Orders  were  placed  on  the  Paper  ? 
and  referred  to  the  fgpreat  inconvenience 
private  Members  were  put  to  by  not 


knowing  what  Business  would  come 
before  the  House.  As  an  instance,  he 
mentioned  that  the  Parliamentary  Oaths 
Bill,  which  had  been  off  the  Paper,  had 
now  been  put  on  again ;  and  he  asked 
what  use  it  w€is  for  the  Government  to 
put  down  Notices  which  they  had  no  in- 
tention of  taking  ? 

Sm  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  ex- 
pressed his  willingness,  after  the  expla- 
nation of  the  Prime  Minister,  to  with- 
draw his  Motion. 

Mr.  PARNELL  inquired  how  he 
could  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  for  the 
Constabulary  ? 

The  chairman  :  By  a  Motion  to 
reduce  the  whole  sum. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  further  sum,  not  exceeding  £2,321,300 
bo  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or 
towards  defraying  the  chaige  for  the  following 
C'ivil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments  for  the 
year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1882." — 
{Mr  Famell.) 

Mb.  HEALY  wished  to  call  attention 
to  the  arrest  of  a  man  named  Murray. 

The  chairman  :  I  do  not  see  that 
that  subject  is  properly  before  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  HEALY :  Can  I  raise  it  on  the 
Vote  for  Prisons  ? 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  rose  to 
a  point  of  Order,  and  asked,  whether,  if 
the  Vote  was  now  taken,  it  would  be  com- 
petent to  any  Member  to  reduce  it  by 
the  amount  for  Secret  Service  ? 

TheCHAIEMAN:  It  would  be  com- 
potent  to  an  hon.  Member  to  reduce  the 
sum  by  a  substantial  amount  for  a  par- 
ticular purpose.  It  would  not  be  com- 
petent to  reduce  an  item.  I  do  not 
see  that  this  comes  under  the  Prisons 
Vote. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  wished  to 
know  whether  it  was  necessary  to  vote 
this  money  then  in  the  interests  of  the 
Public  Service  ?  If  so,  he  could  not  un- 
derstand the  way  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment managed  their  Business.  They 
brought  on  their  Votes  at  a  time  when 
there  could  be  no  discussion,  and  insisted 
that  they  must  be  passed.  Was  it  fair 
that  the  Irish  Members  should  be  asked 
to  Vote  £220,000  for  a  matter  they  had, 
over  and  over  again,  tried  to  get  dis- 
cussed ?  He  did  not  wish  to  enter  into 
a  contest  with  the  (}oyemment  if  he 
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could  possibly  avoid  it ;  but  he  must  ask  | 
the  Prime  Minister  to  answer  a  question 
he  had  put  earlier  in  the  evening.  The 
Vote  of  £220,000  raised  the  question  of 
the  policy  of  the  Government  in  continu- 
ing to  lend  the  Constabulary  and  the 
Military  to  assist  in  evictions;  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would,  before  the  Whitsun- 
tide Holidays,  give  the  Irish  Members 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  this  ques- 
tion. If  not,  he  was  afraid  they  must 
continue  the  discussion. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  regretted 
that  this  Vote  had  been  taken  in  the 
absence  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  for  it 
could  not  fairly  be  discussed  in  his 
absence.  He  would,  however,  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  what  the 
Government  intended  to  do  with  those 
policemen  who  had  scandalously  abused 
the  confidence  and  secrecy  of  the  Census 
papers?  Was  the  Committee  to  reward 
those  policemen  by  giving  this  Vote? 
A  police  officer  had  admitted,  in  open 
Court,  that,  having  got  a  correct  Census 
paper,  he  took  another  paper  to  the 
man's  house,  under  the  pretence  that  the 
other  was  erroneously  filled  up ;  and  so, 
on  that  lying  pretence,'  obtained  the 
man's  signature  to  the  second  paper,  in 
order  to  give  evidence  against  the  man 
in  one  of  those  miserable  prosecutions 
now  current  in  Ireland.  He  had  told 
the  Prime  Minister  that  this  was  one  of 
the  things  that  would  be  done  by  Irish 
policemen  more  zealous  than  conscien- 
tious; and  he  wished  to  see  whether 
there  was  an  Englishman  in  the  House 
who  would  defend  such  trickery,  chi- 
canery, and  falsehood.  What  was  to  be 
done  with  the  policemen  who  had  acted 
in  that  way  ?  What  censure  had  been 
passed  upon  them  ? 

Mr.  HEALY  wished  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
upon  the  arrest  of  the  man  named  Mur- 
ray. He  was  told  that  that  man  was  a 
thorough  scoundrel,  and  he  believed  that 
everyone  would  approve  of  the  arrest. 
He  was  a  bailiff,  and  he  was  popularly 
supposed  to  have  shot  his  employer, 
with  whom  he  had  had  a  dispute.  The 
man  was  clearing  out  of  the  country  in 
September  or  October,  but  he  was  ar- 
rested at  Queenstown.  What  good  did 
his  arrest  do  ?  He  was  leaving  his  coun- 
try for  his  country's  good,  and  he  could 
not  see  the  advantage  of  keeping  the 
xnan  in  prison  for  18  months.    The  Go- 

Mr.  T,  P.  O'Connor 


yemment  had  not  been  able  to  get  any 
evidence  against  this  man,  who  was 
charged  with  attempting  to  murder  his 
employer,  Mr.  Wheeler ;  and  he  was  not 
arrested  under  the  Coercion  Acts.  It  was 
a  good  job  for  the  Government  that  ths 
Chief  Secretary  was  absent.  In  dealing 
with  the  Attorney  General  for  Irela&d, 
Irish  Members  knew  that  they  ware  deal- 
ing with  a  Gentleman  in  whom  they  had 
some  confidence.  If  the  Ohief  Secrotarj 
had  been  in  his  place  they  would  have 
offered  much  more  resistanoe  to  the  Go- 
vernment. Before  the  Easter  BaeeM, 
he  had  brought  before  the  House  the 
case  of  a  man  named  Downey,  who  was 
arrested  under  the  Coercion  Acts,  but 
who  proved  his  innocence,  and  had  to 
be  released,  after  being  kept  in  prison 
for  three  months.  Why  waa  that  man 
arrested ;  and  why  did  the  GK>yemment, 
instead  of  making  some  inquiries,  tnist 
to  the  local  police,  and  only  set  the  man 
free  when  his  case  was  brought  before 
the  House?  If  it  was  right  to  release 
him,  it  was  wrong  to  arreat  him ;  if  it 
was  right  to  arrest  him,  then  it  was 
wrong  to  let  him  out. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  when 
the  House  would  have  an  opportunity 
of  continuing  the  discussion  on  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  county 
of  Longford?  There  was  no  time  to 
discuss  the  matter  on  this  Vote,  and,  in 
order  to  give  the  Government  time  to 
consider  when  they  could  g^ve  an  oppor- 
tunity of  resuming  the  debate,  he  would 
move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  fiisk  leave  to  sit  again.  — ( J^.  T.  F. 
(y  Connor.) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  poa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  even 
assuming,  for  the  purpose  of  argument, 
that  one  or  two  policemen  in  Ireland  had 
done  wrong,  surely  that  was  no  reasoa 
for  refusing  the  money  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  whole  force. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  was  sorry 
to  see  the  difference  there  was  between  ths 
County  Constabulary  of  Ireland  and  ths 
Borough  and  County  Police  of  England. 
It  was  said  that  this  Vote  on  AoDount 
was  for  six  weeks,  and  if  they  went  into 
a  calculation  of  the  totals  for  the  year 
they  would  find  that  the  sum  required 
was  £160,000;  but  in  this  Vote  on  Ao- 
oount  they  were  asked  to  give  £220,000. 
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This  was  oonsiderablj  more  than  they 
ought  to  Tote,  and  he  desired  some  ex- 
planation from  the  Goyemment  with 
regard  to  it. 

LoED  FREDERICK  CAYENDISH 
said,  that  although  the  Vote  was  only 
for  six  weeks,  it  included  two  monthly 
payments ;  therefore,  it  was  one-sixth  of 
the  total  amount  that  was  now  asked  for. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  the 
Ooremment  had  made  no  answer  as  to 
the  resumption  of  the  debate  on  his 
Motion.  It  was  difficult  to  discuss  the 
whole  question  of  the  Irish  Police  on 
these  Estimates,  and,  as  they  had  a  dis- 
tinct Motion  on  the  matter  before  the 
House,  they  asked  whether  the  Goyern- 
ment  would  enable  them  to  resume  its 
discussion  ?  If  the  Oovemment  did  not 
afford  them  the  opportunity  they  desired, 
they  would  be  compelled  to  avail  them- 
selves  of  any  irregular  chance  that  might 
present  itself  for  discussing  the  subject, 
or  leaye  it  undiscussed  altogether.  They 
oonld  not  possibly  allow  the  Goyemment 
Vote  with  regara  to  the  Irish  Police  to 
go  unchallenged,  and  they  did  not  in- 
tend to. 

Ma.  T.  OOLLINS  would  suggest  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  wished  to  raise  a 
discussion  on  this  matter,  the  best  thing 
he  could  do  would  be  to  put  down  his 
Motion  for  to-morrow,  and  then  moye 
that  the  other  Orders  of  the  Day  be 
postponed  until  that  Motion  was  dis- 
posed of. 

Thb  Mabquess  op  HARTINGTON 
complained  that  the  course  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  had  re- 
commended woula  be  most  irregular. 
As  to  the  appeal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford  (Mr.  Justin  M*Carthy),  what 
had  fallen  from  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  had  shown  that  he  was 
anxious  that  the  debate  should  be  con- 
tinued, and  that  the  sense  of  the  House 
should  be  taken  upon  it ;  but,  belieying 
as  they  did  in  the  paramount  import- 
ance, especially  to  Ireland,  of  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill, 
they  could  not  hold  out  any  hope  that 
time  would  be  afforded  for  the  resump- 
tion of  the  debate  at  an  early  hour  in 
the  eyeniug.  It  had  been  hoped  that 
the  debate  mieht  haye  been  resumed 
to-day.  The  discussion  on  the  Land 
Bill  was  adjourned  at  12  o'clock,  and  if 
the  present  conyersation  had  not  been 
so  prolonged  some  further  progress 
might  now  haye  been  made.    An  oppor- 


tunity had  been  afforded  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers  to  make  their  charge  against  the 
Goyemment,  and  the  Goyemment  reply 
had  been  giyen.  By  that  reply  the 
Goyemment  were  prepared  to  stand,  and 
if  hon.  Gentlemen  had  desired  to  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  upon  it,  they 
could  haye  done  so  by  complying  with 
the  request  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
made  on  Tuesday.  Hon.  Members,  if 
they  wished,  might  resume  the  discus- 
sion to-night,  and,  if  they  desired,  they 
might  take  the  sense  of  the  House  on 
the  Motion.  It  was  not  at  present  in 
the  power  of  the  Goyemment  to  name 
any  conyenient  time  for  the  resumption 
of  the  debate,  and  he  really  failed  to 
see  what  useful  end  could  be  gained  by 
inyolying  the  House  in  a  conflict  on  the 
question  of  this  Vote  on  Account. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  it  would  seem 
that  the  enormous  number  of  Amend* 
ments  to  the  Land  Bill  standing  in  the 
name  of  Liberal  Members  was  a  perfect 
godsend  to  Her  Majesty's  Gbyemment^ 
because,  at  eyery  point  at  which  their 
policy  was  challenged,  whether  at  home 
or  abroad,  they  took  their  stand  on  the 
alleged  necessity  for  giying  time  for  the 
discussion  of  these  Amendments.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  there  was 
some  connection  between  the  multitude 
of  Liberal  Amendments  and  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Gbyemment,  and,  in- 
stead of  addressing  so  many  appeals  to 
that  side  of  the  House  to  abstain  from 
discussing  the  affairs  of  their  own  coun- 
try, the  noble  Marauess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  ami  other  Members  of 
the  Goyemment  should  address  them- 
selyes  to  their  own  followers,  and  re- 
quest them  to  be  more  saying  of  their 
breath  and  of  the  time  of  the  House  in 
the  discussion  of  their  own  Amendments. 
As  for  the  suggestion  that  the  Irish 
Members  ought  to  be  satisfied  with  the 
opportunity  already  g^yen  to  them  of 
discussing  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford,  he  thought  it  required  all  the 
proyerbialimpassiyenessof  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  to  enable  the  Goyem- 
ment to  place  such  an  astounding  pro- 
position before  the  House.  The  way 
the  Goyemment  facilitated  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland  in  this  matter  was  by 
forcing  the  Moyer  of  the  Motion  to  open 
the  charge  against  the  Chief  Secretary 
and  his  subordinates  at  4  o'clock  in  the 
moraiug.  Theu,  indeed,  he  must  frankly 
admit  the  Goyemment  did    giye  him 
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(Mr.  O'Donnell)  an  opportunity  of  con- 
tributing some  observations  to  the  eluci- 
dation'of  the  Goyernment  case.  Then 
came  the  Chief  Secretary  with  a  speech 
of  two  hours'  duration,  leaving  about  30 
minutes  for  exposing  the  monstrous  tis- 
sue of  misrepresentations  which  had 
been  imposed  upon  that  innocent  and 
incredulous  person.  The  Whips  had 
issued  their  mandate,  and  the  Govern- 
ment were  prepared  with  their  strong 
battalions.  The  bulk  of  the  Liberal 
Party  had  only  been  present  at  the  ob- 
servations ;  but  they  were  to  snuff  out 
the  Irish  debate  by  voting  blindfold, 
in  trust  upon  the  observafions  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  alone.  Such  a  manner 
of  treatiug  Irish  affairs  was  something 
like  adding  insult  to  injury.  He  would 
ask  the  noble  Marquess  to  use  some  of 
his  influence  to  induce  a  more  economic 
use  of  time  in  the  discussion  of  the  Land 
Bill,  so  as  to  enable  Irish  Members  to 
bring  forward  the  very  grave  charges 
they  had  to  bring  forward  against  the 
Iri^  Administration.  He  was  not  aware 
what  opportunity  could  be  given  for 
discussing  the  affairs  of  Ireland,  if  the 
noble  Lord  and  those  who  acted  with 
him  persisted  in  encouraging  their  fol- 
lowers to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House 
in  unnecessary  discussions  on  the  Land 
Bill,  to  give  the  Gt)vemment  an  excuse 
for  shelving  every  discussion  on  every 
subject.  There  were  a  large  number 
of  Amendments,  some  of  which  were  to 
the  effect 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
that  the  hon.  Member  is  going  beyond 
the  Motion  before  the  House.  He  is 
discussing  the  Amendment. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  was  sorry 
he  had  been  misled,  but  he  understood 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  had  in- 
troduced the  necessity  for  discussing  the 
Land  Bfll.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  did  not 
wish  to  mention  the  words  of  the  Bill, 
but  only  to  say  that  the  Government 
should  not  bring  forward  the  Land  Bill 
as  a  convenient  extinguisher  of  every 
matter  that  was  proposed  for  discussion. 
Bepressive  measures  were  working  as 
badly  as  possible  for  the  Government, 
and  he  could  assure  them  that  this  Mo- 
tion would  remain  hanging  over  their 
heads,  and  that,  in  season  or  out  of 
season,  they  must  have  an  opportunity 
of  showing  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
had  been  imposed  upon  by  a  monstrous 
set  of  fabrications.    As  yet  nothing  but 

Mr.  (/IhnnM 


that  monstrous  set  of  fabrioationB  had 
been  laid  before  the  House ;  and  to  say 
that  "  the  sense  of  the  House  "  ooold 
be  taken  on  that  was  a  mere  juggling 
with  words  and  paltering  with  the  in- 
telligence of  the  House.  The  noble 
Marquess  should  be  reminded  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  not  to  be  treated 
by  the  noble  Marquess  as  he  treated  the 
Natives  of  India. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Government  were  or  were 
not  going  to  give  them  an  opportonitj 
of  discussing  the  affairs  of  Ireland  f 
['*  No,  no !  "J  [Mr.  Finioai?  :  Hear, 
hear !  Excellent  Radicalism.]  He  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  heard  replying  to  hia 
question  the  voice  of  an  non.  Member 
who  had  added  little  to  his  dignity  by 
unseemly  squabbling  during  the  oooree 
of  his  election.  He  had  put  his  quea- 
tion  to  the  Government,  and  not  to  the 
hon.  Member.  Early  in  the  evening  he 
had  informed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  that  they  would  not 
beg^n  the  discussion  of  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  at  12  o'doek 
at  night.  They  wanted  an  earlier  discos- 
dion,  and  would  have  been  perfectly  pre- 
pared to  go  on  with  the  debate  at  10 
o'clock  if  they  had  been  allowed.  The 
Prime  Minister,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  and  several  other  speakers  on 
the  Treasury  Bench,  had  laid  great  streaa 
on  the  decision  of  the  House  being  given 
on  this  question.  He  might  say,  on  hia 
own  benalf,  and  on  behalf  of  several 
hon.  Friends  behind  him,  that  they  had 
very  little  regard  for  what  the  deeiaion 
of  the  House  might  be.  They  were  not 
so  foolish  as  to  suppose  that  their  Mo- 
tion of  Censure  against  the  Irish  Exe- 
cutive would  be  carried  in  that  Houae. 
They  knew  that,  necessarily,  they  would 
be  in  a  miserable  minority;  but  what 
they  wanted  was  a  fair  discussion,  in 
which  their  side,  as  well  as  the  Govern- 
ment side,  of  the  question  would  be  laid 
before  the  public  of  this  country  and 
the  people  of  Ireland.  What  was  the 
position  of  affairs  at  the  present  time  ? 
Why,  the  real  speech  which  was  before 
the  country  was  that  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  delivered  on  Tuesday  after- 
noon. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ended 
his  speech  at  10  minutes  or  a  quarter 
past  6  in  the  evening.  The  contested 
Business  at  these  Morning  Sittings  had 
to  be  concluded  at  10  minutes  to  7, 
so  that  the  Irish  Members  had  only  had 
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from  10  minutes  past  6  to  10  minutes 
to  7  to  answer  a  speech  of  an  hour 
and  a-half  in  length.  ELis  hon.  Friend 
then  took  up  this  question,  which  was 
entirely  unconnected  with  the  real  ques- 
tion at  issue,  and  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  carefully  prepared,  very  ably 
put  together,  and  characterized  by  his 
usual  dexterity  in  putting  his  case,  was 
allowed  to  go  before  the  country  with- 
out any  rep^  on  the  part  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers. The  Gbvemment  must  understand 
that  they  would  not  be  permitted  to  dis- 
miss the  House  for  the  Whitsuntide 
Vacation  until  Irish  Members  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  giving  a  full  reply  to 
the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretaiy  for 
Ireland.  He  did  not  wish  to  discuss 
this  Vote  at  so  late  an  hour  if  he  could 
avoid  it ;  but  Irish  Members  could  not 
allow  it  to  pass  without  discussion,  inas- 
much as  it  raised  the  whole  question  of 
the  Gk>vemment  policy  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  renewed 
the  suggestion  made  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess that  he  should  consent  to  take 
tne  Land  Bill  up  to  10  o'clock  on  Thurs- 
day night,  and  allow  Irish  Members  to  go 
on  with  this  discussion  at  that  hour.  The 
two  hours  that  would  be  thus  given 
would  not  be  much  time  to  take  from 
the  discussion  on  the  Land  Bill;  and 
if  the  opportunity  were  afforded,  Irish 
Members  would  have  the  satisfaction  of 
knowing  that  their  case  had  gone  before 
the  country.  He  trusted  that  this  pro- 
posal, which  was  made  with  the  object 
of  arriving  at  a  convenient  settlement  of 
the  difficiuty,  would  be  accepted  by  the 
noble  Marquess. 

Mr.  CAliLAN  hoped  the  noble  Mar- 

auess  would  not  3rield  to  the  proposal  of 
le  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy),  inasmuch  as  the  Land  Bill 
was  of  far  more  importance  than  any 
other  subject  at  the  present  time.  He 
suggested  to  the  Government  that  instead 
of  having  Morning  Sittings  on  Tuesdays 
and  Fridays,  they  should  take  the  entire 
days  until  the  BUI  had  been  disposed  of, 
and  that  the  progress  of  the  Bill  should 
not  be  interfered  with  by  the  discussion 
of  any  other  subject. 

Mb.  HEALY  remarked  that,  notwith- 
standing the  solicitude  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  pass  a  Land  Bill  for  Ireland, 
they  had  occupied  the  time  of  the  House 
for  six  or  eight  weeks  in  discussions  on 
Ooereioa  Bills,  and  that,  after  applying 


coercion  to  Ireland  in  the  most  brutal 
manner,  they  would  not  give  Irish  Mem- 
bers an  hour  for  the  purpose  of  discuss- 
ing the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend.  It 
was  clear  that  the  Government  did  not 
wish  the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  be  replied  to. 

Tub  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  :  I 
entirely  acknowledge  the  courteous  tone 
in  which  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy) 
has  been  made ;  and  if  I  thought  it  was 
possible  to  meet  his  wishes  with  regard 
to  Thursday  night,  without  seriously  in- 
terferingwith  the  further  discussion  of  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  I  should  be  very 
happy  to  accede  to  a  proposal  so  fairly 
made.  But  I  wish  to  point  out  that  the 
suggestion  would,  unfortunately,  reduce 
the  time  which  we  should  be  able  on 
Thursday  to  devote  to  the  consideration 
of  the  Bill  in  Committee  to  perhaps  two 
or  three  hours.  It  is  too  frequently  the 
case  now  that  we  do  not  reach  Com- 
mittee until  an  advanced  time  in  the 
evening ;  and  if  we  are  to  adjourn  the 
debate  at  10  o'clock  on  Thursday,  the 
day  would  be  almost  entirely  lost  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Bill.  I  must  also  point 
out  that  it  would  not  be  in  the  power  of 
the  Government  to  secure  the  object  in 
view  in  that  way.  It  frequently  hap^* 
pens  that  when  an  importimt  debate  is 
proposed  to  be  adjourned  at  an  early 
hour,  all  sorts  of  opposition  is  raised  to 
that  Motion.  Therefore,  if  we  proposed 
to  adjourn  the  debate  at  10  o^clo^  on 
Thursdav,  it  might  be  impossible  to 
secure  the  opportunity  desired  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford.  If  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  are  really  anziouB 
that  this  debate  should  be  renewed,  I 
ask  whether  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
renew  it  on  Friday  next  ?  If  so,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  do  all  in 
their  power  to  induce  Members,  having 
Notices  of  Motion  on  going  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  to  withdraw  them, 
and  would  take  measures  for  making 
and  keeping  a  House  in  the  evening. 

Mb.  TARNELL  thought  the  Govern- 
ment had  made  the  best  proposal  in 
their  power,  and  for  his  own  part  was 
perfectly  willing  to  accede  to  it. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mihdrawn. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  i — Ayes  18; 
Noes  185:  Majority  167. — (Div.  List, 
No.  222.) 
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BeBolution  to  be  reported  Tthmorrow^  | 
at  Two  of  the  dock. 

Committee  to  eifc  again  upon  Wednesday, 

SUPPLY— REPORT. 

Itesolution  [27tli  May]  reported, 

Besolation  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Besolution." 

Me.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  moved 
that  the  Vote  be  re-committed.  The 
Vote,  he  said,  was  brought  on  at  10 
o'clock  on  Saturday  morning  and  it  was 
represented  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  that  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  that  it  should 
be  taken,  and  that  it  was  a  Vote  which 
might  be  passed  without  much  discus- 
sion. As  a  matter  of  fact,  this  particu- 
lar Vote  required  to  be  rery  carefully 
scrutinized  and  canrassed  by  the  House. 
Year  after  year  it  had  been  rapidly 
increasing.  In  1875-6  it  amounted  to 
£2,950,000;  but  that  was  a  great  deal 
more  than  was  really  required,  inasmuch 
as  at  the  end  of  the  financial  year  the 
War  Office  had  in  their  hands  no  less 
than  £95,000.  In  1876-7  the  Estimate 
went  up  to  £2,997,000,  and  again  there 
was  a  surplus.  The  increase  went  on, 
and  in  1877-8,  including  the  Supplemen- 
tary Estimate,  the  Vote  was  £3,188,000; 
but  this  sum  was  in  fact  exceeded  by  no 
less  a  sum  than  £282,000.  In  1878-9 
the  Estimate,  including  the  Supplemen- 
tary, amounted  to  £8,800,000,  and  this 
was  exceeded  by  £500,000.  In  1879-80 
the  original  Estimate  was  exceeded  by 
£2,000,000.  In  1880-1  the  Estimate 
fell  to  £2,790,000;  and  now  the  sum 
asked  for  amounted  to  £8,500,000. 
Now,  the  War  Office  authorities  had  al- 
ready obtained  under  Vote  1,  £4,500,000. 
The  present  Vote  would  put  them  in 
possession  of  £8,000,000.  The  total  of 
the  Army  Estimates  for  the  year  was 
about  £16,000,000,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Ghilders)  wished  the 
House  to  understand  that  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  before  the  end  of  the 
second  month  of  the  financial  year  that 
one-half  of  the  Army  Estimates  should 
be  voted.  It  seemed  to  be  perfectly  im- 
possible that  the  War  Office  could  re- 
quire that  50  per  cent  of  the  whole  of 
the  Army  expenditure  should  be  voted 
so  early  in  the  financial  year.  It  was 
hardly  reasonable  that  a  Vote  which 


covered  almost  every  ground  of  Army 
administration  should  be  taken  at  S 
o'clock  in  the  morning.  The  Vote  waa 
for  food,  forage,  fuel,  and  light,  lodging 
allowances,  field  allowanoee,  grants  for 
home  and  abroad,  besides  miaoellaneotts 
sources — in  fact,  it  was  difficnlt  to  nndo*- 
stand  what  part  of  Army  administnUkm 
might  not  be  affected,  at  any  rate,  by 
the  Vote.  It  was  a  Vote  which  might 
very  properly  provoke  oritieiBm ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  represented  that  it  mm 
just  the  reverse.  Some  Memberain  the 
House  on  Saturday  morning  expoeta- 
lated;  but  the  Secretary  of  State  lor 
War  seemed  to  think  it  was  exceedi]i|rij 
unreasonable  of  them  to  do  so.  Ttte 
hon.  Baronet  the  Chairman  of  the  Pub- 
lic Accounts  Committee  (Sir  Henxy  Hol- 
land) went  so  far  as  to  suggest  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  be  oontent 
to  take  one-half  of  the  Vote,  and  leave 
the  other  half  as  a  g^und  for  raiaiii^ 
any  criticism  which  might  appear  on 
some  subsequent  occasion  to  be  oallad 
for.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
agreed  to  this  suggestion,  he  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor)  would  not  have  raised  a 
single  objection.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasuiy  did 
not  urge  any  of  the  Civil  Service  Esti- 
mates, on  the  g^und  that  it  was  too  late 
an  hour.  It  seemed  extraordinary  that 
when  it  was  too  late  to  take  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates,  which  in  amount  did 
not  equal  this  single  Vote,  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  should  press  on  thia 
Vote.  When  the  Vote  was  brought  <m 
the  Committee  was  scarcely  in  a  mood 
to  consider  the  Vote  properly,  and  the 
consequence  was  thero  was  a  great  deel 
of  heated  discussion,  which  did  not  con- 
duce to  the  proper  appreciation  of  the 
subject.  Included  in  the  Vote  w^e  a 
number  of  items  which  might  fairly  be 
criticized,  especially  under  present  cir- 
cumstances. Thero  wero  charges  for  the 
continuance  of  soldiers  upon  work  which 
certainly  Irish  Members  could  not  be 
expected  to  countenance.  It  was  only 
fair  the  House  should  consent  to  have 
the  Vote  re-committed,  to  admit  of  pro- 
per discussion.  He  now  moved  that  that 
course  should  be  adopted. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  cmt 
from  the  word  *'That,"  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  worda 
*'the  said  Resolutioii  be  re-oommitted,'* 
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—  (ifr,  Arihmr  0* Connor ,)  —  instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 

S'oposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
uestion." 

Mb.  R.  N.  fowler  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  seemed  to 
think  the  Vote  was  passed  on  Saturday 
morning  after  a  short  discussion.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  discussion  occupied 
from  1  o'clock  to  5 ;  and  that,  notwith- 
standing the  importance  of  the  Vote, 
could  not  be  considered  an  inadequate 
consideration.  After  the  long  discus- 
sion on  Saturday  morning,  and  after  a 
responsible  Minister  of  the  Crown,  sup- 
ported by  his  Predecessor  in  OflRce,  had 
declared  that  it  was  necessary  the  Vote 
should  be  taken  at  once,  it  seemed  un- 
reasonable that  it  should  be  further 
postponed. 

Mil.  BIGKJAR  said,  the  greater  part 
of  the  Sitting  on  Saturday  morning  was 
occupied  in  discussing  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment.  On  account  of  the  late- 
ness of  the  hour  no  report  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House  could  be  made ; 
and  although,  no  doubt,  a  large  majority 
of  the  Members  were  in  favour  of  grant- 
ing the  money,  it  was  not  wise  to  set 
aside  the  established  and  yery  salutary 
custom  which  had  heretofore  been  looked 
upon  as  almost  the  law  of  the  House 

—  namely,  the  custom  of  considering 
Votes  of  such  large  sums  at  an  early 
hour  of  the  evening. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolution  agreed  to, 

mm  LAW  (Ireland)   [paticsnt  of  m- 

DElCnTT,   ADVANCES,    SALABIES, 
EXPENSES,    &C.]. 

Comider^d  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Conunittee.) 

Bftohtd,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fond  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  of  any  indemnity  which  may 
be  given  by  the  Land  CommiMion,  also  the  pay- 
ment, out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment, of  sums  required  for  advances  or  pur- 
chase of  Estates,  as  well  as  of  the  salaries  of 
CommiMioners  and  others,  and  of  the  expenses 
incurred  by  the  Land  Commission,  which  may 
become  payable  under  the  provisions  of  any 
Act  of  the  present  Session  to  further  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  occupation  and  ownership 
of  Land  in  Ireland,  and  for  other  purposes  re- 
lating thereto. 

Baioliition  to  be  reported  To^morroitf  at  Two 
oi  the  clock. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o^olock. 

YOL.  OOLXI.     [thibd  seeibs.] 
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MINUTES.]  ^  Sblect  Committbi— Stationery 
Office  (Controller's  Report),  appointed. 

Public  Bilm— jyr*<  iJ^rfm^— Land  Drainage 
Provisional  Orders*  (104);  Local  GJovem- 
ment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (Bandon, 
&c.)*  (106);  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (Halifax,  &c.)  ♦  (106). 

Stcond  Reading  —  Veterinary  Surgeons  (87) ; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Poor 
Law)  (No.  2)  •(88). 

S$eond  Reading  —  Committee  negatived  —  Third 
Reading-^CuStoms  and  Inland  Bevenue  *  (98), 
and  paeted. 

Referred  to  Select  Committee^Stolen  G^oods♦ 
(86). 

Committee — Report — Local  Gk>Ternment  Provi- 
sional Ordera  (Berwick-upon-Tweed,  Ac.)  • 
(86). 


VETERINARY  SURGEONS  BILL. 

[The  Lord  Aberdare.) 

(no.  87.)     SEOOKD  BBADnro. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Lord  ABEEDAKE,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  its  object  was  to  prevent  the  as- 
sumption of  the  title  of  veterinary 
surgeon  by  unqualified  persons.  It 
provided  for  the  infliction  of  a  penalty 
on  persons  practising  as  duly  qualified 
veterinary  surgeons  without  first  having 
become  members  of  the  Veterinary  Col- 
lege. It  was  not  intended  to  interfere 
with  persons  who  acted  as  farriers  or 
treated  cattle  without  professing  to  be 
veterinary  surgeons. 

Moved,  'iThat  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'.'' 
— (The  Lord  Aherdare,) 

EjiRL  SPENCER  said,  he  was  able,  on 
the  part  of  the  Qovemment,  to  support 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  In  some 
parts  of  the  country  there  was  a  con- 
siderable deficiency  in  the  number  of 
trained  veterinary  surgeons.  It  was  im- 
portant in  carrying  out  the  Contagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Act  to  encourage  as 
far  as  possible  the  veterinary  science ; 
but  beyond  that  he  thought  it  was  of 
the  greatest  possible  importance  that 
whilst  they  endeavoured  to  prevent  th« 
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spread  of  infectious  diseases  amongst 
cattle  they  should  try  to  mitigate  the 
severity  of  the  diseases  themselves 
which  were  a  source  of  very  great 
loss  to  the  farmers  in  this  country. 
Every  measure,  therefore,  that  would 
have  the  effect  of  improving  the  position 
of  veterinary  surgeons  would  deserve 
their  Lordships'  support.  He  could  not 
help  thinking  that  some  of  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill  went  rather  further  than  they 
should.  No  doubt  every  person  who  as- 
sumed a  title  to  which  he  had  no  right 
should  be  liable  to  some  prosecutions ; 
but  he  did  not  think  ii  any  person 
chose  to  consult  a  cow  doctor,  or  anyone 
who  presumed  to  have  a  knowledge  of  a 
certain  cattie  disease  without  being  able 
to  call  himself  a  member  of  the  Iloyal 
College  of  Veterinary  Surgeons,  that  the 
law  ought  to  object.  Thus,  in  the  3rd 
clause,  the  words  **  or  veterinary  prac- 
titioner;" and,  again,  ''or  otherwise 
qualified  practitioner''  might,  strictiy 
construed,  apply  to  many  people  quali- 
fied to  practice  veterinary  surgery,  but 
who  could  not  under  this  Bill  assume  the 
titie  of  veterinary  surgeon.  Subject  to 
the  objections  he  had  indicated,  and 
which  could  be  amended  in  Committee, 
he  would  support  the  measure. 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
he  wished  to  point  out  that  there  was  a 
veryimportant  body  in  Edinburgh  called 
theEdinburgh  Veterinary  College,  which 
had  a  large  staff  of  Profesisors,  and  was 
thoroughly  competent  to  give  perfect 
and  adequate  instruction  in  veterinary 
science.  When  he  held  the  Office  he 
had  the  honour  to  hold  in  Lreland  in 
connection  with  the  late  Oovemment, 
they  had  frequently  selected  practitioners 
who  had  been  educated  at  that  College 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Contagious  Diseases  (Ani- 
mals) Act  in  Ireland.  They  always  had 
the  greatest  possible  confidence  in  the 
diplomas  given  to  persons  educated  in 
that  College,  and  in  no  case  had  they 
found  that  they  had  acted  improperly  in 
appointing  persons  educated  there.  To 
all  intents  and  purposes  the  gentiemen 
educated  there  were  veterinary  surgeons 
in  the  highest  sense  of  the  term ;  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  very  sweeping 
enactment  to  say  that  no  person  should 
call  himself  a  veterinair  surgeon  save 
and  exc^t  those  who  had  been  educated 
at  the  Boyal  College  of  Surgeons  in 
London.    The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Aber- 


dare)  had  not  stated  the  reasons  why  he 
had  excluded  that  College ;  and  perhaps 
he  would  inform  them  now,  before  the 
Bill  was  read  a  second  time,  why  he  had 
taken  that  course.  It  seemed  to  him 
(the  Duke  of  Marlborough)  desirable 
that  every  precaution  should  be  taken 
for  the  protection  of  the  veterinary 
science,  and  for  providing  duly  quali- 
fied practitioners ;  but  he  thought  it 
would  be  sufficient  if  every  person  who 
caUed  himself  veterinary  surgeon  shoold 
put  letters  after  his  name  indicating 
in  what  College  he  had  been  educated. 
The  term  veterinary  surgeon  was,  no 
doubt,  a  source  of  some  amount  of  pride 
and  g^tification  to  persons  following 
the  Profession ;  and  he  thought  it  would 
be  unfair  if  they  shut  out  such  a  scien- 
tific body  as  the  Edinburgh  Veterinary 
College  from  allowing  its  members  to 
attach  the  titie  veterinary  surgeon  to 
their  name. 

LoBD  ABERDARE  said,  he  would 
entirely  concur  in  the  objection  if  it  were 
well  founded;  but  he  wished  to  point 
out  to  the  noble  Duke  that  this  Bill  had 
been  brought  in  with  the  full  knowledge 
and  consent  of  the  Royal  Highland 
Society.  The  Charter  of  that  Society 
was  for  the  purpose  of  recogniring  all 
the  degrees  already  conferred  by  the 
Highland  and  Agricultural  Society  of 
Scotiand.  [The  noble  Lord  here  read  an 
extract  from  the  Charter,  setting  forth 
the  object  for  which  it  was  g^nted,  and 
stating  that  an  arrangement  had  been 
entered  into  with  the  Royal  College  of 
Surgeons  in  London  that  no  diplomat 
should  henceforth  be  given  by  the  High- 
land Society.] 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
pointed  out  that  there  were  two  or  three 
Colleges  of  this  kind  in  Scotland,  two  in 
Edinburgh,  and  one  in  Glasgow,  which 
were  capable  of  giving  diplomas.  They 
were  all  under  the  Charter.  It  seemed 
rather  hard  to  say  that  nobody  except 
persons  educated  in  a  particiilar  College 
should  hold  the  title  of  veterinary 
surgeon.  It  was  almost  the  same  as 
saying  that  general  practitioners  who 
had  not  been  eduoatea  in  a  particular 
College  should  not  be  allowed  to  call 
themselves  doctors. 

Motion  agrud  to;  Bill  read  2*  nt- 
cordingly,  and  eommitM  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Tkurnkf  the 
I6ih  of  Jun$  next 
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SCOTCH  BUSINESS— LOCAL  OOVERN- 
MENT  AND  LOCAL  TAXATION  (SCOT- 
LAND). 

0BSBBVATI0N8.      QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  MINTO,  in  calling  at- 
tention to  the  subject  of  local  govern- 
ment and  taxation  in  Scotland,  said,  his 
reason  for  doing  so  was  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had,  through  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, intimated  that  they  had  under  con- 
sideration the  propriety  or  expediency  of 
proposing  a  very  considerable  and,  in- 
deed, a  very  radical  change  in  the  man- 
agement of  local  affairs  and  local  taxa- 
tion in  Scotland.  The  Lord  Advocate 
had  addressed  a  speech  to  the  Scotch 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
also  issued  a  Memorandum  on  the  sub- 
ject. Looking  to  these  Papers,  he  must 
say  a  very  considerable  amount  of  in- 
formation was  afforded  as  to  the  amount 
of  local  taxation  raised  for  various  pur- 
poses in  Scotland,  and  the  proportion  in 
which  such  local  taxation  was  assisted 
by  Imperial  funds.  It  was  well  known 
that  in  Scotland  local  taxation  generally 
fell  on  owners,  whereas  in  England,  he 
believed,  it  fell  on  occupiers.  One  of  the 
points  referred  to  by  the  Lord  Advocate 
was  that  the  system  of  subvention  from 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  worked  badly, 
in  respect  that  it  pix>duced  a  disre^rd 
for  economy  on  the  part  of  local  bodies, 
and  that  a  change  in  that  respect  might 
be  very  properly  introduced.  The  mode 
suggested  for  carrying  it  out  tentatively 
was  that  some  tax  might  be  set  apart 
for  the  use  of  the  local  body,  such  as 
the  dog  tax  or  carriage  duty,  or  some 
other  tax.  The  question  then  was,  which 
was  the  best  mode  of  assisting  local 
taxation  ?  Was  it  desirable  that  owners 
should  pay  the  rates,  or  that  the  occu- 
piers should  do  so,  or  should  one-half 
DO  levied  on  each  of  these  classes? 
Another  very  important  question  was, 
whether  personal  property  might  not  be 
brought  in  to  share  social  and  public 
burdens  by  being  made  to  contribute,  or 
whether  personal  property  should  claim 
exemption,  as  heretofore,  from  visits  of 
the  rate  collector  ?  As  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Local  Boards,  very  g^reat 
changes  were  pointed  to.  It  was  sug- 
gested that  a  representative  body 
should  be  elected,  so  that  a  more  direct 
local  action  might  be  brought  to  bear 
on  the  matter  of  local  taxation.  These 
were  the  chief  points.    He  would  not 


trouble  the  House  with  any  observations 
of  his  own  on  the  subject,  upon  which 
he  thought  he  had  said  enough  to  justify 
his  bringing  it  before  them,  but  would 
conclude  by  asking  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, Whether  they  could  commu- 
nicate to  this  House,  or  to  the  Scottish 
members  of  the  House,  any  information 
bearing  upon  or  explanatory  of  their  in- 
tentions, promulgated  elsewhere,  on  the 
subject  of  local  government  and  local 
taxation  in  Scotland  ? 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  must 
express  an  anxious  hope  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  g^ve  no  hasty  answer  on 
this  question.  Some  time  ago,  when  he 
was  a  Member  of  the  Government,  he 
was  wholly  unaware  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  arrived  at  any  conclusion  as 
to  a  change  in  local  or  county  govern- 
ment in  Scotland.  There  had  been  dis- 
cussions going  on  on  this  subject  for 
some  years,  and  he  could  not  say  that 
any  general  concurrence  of  opinion  had 
been  arrived  at  in  Scotland  as  to  any 
change  in  county  government.  The 
truth  was,  they  were,  in  Scotland,  very 
far  before  England  in  this  matter.  He 
would  not  say  the  Scotch  system  was 
absolutely  perfect,  or  that  it  was  inca* 
pable  of  amendment  or  of  reform  ;  but 
the  system  was  one  th&t  worked  ex- 
tremely well,  and  he  never  heard  any 
practical  objection  brought  against  it. 
His  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Minto) 
asked  the  Government  to  communicate 
their  intentions  **  promulgated  else- 
where." He  imagined  his  noble  Friend 
referred  to  certain  documents  circulated 
to  Scotch  Members  and  to  Scotch  Peers 
during  the  last  week,  and  which  he  had 
only  an  opportunity  of  reading  that 
morning;  but  if  he  referred  to  those 
Papers,  they  were  not  Papers  that  "pro- 
mulgated'' anything  whatever.  One 
propjsal  to  cease  giving  a  subvention 
from  the  Treasurv,  and  rather  that  some 
of  the  taxes  should  be  relegated  to  the 
administration  of  local  bodies  was  a  plan 
that  he  had  heard  recommended  for  a 
good  number  of  years,  with  regard  not 
only  to  Scotland,  but  to  England,  and  he 
apprehended  that  such  a  method  adopted 
in  Scotland  would  also  be  extended  to 
England.  With  regard  to  the  alleged 
economic  results  of  such  a  plan,  he  did 
not  himself  quite  see  how  this  effect 
should  be  produced ;  but  it  was  a  large 
question  affecting  not  Scotland  only,  but 
England.    He  quite  admitted,  however, 
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that  if  the  system  of  subTention  being 
given  to  local  bodies  was  to  be  entirely 
altered,  it  might  become  necessary  also  to 
alter  their  system  of  local  administration. 
Their  present  system  was  this — that  in 
all  cases  where  the  general  ratepayers 
contributed  to  the  local  taxes,  those  local 
ratepayers  were  represented  in  the  ad- 
ministration. For  example,  in  all  cases 
in  which  the  tenants  contributed  to  the 
local  taxation  as  well  as  the  landlord, 
the  fund  was  administered  by  a  body 
composed  of  both  parties  ;  where  it  was 
raised  entirely  from  the  owners,  and  not 
from  the  occupiers,  the  owners  had  the 
exclusive  disposal  of  it.  This  was  a  fair 
proposition,  but  it  would  not  be  right 
that  a  mixed  body  should  have  the  ad- 
ministration of  a  fund  which  came  from 
the  proprietors  alone  ;  and  if  the  ten- 
antry were  desirous  of  having  a  share  in 
the  administration  of  such  funds,  they 
would  also  have  to  contribute.  He  very 
much  doubted  whether  the  occupiers  of 
Scotland  would  desire  to  have  any  share 
in  the  disposal  of  those  particular  mat- 
ters. This  was  rather  a  complicated 
matter,  and  involved  large  questions  of 
principle,  and  he  hoped  his  noble  Friend 
would  not  announce  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  any  formal  scheme  with  re- 
gard to  it,  because  he  was  sure  the 
counties  of  Scotland  had  not  made  up 
their  mind  upon  any  scheme. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
that  the  question  of  local  government 
and  taxation  had  been  pressing  for  solu- 
tion by  Parliament;  and  he  was  glad 
there  was  reason  to  believe,  &om 
those  Papers  which  had  been  circulated 
in  an  informal  manner,  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  an  intention  of  dealing 
with  the  question  at  no  very  distant 
date.  If  the  Government  elected  to 
commence  by  dealing  with  that  ques- 
tion in  Scotland,  Scotland  had,  he 
thought,  neither  any  reason,  nor  would 
it  have  any  desire,  to  complain.  What 
Scotland  did  complain  of  in  common 
with  England  was  that  for  all  purposes 
of  Parliamentary  Business  and  legisla- 
tion the  whole  time  of  Parliament  was 
occupied  by  the  Eepresentatives  of  one 
portion  of  the  Kingdom,  who  would 
neither  do  Irish  Business  themselves 
nor  allow  other  persons  to  do  it,  nor 
allow,  indeed,  Business  of  any  sort  or 
kind  to  be  done ;  and  hence  it  was  that 
an  important  question  like  local  taxation 
would  have  been  pressed  on  the  atten- 
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tion  of  Parliament  over  and  over  again. 
A  subject  which  affected  most  vitally  the 
interest  of  Scotland  had  to  be  introduced 
to  the  notice  of  Scotch  Members  by  a 
meeting  between  the  Lord  Advocate  and 
the  Scotch  Members  in  a  tea-room,  or 
some  other  hole-and-corner  place,  where 
they  could  <K)llect  together.  Of  that 
Scotland  had  some  right  to  complain ; 
but  there  was,  with  reference  to  this 
question,  a  suggestion  which  he  shoold 
like  to  submit  for  the  earnest  considera- 
tion of  the  Government.  It  was  beyond 
doubt  that  many  local  measures  which 
had  been  passed  by  Parliament  had  been 
found,  when  submitted  to  practical  t««t 
and  operation,  to  be  incomplete,  inelastic, 
and  incapable  of  adapting  themselves  to 
the  particular  wants  of  the  varioni 
localities.  The  reason  of  this  was  not 
far  to  seek.  It  was  because  these  mea- 
sures affecting  local  interests  had  been 
drawn  up  by  a  central  authority  in  a  central 
ofRce  without  adequate  communication 
with  the  localities  for  whose  benefit  the 
measures  were  intended.  He  did  not 
blame  the  central  authority;  but  any- 
one who  knew  these  facts  could  not  bat 
see  that  the  attention  of  the  central 
authority  had  in  many  instances  been 
directed  to  the  requirements  of  Par- 
liament, and  not  so  much  to  the  wants 
of  the  locality  for  which  the  measure 
was  destined.  He  hoped  that  in  deal- 
ing with  this  question — if,  indeed,  the 
Government  could  propose  to  deal  with 
the  Local  Government  Question  in  Scot- 
land— the  Lord  Advocate  would  keep  this 
in  mind,  and  that  he  would  oommoni- 
cate,  if  not  the  principles,  at  all  events 
the  details  of  his  measure,  when  the 
principles  had  been  settled,  to  the  local 
authorities,  by  whom  he  meant  not  only 
the  Commissioners  of  Supply,  but  the 
various  local  elective  boards  which 
existed  in  Scotland.  If  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate took  that  course  he  would  save 
himself  a  great  deal  of  trouble  and  op- 
position in  Parliament;  and  when  luf 
measure  was  introduced  in  "  another 
place  "  he  would  find  it  would  reqoirs 
much  less  revision  and  alteration. 

The  Eael  op  DALH0U81B,  in  reply, 
said,  that  Her  Majesty's  Government,  so 
far  as  he  was  aware,  had  no  immediate 
intention  of  introducing  so  large  «  mea- 
sure as  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Minto)  appeared  to  contemplate.  It  was 
true  that  the  Lord  Advocate  proposed 
almost  immediately  to  bring  in  a  mea* 
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Bore  into  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
providing^  for  an  alteration  of  the  Poor 
Law  and  an  amendment  of  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Parochial  Boards.  It  was 
a  measure  based  on  the  recommeitda- 
tions  of  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  in  1871.  Among  other 
things,  it  proposed  to  give  a  more 
strictly  representative  character  to  those 
Boards  than  they  now  possessed,  and  in 
some  respects  extended  the  authority  of 
the  Boards;  but  with  regard  to  local 
taxation,  the  Government  had  no  imme- 
diate intention  of  dealing  with  it. 

The  Earl  of  MINTO  asked  if  in  the 
measure  referred  to  it  was  intended  to 
alter  the  method  of  tttxation  with  re- 
gard to  the  Poor  Law  ? 

The  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE  was  not 
able  to  say,  not  having  seen  the  Bill, 
whether  the  incidence  of  taxation  would 
be  dealt  with. 

PARLIAMENT  —  PUBLIC  BUSINESS  — 
RIVERS  CONSERVANCY  AND  FLOODS 
PREVENTION  BILL. 

QUESTION. 

The  Duke  of  SOMERSET  asked  the 
Lord  President  of  the  Council  as  to  the 
progress  of  the  Bill  for  the  Bivers  Con- 
servancy and  the  Prevention  of  Floods, 
and  whether  ordnance  survey  of  the  river 
basins  could  not  be  expedited,  inasmuch 
as  no  works  for  the  prevention  of  floods 
could  be  commenced,  until  the  survey  of 
these  districts  was  completed  ? 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  would  take  that  opportunity  of  asking 
whether  the  Government  would  take 
some  means  to  stimulate  the  publication 
of  the  6-inch  survey  ? 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  in- 
quired whether  the  River  Thames  would 
not  be  included  in  the  Bill,  because 
otherwise  great  injustice  would  be  done. 

Earl  SPENCER  said,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  made  every  endeavour 
to  forward  the  Bill  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  It  left  their  Lordships' 
House  on  the  1 7th  of  March,  and  was 
read  a  first  time  in  the  other  House  on 
the  following  day.  The  second  reading 
was  proposed  on  the  3l8t  of  March  ;  but 
the  debate  on  that  Motion  was  adjourned, 
and  was  resumed  on  the  2nd  of  April, 
when  an  Amendment  to  read  the  Bill  a 
seoond  time  that  day  six  months  was 
defeated  by  a  large  majority.  His  right 
hoiL  SViend  the  Preeident  of  the  Local 


Gt>vemment  Board  proposed  to  refer  it 
to  a  Select  Committee,  which  was  not  to 
take  evidence,  but  only  to  consider  the 
clauses.  Since  the  8th  of  April  every  effort 
had  been  made  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
to  further  advance  the  Bill ;  but  Motions 
to  stop  its  progress  and  the  operation  of 
the  half-past  12  o'clock  Rule  had  proved 
a  great  obstacle  to  his  efforts.  There 
were,  at  the  present  time,  11  Notices 
against  its  progress,  some  being  Motions 
which  were  not  calculated  to  assist  the 
Bill — such,  for  instance,  as  Mr.  Healy's 
Motion  to  add  Mr.  Dillon's  name  to  the 
Committee.  He  could  assure  their  Lord- 
ships that  if  the  Bill  did  not  become  law 
in  the  present  Session,  the  failure  would 
be  attributable  to  no  want  of  interest  on 
the  part  of  the  Government.  In  regard 
to  the  completion  of  the  Ordnance  Survey 
of  the  river  districts,  he  admitted  that 
it  would  be  a  great  advantage  that  it 
should  be  completed.  The  Government 
would  endeavour  to  secure  for  the  river 
basins  a  priority,  and  he  would  make 
inquiry  as  to  the  possibility  of  carrying 
out  the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess as  well  as  the  noble  Duke. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION— MILTIIA  AND 
LINE  BATTALIONS. 

QUESTIONS.      OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY  said,  he 
rose  to  call  attention  to  paragraph  173 
on  page  31  of  the  Report  on  Army  Re- 
organization of  the  Committee  assem- 
bled under  General  Tiord  Airey ;  and  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  how  the 
difficulty  pointed  out  in  that  paragraph 
of  converting  a  militia  battalion  into  a 
battalion  of  the  line  without  legislative 
enactment  is  to  be  met;  and  further, 
whether  the  opinion  of  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown  has  been  taken  as  to  the 
legality  of  converting  a  man  who  has 
been  enlisted  under  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment as  a  militiaman  in  a  particular 
regiment  into  a  soldier  of  the  line? 
He  felt  he  ought  to  apologize  for  raising 
a  military  subject  so  soon  after  the  dis- 
cussion they  had  had  in  their  Lord- 
ships' House.  The  changes,  however, 
which  were  to  take  place  were  of  a  most 
violent  character  and  would  affect  the 
whole  Service ;  and  he  could  not  help 
expressinff  his  regret  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  had  kept  to  himself 
all  the  information  he  had  got,  instead 
of  communicating  it  to  Parliament  for 
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consideration  by  the  Members  of  both 
Houses.  He  hoped,  however,  that  the 
Government  would  not  press  forward 
their  scheme  until  a  fuller  opportunity 
were  given  for  an  expression  of  opinion 
by  those  affected  by  ^e  scheme  as  to  its 
probable  results.  He  contended  that, 
in  reality,  the  scheme  had  been  sprung 
upon  them  without  the  slightest  previous 
intimation  to  those  immediately  con- 
cerned as  to  what  was  to  be  its  general 
bearing. 

The  Earl  of  MOELEY  said,  he  must 
confess  that  after  hearing  the  noblct 
Earl's  speech  he  had  some  difficulty  in 
understanding  his  Questions.  The  noble 
Earl  asked  how  it  was  proposed  to  con- 
vert a  Militia  battalion  into  a  Line  bat- 
tcilion  without  an  Act  of  Parliament? 
He  could  only  give  the  answer  which 
the  noble  Earl  anticipated,  and  cha- 
racterized as  jocular — he  knew  not  why 
— for  he  gave  it  in  sober  earnest.  It 
had  never  been  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  convert  a  Militia  battalion 
into  a  Line  regiment,  or  a  single  Militia- 
man into  a  Linesman.  Nor  had  they 
any  idea  of  altering  the  conditions  under 
which  Militiamen  joined  the  Service, 
or  to  ask  for  an  Act  of  Parliament  to 
enable  them  to  do  so.  The  paragraph 
of  Lord  Airey's  Committee's  Report, 
quoted  by  the  noble  Earl,  referred  to  the 
recommendation  of  the  Localization  of 
Forces  Committee  of  1872,  that  in  time 
of  war  recruits  should  be  enlisted  for 
general  service  in  the  Line  or  Militia 
battalion  of  a  sub-district.  Such  a  mea- 
sure formed  no  part  of  Lord  Cardwell's 
scheme,  nor  was  there  any  intention  of 
adopting  it  now.  The  Line  and  the 
Militia  would  continue,  as  at  present,  to  be 
distinct  Services.  It  was  quite  true  that 
some  legislation  would  be  necessary  on 
some  technical  points ;  but  that  would 
not  in  the  slightest  degree  afiPect  the  con- 
ditions under  which  the  Militia  Force 
was  raised. 

Lord  STRATHNAIRN  said,  that  no- 
thing  could  be  worse  than  the  way  in 
which  opponents  of  the  Army  Organiza- 
tion scheme  had  been  treated  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War.  He  did  not 
also  think  that  the  measure  itself  had 
been  treated  with  the  justice  and  the 
amplitude  which  the  vital  importance  of 
its  nature  and  the  welfare  and  suocess 
of  the  Army  demanded. 

Lord  ELLENBOROUGH  said,  he 
must  protest  against  the  careless  man- 

The  Earl  of  Galloway 


ner  in  which  docaments  in  reference  to 
proposed  changes  in  the  Army  were  pre- 
pared ;  and,  as  an  instance,  need  not  go 
further  than  a  single  item  in  the  Book 
on  the  Table,  in  which  appeared  the  pay 
given,  or  proposed  to  be  given,  to  a 
superior  non-commissioned  officer  ex- 
ceeded that  of  the  junior  oommissioned 
officers — by  which  the  regimental  ser- 
geant-major would  lose  pay  on  promo- 
tion from  the  ranks.  He  most  more 
forcibly,  also,  protest  against  the  way 
in  which  irresponsible  secret  advisers 
of  the  Government  sneered  at  officers 
of  experience  in  regimental  commands, 
their  own  experience  being  limited  to 
some  five  years  as  a  subaltern,  and  six 
months,  or  less,  as  a  captain.  Also, 
against  the  system  by  which  both  the 
Army  and  the  Navy  were  placed  nnder 
civilians,  and  the  puerile  way  in  which 
that  House  was  treated  on  military  ques- 
tions, tending  to,  and  resulting  from,  the 
system  of  jobbery  that  prevaued,  which 
made  the  interests  of  the  Army  and  the 
Navy  subservient  to  political  jobbery. 
He  did  not  so  much  blame  the  Govern- 
ment as  the  system  of  jobbery  which 
was  due  to  the  increased  power  in  reroect 
to  patronage  of  the  other  House  of  IPar- 
ment.  

Eabl  GRANVILLE :  I  rise  to  Order. 
The  noble  Lord  is  using  language  which 
I  do  not  think  is  proper  with  regard  to 
**  another  place."  I  trust  that  the  noble 
Lord  will  withdraw  the  expression  he 
has  used. 

LoBD  ELLENBOROUGH  said,  he 
had  no  desire  to  say  anythine  imprcmer 
with  regard  to  ''another  place.  He 
found  fault  rather  with  the  system  than 
with  the  Gbvemment.  He  was,  how- 
ever, quite  ready  to  withdraw  the  ob- 
jectionable expression  if  it  was  the  feel- 
ing of  their  Lordships  that  he  should  do 
so ;  but  he  submitted  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  take  steps  to  render  what 
he  complained  of  impossible. 

The  Eabl  of  FEVERSHAM  said, 
he  attributed  the  defects  in  our  Army 
Organization  to  the  fact  that  a  civilian 
was,  by  the  custom  of  Parliament^  placed 
at  the  head  of  the  Army. 

The  Eabl  of  NORTHBROOE  said, 
he  thought  that  it  was  unnecessaxr  he 
should  apologize  for  being,  as  a  dvilian, 
at  the  head  of  the  Navy.  He  oould 
not  refrain  from  protesting  against  what 
the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  (Lord  Strath- 
naim)  had  said  in  reference  to  the  line 
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which  had  been  taken  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  For  War 
in  "  another  place,"  because  there  was 
no  foundation  for  the  impressions  en- 
tertained by  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord. 
Their  Lordships  were  now  asked  to  re- 
open a  question  which  had  been  dis- 
cussed for  several  hours  the  other 
night,  when  ample  opportunity  was 
given  for  any  noble  Lord  to  address 
the  House.  Ample  opportunity  had 
been  g^ven  to  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment for  any  discussion  or  Motion  that 
might  have  been  considered  desirable 
with  regard  to  the  changes  which 
were  proposed.  Those  changes  did  not 
depend  upon  an  Act  of  Parliament,  but 
upon  the  Prerogative  of  the  Crown ;  and 
there  had  been  ample  opportunity  for 
moving  an  Address  to  the  Grown,  or 
taking  any  other  steps  which  noble 
Lords  might  have  thought  necessary. 

LoBD  CHELMSFORD  said,  that  the 
second  Memorandum,  which  it  was  stated 
would  be  laid  upon  the  Table,  making 
alterations  in  the  first  Memorandum, 
was  not  yet  before  their  Lordships ;  and 
he  thought  it  a  little  hard  that,  consider- 
ing the  changes  would  take  effect  on  the 
Ist  Jul}',  the  military  men  of  the  House 
should  have  so  short  a  time  allowed  for 
raising  any  points  they  might  wish  to 
bring  forward  upon  it. 

The  Earl  of  MORLEY  said,  that  the 
second  Memorandum  referred  to  changes 
in  detail,  and  did  not,  so  far  as  he  was 
aware,  affect  the  principle  of  the  scheme 
in  any  way. 

Lord  DENMAN,  as  a  matter  of  Pri- 
vilege, called  attention  to  that  part  of  the 
noble  and  gallant  Earl's  speech  in  which 
he  (the  !^rl  of  Galloway)  alluded  to 
The  Timet  publishing  the  projects  of  the 
Government  before  they  were  laid  be- 
fore Parliament.  He  pointed  out  the 
great  unfairness  in  not  reporting  the 
remarks  of  the  noble  Earl  near  him  (the 
Earl  of  Powis),  on  moving  for  a  Return 
on  the  subject  of  five  years*  inaction  in- 
capacitating a  general  from  employ- 
ment. He  did  not  say  this  to  curry 
favour  with  the  noble  Earl,  though  he  had 
been  a  pupil  of  his  friend  Dr.  Selwyn 
(late  Lord  Bishop  of  Lichfield),  but  in 
order  that  truth  might  be  placed  before 
the  public.  Their  Lordships  might  re- 
flect that  if  peace  were  to  last  for  10 
years  no  one  above  the  rank  of  a  colonel 
now  might  be  able  to  command  a  fon^e. 
Gen6raf  Kavanagh  had  lately  depicted 


the  danger  of  shelving  officers  who,  al- 
though old,  might  be  far  more  active 
than  their  juniors,  whilst  invaluable  by 
their  experience.  The  retirement  of 
colonels  at  the  age  of  55  was  under 
consideration.  He  himself,  three-quar- 
ters of  a  century  old,  was  willing  to 
compete  with  any  of  their  Lordships  in 
some  athletic  exertions  or  any  struggle 
for  the  maintenance  of  truth,  whilst  he 
had  known  a  man  of  30  unable  even  to 
shave  himself.  No  one  could  report 
their  Lordships'  debates  without  the 
leave  of  the  House,  and  the  Usher  of 
the  Black  Rod  had  the  right  to  give  or 
withhold  admission  to  the  Reporters' 
Gallery,  in  the  same  way  as  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Commons  could  allot 
space  to  each  journal.  He  (Lord  Den- 
man)  had,  on  June  6,  1856,  pointed  out 
the  power  of  the  public  even  over  The 
Times,  and  had  never  been  fairly  reported 
by  that  journal  since,  having  a  few 
words,  seemingly  not  worth  a  report, 
attributed  to  him  with  his  name.  He 
did  not  care  for  being  reported,  but 
wished  to  see  nothing  reported  but  the 
truth. 

After  a  few  words  from  the  Earl  of 
Galloway, 

The  subject  dropped. 

CUSTOMS  Ain)   INLAND   BEVENXHS  BILL. 

Head  2*  (according  to  order) ;  Committee 
negativtd :  Then  Standing  Order  No.  XXXV. 
eofuidired  (according  to  order),  and  dispented 
with  :  Bill  read  3*,  tji6.pa9ttd, 

STATIONERY  OFFICE   (oONTEOLLXB's 

report). 

Select  Committee  appointed,  such  Committee 
to  consist  of  five  Lords,  *'  to  consider  the  First 
Report  of  the  Controller  of  Uer  Majesty's  Sta- 
tionery Office."— (rA#  Lord  Thnrlow.) 

And,  on  Juno  2,  the  Lords  following  were 
named  of  the  Conunittee  : 

E.  Jersey.  L.  Thurlow. 

V.  Sherbrooke.  L.  Monteagle  of  Bran* 

L.  Clinton.  don. 

And  a  message  sent  to  the  Commons  to  acquaint 
them  that  this  House  has  appointed  a  Committee 
of  five  Lords  to  join  with  a  Committee  of  the 
Commons  **  to  consider  the  first  Report  of  the 
Controller  of  Her  Majesty's  Stationery  Office;'* 
and  to  request  that  the  Commons  will  be  pleased 
to  apnoint  an  equal  number  of  Members  to  be 
joinea  with  the  Membert  of  this  House. 

House  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock, 

to  Thursday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Five  adock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  ZUt  May,  1881. 

MINUTES.] — Supply — considered  in  Committee 
— Jtesolutiona  [May  30]  reported. 

Private  Bill  (*y  Order)  —  Third  Reading  — 
Stirling  Water  ♦,  and  paesed. 

Public  Bills  —  Second  Reading  —  Elementary 
Education  Provisional  Order  Confirmation 
(Clay  Lane)  •  [181]. 

Committee— Vi&r  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirma- 
tion (No.  2)*  [161],  discharged;  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  [136]— r.p. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
QUESTIONS. 

— *oO*o  — 

VACCINATION  ACT— CLAUSE  29— 
REMISSION  OF  FINES. 

Me.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  he  has  come  to  any  decision  in 
regard  to  the  fines  illegally  imposed 
upon  six  persons  (amounting  with  costs 
to  36«.  6rf.  each)  at  Warrington  for  re- 
fusing to  have  their  children  vaccinated, 
the  conviction  having  been  made  under 
the  29th  Clause  of  the  Vaccination  Act, 
while  the  children  were  from  three  to 
six  years  old  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply,  said,  in  this  case  he  had  directed 
the  fines  to  be  remitted. 

PEOTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  —  KEL- 
MAINHAM  GAOL  —  STOPPAGE  OF 
LETTERS. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  a  letter,  dated 
2l6t  May,  written  by  a  Member  of  this 
House  to  one  of  the  gentlemen  in  Kil- 
mainham,  was  stopped  because  it  con- 
tained a  passage  reflecting  on  the  poli- 
tical wisdom  of  one  of  the  members  of 
the  Government  connected  with  the 
afiairs  of  Ireland ;  and,  whether  he  will 
state  shortly  some  of  the  principles  of 
censorship  on  which  the  governors  of 
prisons  are  instructed  to  act,  for  guid- 
ance of  the  public  in  their  communica- 
tions ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  cause 
the  letter  to  be  handed  to  the  gentleman 
to  whom  it  was  addressed,  and  issue 
suitable  instructions  in  future  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  It  is  the  fact 


that  a  letter,  dated  the  2l8t  instant, 
written  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford, and  addressed  to  Denis  Hannigan, 
a  prisoner  in  Kilmainham  Gaol  under 
the  Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  was  stopped  by  the  Governor  of 
that  gaol.  The  hon.  Member  will  find 
the  rules  as  to  the  writing  and  receiving 
of  letters  by  such  prisoners  among  the 
Regulations  made  by  theLord Lieutenant 
under  the  Act,  and  which  have  been  laid 
before  Parliament. 

THE  ORDNANCE  SURVEY— WARWICK- 

SHIRE. 

Mr,  NEWDEGATE  asked  the  Firet 
Commissioner  of  Works,  When  the  en- 
larged  ordnance  map  of  the  county  of 
Warwick  will  be  accessible  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  in  consequence  of  the  addi- 
tional sum  voted  for  the  prosecution  of 
the  Ordnance  Survey  the  survey  for  the 
county  of  Warwick  would  be  oommenoed 
in  the  year  1885. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  asked,  whether 
there  would  be  any  objection  to  furnish- 
ing the  House  with  a  Return  of  the 
enlarged  maps  for  counties,  and  also  of 
the  order  in  which  they  were  intended 
to  be  taken  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he  had 
no  objection  to  lay  such  a  Return  on  the 
Table.  Under  the  accelerated  scheme 
of  survey,  he  hoped  the  Survey  would 
be  completed  in  about  10  years.  There 
must,  of  course,  be  some  counties  the 
survey  of  which  would  be  undertaken 
later  than  others,  and  he  was  afraid 
that  under  the  arrangement  Warwick 
would  not  be  one  of  the  early  ones. 

AGRARIAN    CRIMES    (IRELAND)— THE 

RETURNS. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  a  Return,  issued  to  Members  on  the 
26th  May,  relating  to  Agrarian  and 
other  Crimes  (Ireland),  for  the  month 
of  December  1880;  whether  Hugh 
M 'Linden,  the  person  named  at  paffe 
17,  in  the  Return  for  the  oounty  Wick- 
low,  as  having  been  injured  on  the  18th 
December  last  by  the  receipt  of  a  threat- 
ening letter,  is  the  person  who  charged 
Patrick  KeJly,  a  respectable  Catholic 
farmer,  with  having  fired  at  him,  and 
thereby  caused  his  confinement  in  gaol 
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for  sereral  weeks,  the  committing  ma- 
gistrate having  refused  to  accept  bail, 
though  forthcoming  to  any  amount,  and 
the  grand  jury  having  subsequently 
found  that  the  charge  was  groundless ; 
whether  this  Hugh  M' Linden  is  the 
same  person  who  was  himself  recently 
committed  to  gaol  for  using  violent 
threats  to  a  witness  in  open  court ;  and, 
whether  he  will  inquire  through  the 
police  into  the  character  of  this  ^ injured 
person,"  so  as  to  be  able  to  inform  the 
House  that  he  is  not  a  '^  mauvaissujet," 
and  that  the  other  ten  cases  entered  in 
the  Betum,  of  intimidation  by  threaten- 
ing letters,  or  notices  or  otherwise,  are 
furnished  on  equally  reliable  testimony  ? 
Thb  ATTOENEY  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law):  Sir,  Hugh 
M 'Linden,  the  person  referred  to  in  this 
Question,  is  the  person  who  charged 
Patrick  Kelly  with  having  fired  at  him 
on  the  1 3th  of  December  last.  On  the 
14th  of  December,  Kelly  was  committed 
for  re- examination  on  the  8th  of  Janu- 
ary, when  bail  was  accepted.  He  was 
returned  for  trial  at  the  Wicklow  Quar- 
ter Sessions ;  but  the  Grand  Jury  ignored 
the  bill.  I  am  informed  that  Hugh 
M'Linden  is  a  man  of  indifferent  cha- 
racter, and  in  March  last  was  committed 
for  seven  days  at  Newtown  Petty  Ses- 
sions for  contempt  of  Court.  There  is  no 
reason  to  doubt  the  accuracy  of  the  infor- 
mation on  which  the  cases  of  intimidation 
have  been  included  in  the  Return. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— SWAZI  LAND. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  letter  published  in 
the  **  Free  State  Journal,**  attributed 
to  Sir  Morrison  Barlow,  the  British 
Agent  in  Swazi  Land,  and  in  which  the 
writer  alludes  to  a  belief,  on  the  part  of 
the  Boers,  that  a  Swazi  army  was  then 
waiting  for  his  orders  to  **  rush  into  the 
district  (Transvaal)  slay,  bum,  and  de- 
stroy all  and  everything,**  and  goes  on 
to  say — "There  are  few  things  would 
give  me  greater  pleasure  than  to  receive 
such  an  order ;  *  and,  whether,  in  case 
it  shall  be  proved  that  Sir  Morrison 
Barlow  is  the  writer.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  take  steps  to  remove 
him  from  a  post  in  which  he  may  en- 
danger the  peace  of  the  Empire  ? 

IrU.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  cannot 
answer  the  Question  in  detail;  but  I  can 
acquaint  the  hon.  Member  of  that  which 


will  sufficiently  meet  his  purpose.  This 
letter  has  been  noticed  by  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood.  I  believe  that,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber states,  there  is  no  doubt  as  to  the 
authorship  of  the  letter,  and  that,  in 
consequence,  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  sug- 
gested to  Lord  Kimberley  that  leave  of 
absence  should  be  given  to  the  gentle- 
man who  had  written  the  letter.  Lord 
Kimberley  has  acted  upon  that  sug- 
gestion. 

Mb.  PARNELL  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther any  further  information  had  been 
received  with  regard  to  attempts  to  in- 
cite the  Natives  against  the  Boers  in  the 
Transvaal  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  as  far  as  I 
am  aware,  no  such  attempts  have  been 
made.  I  feel  very  confident  that  we 
had  not,  up  to  last  evening,  received 
anything  in  the  nature  of  authentic  in- 
formation on  the  subject; 

PROTECTION  OF  PEBSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881 —JOHN 
RYAN  OF  MURROE. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  there  was  any  charge  against 
John  Ryan  of  Murroe  (who  was  arrested 
in  March  last),  except  tr3ring  to  induce 
others  to  join  the  local  Land  League ; 
and,  if  not,  if  he  considers  that  sufficient 
grounds  for  detaining  this  young  man 
any  longer  in  prison  away  from  his  busi- 
ness and  his  family  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  John  Ryan  was 
arrested  on  reasonable  suspicion  of  hav- 
ing, since  the  30th  of  September  last, 
been  guilty  as  principal  of  the  crime  of 
intimidating  a  certain  person  with  a 
view  to  compel  him  to  join  the  Land 
League.  This  man's  case  will  shortly 
come  before  the  Lord  Lieutenant  for 
consideration,  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  and,  no  doubt,  a  just  decision  will 
be  arrived  at  in  reference  to  it. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  — CASE  OF  ARTHUR 
PAGE  BETTINGHA^I— CONVICTIONS 
FOR  BETl'INO. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  Arthur  Page 
Bettingham,  who,  on  May  21st,  was 
fined  twenty-five  pounds  and  costs  at 
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correspondent  of  a  London  newspaper 
have  been  suppressed,  by  order,  in 
Paris ;  if  such  action  is  not  an  infringe- 
ment of  the  International  Conyention 
regarding  telegraphic  commnnicationB; 
and,  if  Her  Majesty's  CK>Yemment  it 
prepared  to  make  any  representations 
in  the  matter  ? 

Sm  CHAKLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  no 
information  has  reached  Her  Majesty's 
Government  beyond  the  report  contained 
in  the  newspapers,  and  they  are,  conse- 
quently, unable  to  express  any  opinion 
on  the  subject.  If  the  action  mentioned 
in  the  newspaper  paragraph  had  been 
taken,  it  is  rather  doubtful  whether  it 
would  have  been  a  violation  of  the  In- 
ternational Telegraphic  Convention.  Ar- 
ticle 7  of  that  Convention,  which  was 
concluded  in  1875,  and  laid  before  this 
House  in  1 876,  gives  all  Powers  ability 
to  stop  the  transmission  of  any  private 
telegram  which  may  appear  dangerous 
to  the  security  of  the  State.  By  Article 
8  power  is  reserved  to  each  Government 
to  interrupt  the  whole  system  of  tele- 
graphs for  an  indefinite  period— on  con- 
dition, however,  that  the  other  Govern- 
ments should  be  informed. 

ARMY— GRANTS  FOR  MIIJTART 
SERVICES. 

Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whe- 
ther he  will  consent  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  a  list  of  annuities  and  grants  of 
money  awarded  for  special  Military  Ser- 
vices to  officers  of  Her  Majesty's  Army, 
whether  Imperial  or  Indian,  since  1835? 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
Sir,  so  far  as  the  India  Office  is  con- 
cerned, there  will  be  no  objection  to  give 
a  Keturn  of  all  the  grants  made  from 
the  Indian  Kevenues.  The  India  Office 
has  no  knowledge  of  the  grants  made 
from  Imperial  Bevenues;  but  I  will  com* 
municate  with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  and  aaoer* 
tain  from  him  whether  there  will  be  any 
objection  on  his  part  to  make  the  Re- 
turn. I  will  then  communicate  further 
with  the  hon.  Member  as  to  the  form 
in  which  it  should  be  moved  for. 

TtJNIS-SUPPRESSlON  OF  TELEGRAMS. 

Viscount    FOLKESTONE    (for    the  INDIA-THE  BHEEL  TRIBES. 

Earl  of  Becttve)  asked  the  Under  Se-  Coloitel  MAKINS  asked  the  Secre- 
cretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If ;  cretary  of  State  for  India,  If  it  be  true, 
HerMajesty's  Government  is  aware  that '  as  reported  in  the  "Times"  by  tele- 
thirteen  telegrams  sent  from  Tunis  by  the  '  graph,  dated  29th  May,  from  Oalootte, 

Sir  JFil/rid  Zawion 


the  Solehill  Police  Court,  for  illegally 
betting,  the  evidence  showing  that  the 
defendant  shouted  **  three  to  one  on  the 
field,"  and  took  a  shilling  on  Rochester 
and  a  shilling  on  Merryfield ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  police  have  instructions  to  carry 
out  the  Law  in  a  similar  manner  against 
any  Members  of  this  or  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  who  may  be  found 
laying  or  taking  the  odds  at  the  forth- 
coming Epsom  Races? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  Sir, 
my  hon.  Friend  has  rather  misconceived 
the  facts  of  this  conviction.  He  seems 
to  have  assumed  that  the  conviction  in 
this  case  was  for  making  bets.  That 
was  not  so.  The  law  on  that  matter 
was  altered  in  1845,  when  the  old  bet- 
ting Acts  were  repealed.  The  law  is 
now  directed  against  persons  who  keep 
places  for  betting.  In  this  case  the  con- 
viction was  for  keeping  a  betting  stand. 
He  was  proceeded  against  because  he 
was  the  keeper  of  a  stand  for  betting 
on  the  racecourse.  My  hon.  Friend 
asks  me  whether  I  will  cause  similar 
proceedings  to  be  instituted  against 
Members  of  this  or  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  in  case  of  such  offences  being 
committed  by  them.  If  my  hon.  Friend 
is  able  to  assure  me  from  personal  ob- 
servation to-morrow  that  any  Member 
of  this  House  has  kept  betting  stands 
on  the  racecourse  at  Epsom,  after  look- 
ing at  the  law  on  the  subject,  I  will,  on 
receiving  information  of  that  character, 
consider  what  steps  ought  to  be  taken. 
I  find  that  the  use  of  a  large  umbrella 
constitutes  a  **  place." 

SiE  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked,  whe- 
ther it  was  any  offence  to  bet  with  the 
men  who  kept  these  stands  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  That 
is  a  question  of  law  upon  which  I  should 
not  like  to  commit  myself  offhand.  All 
I  can  do  is  to  refer  my  hon.  Friend  to 
the  Act  of  1845,  repealing  the  Act  of  18 
Geo.  II.,  which  did  inflict  a  penalty  on 
betting  of  £10  or  £20.  I  should  not 
like  to  commit  myself  further  than  this. 
The  Acts  of  1853  and  1874  are  directed 
against  persons  who  keep  places  for 
betting. 
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that  the  OoTemment  have  ooncluded  a 
Treaty  of  Peace  with  the  insurgent 
Bheel  tribes,  and  that  among  the  prin- 
cipal provisions  of  the  Treaty  are  the 
following :~  The  Bheels  are  not  to  be 
troubled  on  account  of  the  Census ;  their 
lands  are  not  to  be  measured ;  all  who 
took  part  in  the  recent  insurrection  are 
to  be  pardoned ;  all  the  Bheels  who  were 
imprisoned  during  the  last  three  years 
are  to  be  released  on  payment  of  a  pro- 
per ransom ;  half  the  Tisalu  tax  is  to  be 
remitted ;  no  new  police  stations  are  to 
be  established ;  the  Excise  Duty  is  to  be 
abolished ;  the  Bheels  are  to  be  allowed 
to  levy  black  mail  on  travellers;  whe- 
ther such  a  treaty  has  been  accepted  by 
the  Bheels,  who  thereupon  dispersed  to 
their  hills ;  and,  if  such  a  description  of 
the  said  treaty  be  a  fabrication,  ii  he  can 
take  any  steps  to  prevent  in  future  the 
infliction  of  such  hoaxes  on  the  public  ? 
Thb  Maequess  of  IIAETINGTON  : 
Sir,  we  have  only  received  extremely 
meagre  teleeraphic  accounts  of  the  dis- 
turbances which  have  taken  place  in  the 
Bheel  country.  The  insurgent  Bheel 
Tribes  are  not  British  subjects  ;  but 
the  disturbances  appear  to  have  arisen 
amongst  some  of  the  tribes  which  are 
subject  to  the  Oudepore  State.  From 
the  accounts  we  have  received,  it  seems 
that  the  importance  of  these  disturb- 
ances has  been  very  considerably  exag- 
gerated. The  last  information  that 
reached  us  was  that  the  Oudepore  Dur- 
bar appeared  disposed  to  treat  these 
tribes  fairly,  and  to  remedy  any  sub- 
stantial grievances.  It  is  extremely  im- 
Erobable  that  the  British  Agent  would 
ave  concurred  in  any  such  Treaty  as 
that  alleged ;  but  we  have  no  full  infor- 
mation at  present.  I  think  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  will  see  it  is  quite 
impossible  that  the  Indian  Government 
should  exercise  any  supervision  over  the 
teleg^ms  which  are  despatched  from 
India  to  this  country.  Very  useful  and 
Tery  accurate  information  is  generally 
contained  in  them;  but  no  doubt,  in 
this  case,  the  information  furnished  is 
extremely  erroneous. 

WAYS  AND  >IEAKS-1NLAND  REVENrE 
—DRAWBACK  OX  MALT  DUTY. 

Mr.  EABP  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  not  the 
fact  that  great  dissatisfaction  has  been 
expressed  at  the  manner  in  which  the 
olauna  of  drawback  of  Malt  Duty  were 


met  by  the  Inland  Bevenue  Depart- 
ment; whether  it  has  not  been  admitted 
by  one  of  the  heads  of  that  Department 
that  injustice  has  been  done  to  traders 
by  the  method  adopted  in  making  the 
allowance;  whether  it  is  not  the  fact 
that  in  some  cases  the  drawback  was 
allowed  to  persons  holding  stocks  of 
malt  on  the  quantity  shown  by  their 
books,  and  not  by  measuring  or  gaug- 
ing, as  provided  by  the  Act ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  authorise  a  Copy  of  the 
Correspondence  on  the  subject,  which 
has  taken  place  between  the  Depart- 
ment and  the  persons  aggrieved,  to  be 
printed  and  placed  before  Parliament? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  who  was  indis- 
tinctly  heard,  said  that  he  would  endea- 
vour to  answer  the  Question  of  his  hon. 
Friend  as  briefly  as  he  could.  Great 
dissatisfaction  had  been  expressed  by 
gentlemen  whose  opinion  was  of  great 
weight ;  but  it  was  a  mistake  to  suppose 
that  general  dissatisfaction  had  been 
felt  at  the  manner  in  which  the  Excise 
officers  performed  their  difficult  duties. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  proportion  of 
those  who  were  dissatisfied  was  more 
than  1  to  100.  In  saying  that  he  in- 
tended no  disrespect  to  those  who  were 
dissatisfied,  but  only  desired  to  do  justice 
to  the  Department.  With  regard  to 
the  supposed  admission  on  the  part  of 
the  Department,  he  found,  unfortunately, 
that  Mr.  Ellis  was  out  of  health,  and  he 
had  not  been  able  to  consult  him  on  the 
subject.  But  the  question  would  be 
examined  hereafter.  With  regard  to 
the  third  Question,  there  was  only  this 
foundation  in  fact — that  some  of  the 
stocks  of  the  great  traders  were  taken 
in  a  particular  manner,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  the  malt  was  stored  in 
large  bins  which  it  was  difficult  to  test 
by  penetrating  to  the  bottom  of  the 
bins.  The  measurements  were  brought 
in  and  then  the  stocks  were  entered  in 
the  books.  Thus  the  books  were  col- 
lateral and  complementary  evidence.  He 
was  afraid  his  hon.  Friend  would  not 
be  satisfied  with  the  succinct  answer 
which  he  was  obliged  to  give.  As  to 
the  production  of  the  Correspondence 
which  had  taken  place  between  the  De- 
partment and  the  persons  agg^eved, 
rather  than  lay  it  on  the  Table  at  the 
present  moment  he  would  suggest  that, 
when  the  extreme  pressure  of  Parlia- 
mentary Business  had  a  little  subsided, 
he  would  endeavour  to  make  arrange- 
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ments  with  the  hon.  Member,  who 
took  great  interest  in  the  question,  for 
a  personal  discussion  on  the  nature  of 
the  rules  adopted  in  these  cases. 

AFGHANISTAN— THE  CIVIL  WAR. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  it  is 
a  fact  that  civil  war  has  already  broken 
out  in  the  Kandahar  district  between 
Ayoub  and  Abdurrahman  ;  that  the  im- 
mediate evacuation  of  the  Pishin  Valley 
has  been  ordered  by  the  Home  Govern- 
ment against  the  wishes  of  the  Indian 
Government ;  that  the  Czar  has  by  Im- 
perial Ukase  incorporated  in  the  Rus- 
sian Empire  the  whole  Country  of  the 
Tekke  Turcoman's,  including  Askabad, 
the  furthest  part  of  General  Skobeleffs 
advance,  notwithstanding  the  assurances 
of  his  Government  that  Russia  merely 
intended  to  punish  the  Turcomans ;  that 
this  Country  is  being  colonised  by  Cos- 
sack and  Russian  immigrants,  and  that 
the  railway  from  the  Caspian  to  Herat 
is  being  rapidly  advanced ;  that  a  depu- 
tation of  Turcoman  leaders  is  at  present 
at  St.  Petersburg,  and  has  promised 
fidelity  and  military  service  to  the  Czar, 
thus  securing  for  Russia  the  aid  of 
some  60,000  of  the  finest  cavalry  in  the 
world  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  it  is  a  fact,  as  stated  in  the  tele- 
grams which  have  been  communicated 
by  the  India  Office  to  the  Press,  that 
skirmishes,  apparently  of  an  unimpor- 
tant character,  have  taken  place  between 
the  partizans  of  Abdurrahman  and  Ayoob 
Khan.  But  nothing  has  yet  happened 
which  differs  very  much  in  character  or 
degree  from  the  circumstances  which 
have  from  time  to  time  taken  place  in 
that  part  of  the  country  during  the 
occupation  of  Candahar  by  the  British 
troops.  With  regard  to  the  other  Ques- 
tions which  the  hon.  Member  has  put  to 
me,  I  must  refer  him  to  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
as  we  have  no  official  information  at  the 
India  Office  on  the  subjects  to  which  he 
refers. 

FROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  —  MR. 
DILLON. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  I  wish  respeotfuUy 
to  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  whether  you 
have  received  a  letter  from  the  senior 

Mr.  Oiadstone 


Member  for  the  County  of  l^pperaiy 
(Mr.  Dillon)  complaining  that  he  has 
been  prevented  from  coming  to  thii 
House  by  his  arrest  when  on  his  way 
here,  and  stating  that  in  his  abeenoe  he 
has  been  misrepresented  in  this  Home 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant for  Ireland,  and  asking  for  your 
intervention  in  order  that  he  may  b« 
able  to  resume  his  duties  in  this  House? 
I  wish  also  to  ask  whether  you  have  any 
objection  to  communicate  the  contents  of 
the  letter  to  the  House  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  have  to  inform 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
that  I  received  yesterday  a  commonica- 
tion  from  the  senior  Member  for  the 
County  of  Tipperary,  and  last  night  I 
answered  the  letter.  With  regard  to  the 
production  of  the  communication  or  my 
answer,  that  is  a  matter  for  the  deter- 
mination of  the  House. 

Mb.  PARNELL :  May  I  ask  you,  Sir, 
to  be  good  enough  to  inform  me  in  what 
way  I  may  obtain  the  opinion  of  the 
House  as  to  the  desirability  of  producing 
the  letter,  whether  it  would  come  on  as 
a  matter  of  Privilege,  or  in  the  ordinary 
way? 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  would  certainly 
not  come  on  as  a  matter  of  Privilege.  If 
the  hon.  Member  thinks  proper  to  move 
for  the  production  of  the  Correspon- 
dence, that  will  be  a  matter  for  the 
House  to  determine.  So  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  can  see  no  objection  to  its 
production. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  So  far  as  the 
Government  are  concerned,  to  whom  re- 
ference is  generally  made  on  the  subject 
of  Returns,  we  make  no  objection  to  the 
production  of  the  Correspondence,  which 
may  be  moved  for  as  an  unopposed 
Return. 

Mr.  PARNELL :  Sir,  I  beg  to  gite 
Notice  that  I  shall  move  for  it  to-mor- 
row. 

Mr.  J.  COWEN :  When  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  sent  a  letter  to  you.  Sir,  com* 
plaining  of  his  treatment  by  the  House, 
that  was  regarded  and  dealt  with  as  s 
matter  of  Privilege.  And  I  would  ask 
whether  there  is  any  difference  between 
the  two  letters  which  renders  this  letter 
from  Mr.  Dillon  incapable  of  being 
treated  in  the  same  way  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  In  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle,  I  have 
only  to  say  that  I  cannot  consider  that 
any  oommunioation  whatever  which  Mr. 
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Dillon  may  think  proper  to  make  to 
me  is  necessarily  a  Question  of  Privi- 
lege, and  to  be  laid  before  the  House. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  :  I  would  ask 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  New- 
castle whether  he  is  not  aware  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  is  an  English  Member,  and 
Mr.  Dillon  is  an  Irish  Member  ? 

MOTION. 


PARUAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS— 
THE  DERBY  DAY. 

Mr.  B.  power  said,  he  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  moving  that  the  House  at  its 
rising  adjourn  until  Thursday  next.  He 
was  yery  happy  indeed  to  find  that 
there  was  to  be  no  opposition  to  that 
Motion.  [Sir  WrLFRro  Lawson  dis- 
sented.] Well,  at  all  events,  the  hon. 
Baronet  who  shook  his  head  had  not 
had  the  courage  of  his  convictions.  No 
Notice  of  opposition  appeared  in  the 
Parliamentary  Record ;  and  if  the  hon. 
Baronet  really  intended  to  challenge  his 
Resolution,  in  all  fairness  he  ought  to 
have  signified  his  desire  in  the  usual 
mode.  Rashness  was  one  of  the  failings 
of  youth,  and  he  (Mr.  R.  Power)  feared 
it  was  his  failing  upon  that  occasion ; 
for  he  had  spoken  so  often  upon  that 
important  subject,  that  anything  he 
might  then  say  would  be  tedious  as  '*  a 
thrice-told  tale.''  He  had,  therefore, 
determined  not  to  make  a  speech. 
\_Ch0ert.]  Really  those  cheers  almost 
tempted  him  to  break  his  resolve ;  but 
he  would  only  make  a  few  remarks.  He 
Tainly  hoped  that  they  might  have  been 
allowed  innocently  to  enjoy  themselves 
to-morrow  without  this  miserable  an- 
nual squabble.  He  thought  that  reason 
had  at  last  dawned  upon  the  obtuse 
mind  of  the  temperance  Baronet;  and 
he  believed  that  the  constant  beatings 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  had  received  for 
his  misconduct  upon  these  occasions 
would  have  had  some  effect  upon  him  ; 
but  he  found  that  he  was  absolutely 
irreclaimable — logic  and  argument  were 
alike  thrown  away  upon  him,  and  he 
clearly  proved  by  his  conduct  that  Pro- 
vidence thought  it  necessary  to  inflict 
certain  evils  upon  the  human  race. 
What  did  the  hon.  Baronet  propose  to 
do?  He  proposed  to  imprison  the 
Members  of  the  House  on  Wednesday, 
and  also  its  hard-worked  officials.  Did 
not  the  hon.  Baronet  think  that  the 


hours  occupied  by  the  talk  of  hon. 
Members  on  the  Liberal  Benches — 
hours  which  sometimes  extended  to  4 
or  5  o'clock  in  the  morning — entitled 
the  officials  of  the  House  to  at  least  one 
day  of  rest  and  recreation  ?  Never  be- 
fore had  there  been  a  Session  notable 
for  so  few  **  counts-out."  With  regard  to 
this  question  of  **  counts,"  however,  he 
had  acquired  new  hope  now  that  that 
long  lost  child,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Knaresborough  (Mr.  T.  Collins)  had 
returned  to  the  House.  "Counts,"  he 
thought,  would  now  become  a  little 
more  frequent.  He  would  remind  the 
House  that  there  had  been  an  increasing 
majority  on  the  question  of  adjournment 
over  the  Derby  Day.  In  1877  the  pro- 
posal was  supported  by  207  Members, 
and  last  year  by  285.  They  certainly 
deserved  a  holiday  considering  the  ar- 
duous work  which  they  had  gone  through 
in  the  present  Session.  They  had  been 
summoned  at  an  unusually  early  period, 
and,  judging  from  present  appearances, 
they  were  likely  to  sit  for  an  unusual 
length  of  time.  They  had,  in  the  pro- 
secution of  their  labours,  turned  day 
into  night  and  night  into  day,  and  their 
zeal  in  the  fulfilment  of  their  duties  had 
been  such  that  he  believed  Her  Majesty 
had  no  harder-worked  subjects  than  Her 
faithful  Commons.  He  contended  that 
all  Parties  in  the  House  would  be  bene- 
fited by  a  holiday  on  Wednesday,  and 
they  would  return  to  their  work  in  a 
better  spirit  and  temper  than  had  some- 
times been  exhibited.  Anyhow,  he  could 
speak  for  his  own  Party  on  that  occasion. 
For  the  Irish  Members  there  had  recently 
been  nothing  but  interruption,  Obstruc- 
tion, Questions,  and  Amendments,  coer- 
cion, and  suspension.  A  Member  of  that 
Party  hardly  knew  whether  he  was  to  be 
allowed  to  sit  in  the  House,  or  whether 
he  was  to  be  consigned  to  a  coll  in  Kil- 
mainham.  In  fact,  for  an  Irish  Member 
there  stood  **  a  palace  and  a  prison  on 
each  hand."  After  what  he  had  said, 
no  one  could  doubt  that  the  Members  of 
his  Party  deserved  to  have  their  physical 
and  mental  energies  recruited  by  a  holi- 
day. If  any  further  argument  wore 
needed  to  convince  his  Colleagues,  ho 
would  remind  them  of  the  very  remark- 
able and  agreeable  fact  that  when  Pleni- 
potentiary won  the  Derby  in  1834,  Mr. 
Batson  made  his  tenants  a  proscnt  of 
one  whole  year's  rent.  He  failed  to  see 
how  any  illustrious  Colleague  of  his 
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could  possibly  vote  in  anti^nism  to  a 
race  which  had  had  so  beneficial  an 
effect:  On  the  last  occasion  when  the 
subject  was  brought  forward,  42  Irish 
Members,  who  constituted  all  that  was 
enlightened  and  intelligent  among  the 
Representatives  of  Irish  constituencies, 
supported  him,  and  only  10  foolish 
Irishmen,  consisting  of  eight  barristers, 
one  clergyman,  and  one  major,  voted 
against  him.  Of  course,  the  wants  of 
their  small  Party  went  for  little  in  the 
decision  of  that  House ;  but  then  there 
were  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  who  de- 
served a  holiday  as  much  as  any  school- 
boys in  the  country.  Their  troubles 
were  not  confined  to  that  House,  but 
extended  all  over  the  world,  from  Con- 
stantinople to  Afghanistan,  from  Afghan- 
istan to  the  Transvaal,  from  the  Trans- 
vaal to  Ireland,  and  from  Ireland  back  to 
Northampton.  He  did  not  say  that  all  the 
Members  of  the  Government  were  entitled 
to  a  holiday  on  Wednesday,  for  there  were 
drones  as  well  as  bees  in  the  Govern- 
ment hive.  But,  at  any  rate,  there  was 
one  right  hon.  Gentleman  whom  all 
would  agree  had  earned  the  right  to  a 
holiday — he  referred  to  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  The 
number  of  speeches  he  had  had  to  make, 
the  number  of  attacks  he  had  had  to 
repel,  the  number  of  explanations  he 
had  had  to  g^ve,  the  number  of  Questions 
he  had  had  to  answer,  was  quite  suffi- 
cient to  muddle  the  brains  of  any 
ordinary  mortal,  and  if  he  was  to  get 
through  the  remainder  of  the  Session 
with  safety  to  himself  and  benefit  to  his 
Party  he  had  better  enjoy  himself  to- 
morrow on  the  Epsom  Downs.  Men 
of  all  stations,  creeds,  and  classes,  shared 
alike  this  sport.  Epsom  was  a  neutral 
ground  where  all  religious  andpolitical 
differences  were  buried.  He  only 
wished  they  had  some  such  burial- 
ground  in  Ireland.  To  show  how  the 
love  of  this  sport  permeated  all  classes, 
he  might  just  mention  that  on  the  race- 
course at  York  there  was  a  celebrated 
spot  known  as  **The  Archbishop's 
Comer,"  where  the  grandfather  of  the 
present  Home  Secretary,  in  defiance  of 
all  canon  law,  hid  himself  in  some 
bushes  in  order  to  see  the  winner  of  a 
big  race.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  inherited  not  only 
the  fortune,  but  also  the  sporting  procli- 
vities of  his  grandfather,  and  that  he 
would  find  himself  at  the  Derby  to- 
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morrow.  The  hon.  Baronet  oppodte 
thought  it  derogatory  to  the  di^fy  ol 
the  House  to  adjourn  for  a  horse  raee. 
Well,  he  was  sorry  to  say  that  recent 
events  had  cast  some  doubt  upon  the 
existence  of  that  dignity ;  but  he  woold 
remind  his  hon.  Friend,  if  he  had  erer 
read  Itoman  history,  which  by-the-bje 
he  very  much  doubted,  that  the  Romans, 
who  could  not  have  been  insensible  to 
considerations  of  dignity,  never  met  in 
the  Forum  when  there  was  a  race  in  the 
Circus.  The  ancient  Britons,  as  soon  ai 
they  became  civilized  enough,  stamped 
their  coins  with  equine  subjects,  and 
King  Athelstan  set  such  store  upon 
horses  that  he  prohibited  their  exporta- 
tion except  as  presents.  In  his  Derby 
Day  speeches  the  hon.  Baronet  was  ac- 
customed to  sneer  at  those  who  went  to 
reuses.  He  called  them  '*  bawling  black- 
guards." Well,  that  was  scarcely  a 
generous  phrase.  [Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son:  I  applied  it  only  to  professional 
betting  men.]  It  might  be  extended  to 
others  besides  betting  men.  The  loadest 
bawler  and  the  big^gest  blackguard  he 
had  ever  met  in  his  me  was  a  gentleman 
who  was  a  paid  temperance  lecturer,  and 
who  died  of  delirium  tremens.  His  hon. 
Friend's  great  argument  was — "Let 
those  go  to  the  Derby  who  will,  and  let 
the  rest  stay  at  home  and  transact  Busi- 
ness." But  the  Select  Committees  were 
largely  composed  of  betting  men,  and 
both  in  the  Committees  and  in  the  Hooss 
it  would  be  found  that  the  statesman- 
like majority  would  go  away,  and  the 
crotchetty  and  chimerical  minority  re- 
main. He  really  thought  that  if  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  his  way  he  would  keep 
them  all  in  the  nursery  and  sustain  them 
with  Zoedone.  He  forgot  the  lines  of 
the  celebrated  poet — 

"  The  man  who  hath  no  sonl  for  ntdng, 
Is  only  fit  for  treasona,  stratagems,  and 
water-drinking.* ' 

The  hon.  Baronet  said  he  was  thirsty 
for  work;  but  this  inordinate  appetite 
for  work  was  not  natural  or  healthy  in 
man,  and  he  would  find  that  the  most 
sober-souled  individual  must  sometimes 
enjoy  himsslf.  He  (Mr.  B.  Power) 
knew  they  would  hear  a  great  deal  about 
'^conscientious  objections"  to  an  sd- 
joumment  over  the  Derby  Day.  WsU# 
he  did  not  say  that  a  conscientious  xnaa 
might  not  be  a  g^d  man  ;  but  oonsden- 
tious  men  were  generaUy  very  trouble* 
some  as  legislatorBy  and  inoonvenisnt  it 
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friends.  He  would  remind  the  House  that 
the  Derby  race  was  entitled  to  respect  on 
the  score  of  antiquity.  It  was  over  100 
years  old,  and  it  had  been  sanctioned  by 
the  House  of  Commons  for  *34  years; 
and  he  doubted  yery  much  whether  the 
Puritanical  spirit  was  yet  strong  enough 
to  prevent  the  Legislature  from  giving 
its  countenance  to  an  ancient  and  noble 
pastime.  No  sane  man  could  have  any 
hesitation  as  to  the  vote  he  should  give. 
On  the  one  side,  they  had  fresh  air, 
healthful  excitement,  and  the  indescrib- 
able pleasure  of  seeing  the  noblest  horses 
in  the  world  coming  round  Tattenham 
Comer  and  making  for  the  winning-post 
amid  the  shouts  of  thousands.  On  the 
other  side,  they  had  bad  air,  dull  repe- 
tition, and  tiresome  talking,  and  did  no 
good  either  to  themselves  or  to  the  coun- 
try. He  had  forgotten  that  he  promised 
not  to  make  a  speech,  so  he  should  con- 
clude as  he  once  heard  a  celebrated 
preacher  wind  up  an  eloquent  dis- 
course— 

*•  Retnembeir,  my  brethren,  this  is  not  a  ser- 
mon I  have  been  preaching  to  you ;  it  is  only 
the  truth  I  have  been  telling  you." 

The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving 
the  Hesolution  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
**  That  this  House,  at  its  rising,  do  ad~ 
journ  until  Thursday." — {Mr.  Richard 
Power,) 

8ir  WiLFBiD  Lawson  was  about  to 
speak,  when 

Mb.  WAETON  rose  to  Order.  He 
submitted  that  the  hon.  Baronet  was 
not  entitled  to  be  heard.  It  was  one  of 
the  Eules  of  the  House  that  no  Member 
should  address  the  House  on  a  subject 
in  which  he  had  a  pecuniary  interest — 
[CrUiof  "Oh !  'H— and  the  hon.  Baronet, 
he  understood,  had  been  betting  on  the 
result  of  the  division.    [ Crie$  o/  **  Oh  I  'H 

Mr.  8PEAKEE :  I  can  only  regard 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bridport  as  trifling  with  the 
House. 

Mb.  WABTON,  who  rose  again  amid 
interruption  and  cries  of  "  Name  him  ! " 
said,  he  could  assure  Mr.  Speaker  it  was 
nothing  of  the  kind.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  have  heard  what 
he  said.  [*'  Order,  order ! '']  Ue  stated, 
and  now  repeated  the  statement,  that 
he  was  informed  the  hon.  Baronet  had 


been  betting  on  the  result  of  the  divi- 
sion.    [''  Oh,  oh !  "] 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  as 
the  Speaker  appeared  to  have  over- 
ruled the  objection  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton),  he  should  proceed  to  give  a 
few  reasons  why  he  could  not  agree 
with  the  Eesolution.  He  admired  the 
entertaining  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Waterford;  but  it 
only  wanted  one  thing  —  namely,  a 
little  argument.  He  gave  no  reason 
why  that  House  should  adjourn  for  a 
horse  race  except  that  the  Romans  used 
to  do  so.  That  was  surely  a  poor  argu- 
ment to  use  in  a  Christian  Assembly. 
He  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  thought  it  was 
an  argument  in  his  favour  when  in  such 
an  Assembly  his  hon.  Friend  was  obliged 
to  go  back  to  a  heathen  assembly  for  a 
precedent.  Last  Friday  he  had  read  in 
The  Morning  Poet,  which  was  one  of  the 
organs  of  sweetness  and  light,  the  fol- 
lowing  sentence : — 

"  The  Motion  for  the  adjournment  over  the 
Derby  will  be  moved,  and  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson 
wiU  oppose  the  Motion,  and,  if  need  be,  take  a 
division.  He  wiU  be  supported  by  the  section 
of  Radical  Nonconformists  below  the  Gangway, 
who  object  to  adjournments  on  Saint  days,  Derby 
days,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing.*' 

He  did  not,  however,  put  the  Derby  at 
all  in  the  same  category  as  Saints'  days. 
He  objected  to  it  on  the  ground  of  com- 
mon sense  and  national  morality  ;  and  if 
he  could  not  maintain  his  stand  on  those 
grounds,  he  hoped  the  House  would 
vote  against  him.  What  did  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  mean  by  saying 
that  the  Derby  adjournment  was  a  time- 
honoured  institution  ?  It  was  introduced 
only  84  years  ago  by  Lord  George 
Bentinck,  and  he  used  to  carry  it  by 
narrow  majorities.  But  there  were  Radi- 
cals in  those  days.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Birmingham  was 
a  Kadical  then,  and  he  and  Mr.  Hume 
used  to  fight  Lord  George  Bentinck  on 
his  Motion.  Of  course,  the  adjournment 
got  to  be  an  habit,  as  evil  things  un- 
fortunately did,  and  by-and-bye  Lord 
Palmerston,  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment, took  it  out  of  the  hands  of  private 
Members.  But  that  happened  only  21 
years  ago,  and  then,  as  time  went  on, 
some  of  the  lladieal  Nonconformists  and 
disreputable  people  below  the  Gangway 
protested  against  the  adjournment,  and 
at  last,  to  the  honour  of  the  present 
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Leader  of  the  Opposition  in  that  House, 
who  saw  that  the  proceeding  was  alto- 
gether contemptible,  he  declared  that 
the  Government  would  never  bring  for- 
ward the  Motion  again,  but  would  ]eave 
it  to  the  Member  for  Waterford.  It 
was  not  a  time-honoured  practice,  but 
an  excrescence  on  their  proceedings. 
What  happened  last  year?  When  the 
Motion  was  made,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  jumped  up  and  said  there  was 
no  Business  on  the  Paper  for  Wednes- 
day, and  that  if  the  House  met  the 
Speaker  would  have  to  sit  in  the  Chair 
from  1 2  to  4  o'clock,  looking  at  an  empty 
House  and  with  no  Business  to  be  done. 
It  was  the  favourite  argument  for  the 
adjournment  that  no  Business  was  put 
down  for  the  Derby  day.  But  why  was 
that  so?  Because  everybody  said — **It 
is  no  use  putting  down  anything  on  the 
Paper — the  House  is  sure  to  adjourn." 
Then,  when  an  empty  Paper  appeared, 
it  was  said — **  The  House  may  as  well 
adjourn,  because  there  is  nothing  on  the 
Paper."  On  this  occasion,  however, 
they  had  got  rid  of  that  difficulty.  He 
saw  that  there  were  no  fewer  than  14 
most  important  Bills  put  down  on  the 
Paper  for  to-morrow,  and,  strange  to 
say,  out  of  the  whole  number  only  two 
happened  to  be  Irish  Bills.  Therefore, 
they  would  be  very  happy  indeed  if  his 
hon.  Friend  and  all  his  Colleagues  would 
go  the  Derby  to-morrow. 

Mb.  E.  power  asked,  what  was  the 
first  Bill  for  to-morrow  ? 

Sir  WILFEip  LAWSON,  said  it  was 
a  peculiarly  Irish  Bill — it  was  about 
lunacy.  Strange  to  say,  there  was  only 
one  Drink  Bill  among  the  14 ;  but  there 
were  three  Ecclesiastical  Bills.  One  was 
about  churchwardens,  one  about  Church 
Boards,  and  then  there  was  the  very  im- 
portant Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincoln  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  as  to  Church 
patronage,  and  he  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  be  seduced  by  his 
Colleague  (Mr.  Chaplin)  to  visit  the 
Derby  instead  of  attending  to  that  im- 
portant measure.  That  constituted  a 
pretty  good  list  of  Bills,  and  it  showed 
that  they  might  be  better  employed  to- 
morrow than  in  all  going  to  the  Derby. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Water- 
ford  said  they  had  met  unusually  early 
this  year,  and  so  they  had  ;  but  then  it 
must  be  owned  that  they  had  done 
unusually  little,  although  there  never 
was  a  Session  requiring  them  more  to 
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attend  to  their  work.  His  hon.  Friead 
told  them  that  last  year  he  had  oppoeed 
that  Motion  on  Sabbatarian  grounds; 
but  surely  nobody  but  an  Irishman 
could  suppose  that  the  Derby  was  run  on  a 
Sunday.  His  hon.  Friend  had  the  modest 
assurance  to  come  down  there  and  say  that 
the  House  wanted  a  rest ;  and  he  mads 
an  appeal  admi$^ieordiam  to  the  Speaker 
and  the  officers  of  the  House.  Now, 
he  was  there  at  6  o'clock  last  Saturday 
morning ;  and  who,  he  might  ask,  was 
the  leader  of  those  who  kept  them  out 
of  their  beds  up  to  that  time?  Why, 
his  hon.  Friend  who  now  professed  so 
much  anxiety  for  the  ease  and  comfort 
of  the  Speaker  and  the  officers  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  E.  POWEE  asked  the  hon.  Baro- 
net  to  remember  that  on  Saturday  morn- 
ing he  appealed  to  his  hon.  Friend  to 
give  way. 

Snt  WILFEID  LAWSON  behaved 
that  at  half-past  4  in  the  morning  his 
hon.  Friend  made  such  an  appeal ;  azkd 
he  admitted  that  his  hon.  Friend  was 
not  quite  as  bad  as  some  of  his  Col- 
leagues. To  show  that  he  quite  realized 
that  need  of  rest  on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
Members,  he  would  tell  the  House  what 
he  had  heard  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar).  He  was  told  that 
at  the  end  of  a  long  week  of  obstruction 
the  hon.  Member  went  to  a  church  on 
Sunday,  and,  quite  excusably,  he  fell 
asleep.  Suddenly,  by  some  peal  of  the 
organ,  or  by  some  loud  expression  of 
the  clergyman,  the  hon.  Member  woke 
up,  and,  on  looking  round  and  finding 
but  a  few  persons  in  the  church,  he  rose 
and  said — "Mr.  Speaker,  Sir,  I  move 
that  the  House  be  counted."  Now,  he 
objected  to  the  adjournment  over  the 
Derby  Day,  because  he  said  there  was 
not  a  national  feeling  on  the  question ; 
and  the  House  ought  not  to  take  such 
an  exceptional  step  save  in  a  genaine 
national  matter.  Many  people,  whose 
opinions  were  worth  considering,  ob- 
jected to  the  system  of  racing,  and 
thought  the  House  ought  not  to  sanction 
it.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin)  last  yefiu-  cited  to  the 
House  a  long  list  oif  Dukes,  Marquesses, 
and  Earls,  to  show  that  racing  was  sup- 
ported by  very  good  men  ;  of  course  it 
was,  but  a  thing  was  not  made  good 
simply  because  it  was  supported  by  good 
men.  Every  evil  that  had  maintained 
itself  in  this  country  had  maintained 
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itself  because  good  men  had  supported 
it.  An  eyil  system  would  fall  at  once 
if  it  lost  such  support.  Mr.  Wyndham, 
the  very  soul  of  chivalry  and  honour, 
had  supported  bull-baiting ;  John  New- 
ton, the  head  of  the  Evangelical  party 
in  his  day,  was  a  slave-dealer ;  and  they 
all  knew,  in  regard  to  the  dripk  traffic, 
that  the  best  men  in  the  world  carried 
it  on.  If  all  the  Dukes  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  all  the  Bishops  on  the  Epis- 
copal Bench,  supported  the  Derby,  that 
would  not  make  it  right.  They  must 
judge  the  thing  on  its  merits,  and 
they  were  very  clear.  The  system  of 
the  Turf  did  more  harm  by  way  of  de- 
moralization than  it  did  good  by  the 
amusement  it  afforded.  One  of  the 
papers  had  attacked  him  on  this  matter 
m  a  poem,  and  what  did  it  say  ? — 

*'  Hence  of  late  yean  the  sport  has  weU- 
nigh  flown. 
The  vices  have  it  almost  all  their  own.** 

That  was  from  an  enemy ;  but  he  could 
give  them  a  better  quotation.  In  the 
very  last  book  written  by  the  departed 
Leader  of  the  great  Party  opposite  there 
was  this  passage — 

'*  There  was  one  sobject  on  which  Mr.  Rodney 
appeared  to  be  particularly  interested,  and  that 
was  racing.  The  Turf  at  that  time  had  not  de- 
veloped into  that  vast  institution  of  national 
demoralization  which  it  has  now  become.*' 

If  the  Conservative  Party  regarded  their 
late  Leader,  that  passage  ought  to  have 
weight  with  them.  Instead  of  making 
a  speech  he  ought,  perhaps,  only  to  have 
quoted  those  words.  He  said  that  the 
tendency  of  racing  was  bad,  and  that  it 
ought  not  to  be  supported  by  the  House. 
It  had  a  bad  effect  on  the  people  who 
supported  it.  That  was  seen  even  in 
the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire,  who,  although  he  was  a 
member  of  a  Diocesan  Conference,  had 
to  be  reproved  by  his  Bishop  because, 
led  away  by  his  love  of  racing,  he  had 
consented  to  act  as  steward  of  a  steeple- 
chase on  Maunday  Thursday.  How  did 
they  look  at  other  countries  ?  What  a 
fuss  they  made  if  they  saw  anything 
wrong  in  any  other  country.  He  had 
received  a  circular  from  a  body  which 
called  itself  an  International  Association, 
at  the  head  of  which  was  the  name  ojf 
the  Lord  Mayor  of  London.  He  did  not 
know  whether  his  right  hon.  Friend  was 
now  in  the  House.  He  ought  to  be  there, 
lor  he  was  sure  that  he  was  genuine  in  all 
his  movements,  and  was  earnest  in  his 

VOL.  CCLXI.      [thied  sekies.] 


convictions.  The  circular  referred  to  the 
gambling-tables  of  Monte  Carlo,  and 
said — 

**  The  ruin  and  misery  entailed  on  numbers 
of  our  fellow-creaturos  through  the  gambling- 
tables  of  Monte  Carlo  demand  that  an  organ- 
ized effort  should  be  made  for  their  suppres- 
sion." 

But  what  was  the  difference  between 
roUinfi^  balls  over  green  cloth  and  run- 
niDg  horses  over  green  grass  ?  It  was 
all  gambling.  It  would  be  a  great  deal 
better  if  they  took  the  beam  out  of  their 
own  eye,  and  then  they  would  see  more 
clearly  to  take  the  mote  out  of  their 
neighbour's  eye.  '*  That  which  thou 
doubtest  do  not.''  If  there  was  a  shadow 
of  suspicion  that  horse- racing  was  not  the 
most  honourable  thing  in  the  world  let 
them  not  sanction  it.  They  acted  now- 
a-days  upon  "  reasonable  suspicion."  If 
they  had  reasonable  suspicion  that  a  man 
in  Ireland  was  disloyal  they  clapped  him 
into  prison.  If  they  had  reasonable  sus- 
picion that  a  Member  of  that  House  was 
not  orthodox  they  expelled  him ;  and  if 
they  had  reasonable  suspicion  that  to 
adjourn  for  a  horse-race  was  not  a  diflpii- 
fied  proceeding  let  them  not  do  it.  They 
would  stand  in  a  better  position  before 
the  country  if  they  were  to  act  with  self- 
denial  and  give  up  a  little  of  their  own 
amusement  for  the  general  good. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said,  he 
only  rose  to  make  an  appeal  to  the  House. 
They  had  had  two  most  excellent  speeches, 
representing  both  sides;  they  had  met 
to  transact  very  serious  Business.  If 
they  were  to  take  one  day  as  a  holiday, 
let  them  not  lose  another.  Every  hon. 
Member  must  have  made  up  his  mind 
as  to  his  vote,  and  he  would  now  ask 
the  House  to  go  at  once  to  a  division. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  246 ; 
Noes  119:  Majority  127.— (Div.  list, 
No.  223.i 

ORDER   OF  THE  DAY. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  135.] 
{Mr.  Oiacfitone,  Mr,  Fonter,  Mr,  Bright ^  Mr, 

Attorney  General  for   Ireland,    Mr,   Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland^ 

COMMITTEK.      [fOUETH  KIOHT.] 

lProgr$u  30M  lf«y.] 
Bill  comid&red  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
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Pabt  I. 
Ordinary  Conditions  of  Tenancies. 

Clause  1  (Sale  of  tenancies). 

Mr.  RAMSAY,  in  rising  to  move,  in 
page  1,  line  8,  after  the  word  '*  applies," 
to  insert  '^  the  annual  rent  of  which  does 
not  exceed  thirty  pounds,"  said,  in  de- 
ciding as  to  tlus  Amendment  it  was 
right  that  they  should  consider  what  the 
general  object  of  the  Bill  was.  He  had 
listened  with  much  attention  to  the  views 
of  the  Prime  Minister  when  he  intro- 
duced the  measure,  and  he  thought  that 
the  Amendment  which  he  now  proposed 
was  not  in  contravention  of  any  leading 
principle  of  the  Bill.  He  understood 
that  the  Bill  was  introduced  by  its  pro- 
moters for  the  purpose  of  interfering  to 
the  least  possible  extent  with  freedom 
of  contract  between  the  owners  and  the 
occupiers]  of  the  soil ;  and  he  thought 
they  only  required,  in  judging  what 
should  be  done,  to  consider  what  was 
the  cause  of  the  discontent  and  the  dis- 
affection in  Ireland,  and  the  misery  and 
distress  of  her  population.  He  felt  that 
anyone  who  had  considered  the  merits 
of  this  question  must  feel  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  entitled  to  much 
sympathy  and  respect.  He  had  heard 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  denounce  the  legislation 
of  the  English  Parliament,  when  they 
had  succeeded  in  destroying  the  indus- 
trial resources  of  Ireland  and  the  de- 
velopment of  her  manufactures,  and  pre- 
ventmg  the  application  of  the  intelli- 
gence and  energy  of  the  people  to  any 
other  occupation  than  the  cultivation  of 
the  soil.  Now,  that  he  held  to  be  the 
true  cause  of  the  necessity  for  the  pre- 
sent legislation,  and  he  felt  that  every- 
one who  was  acquainted  with  the  subject 
must  recognize  the  accuracy  of  his  opi- 
nion on  that  point.  They  had  occasion 
last  year  to  legislate  for  the  distress  and 
destitution  from  which  the  people  of 
Ireland  suffered,  in  consequence  of  the 
bad  harvest  of  the  previous  year.  Now, 
he  could  not  oonceive  that  anyone  ac- 
quainted with  the  condition  of  farms 
could  be  in  doubt  as  to  the  cause  of  the 
destitution  amongst  the  Irish  people. 
It  was  nothing  that  legislation  had  done 
during  the  present  century.  It  was  the 
legislation  of  previous  centuries  that  was 
responsible  for  that,  and  they  were  now 
suffering  because  of  the  iniquity  of  their 
forefathers.    He  admitted  the  accuracy 


of  that  view,  and  he  appealed  to  the 
friends  of  the  Irish  peo^e  to  recognize 
the  fact  that  no  change  in  the  tenure  of 
land,  and  no  change  in  the  ownership  of 
the  land,  could  affect  the  permanent  wel- 
fare  of  the  Irish  people  so  long  as  there 
was  a  greater  number  of  persons  de- 
pending exclusively  upon  the  cultivation 
of  the  soil  for  their  existence  than  the 
cultivation  of  the  soil  was  fitted  to  sup- 
port. That  observation  might,  indeeo, 
be  held  to  be  an  axiom  ?  What  were 
the  real  facts  of  the  case  ?  There  were, 
at  the  present  time,  660,000  holdings  in 
Ireland  ;  and  from  a  Hetum  presented  to 
the  other  House  which  he  had  obtained 
of  the  occupations  he  found  that  there  were 
286,957  occupiers  within  the  distressed 
districts  scheduled  by  the  Irish  Board  of 
Works  each  holding  land  under  £  15  rent 
The  number  of  holdings  did  not  neces- 
sarily determine  the  number  of  occu- 
piers ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  the  number 
of  occupiers  was  less  than  the  number 
of  holdings.  In  the  distressed  districts, 
he  found  there  were  306,000  of  these 
occupiers  in  1879,  the  rent  of  whose 
occupations  was  under  £20  in  each  case. 
Thus,  no  one  acquainted  with  the  ma- 
nagement of  land  and  with  the  amount 
of  produce  it  could  jrield  would  fail  to 
realize  what  was  meant  by  such  a  num- 
ber of  families  as  these  306,000  occu- 
piers  expressed  in  the  distressed  die- 
tricts  of  Ireland.  These  were  not  the 
whole  of  the  occupiers  of  Ireland  who 
were  under  £20,  but  only  the  families 
who  were  within  the  districts  scheduled 
by  the  Board  of  Works,  because  of  the 
distress  which  prevailed  in  those  dis- 
tricts. He  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  recognition  of  the  fact 
that  this  implied  that  1,500,000  persons 
in  Ireland  were  placed  in  circumstances 
in  which  destitution  must  have  been 
continually  staring  them  in  the  face, 
which  circumstance  could  not  but  cause 
that  discontent  and  disaffection  which 
at  present  characterized  that  country. 
He  nad  heard  Gentlemen  in  that  House 
refer  to  the  fact  that  to  the  lack  of  in- 
dustry on  the  part  of  the  Irish  people 
could  be  attributed  in  great  part  the 
cause  of  the  distress  that  prevailed 
among  them.  He  held  that  there  was 
nothing  so  unjust  as  an  imputation  of 
that  character  against  the  Irish  people. 
He  believed  they  would  not  be  able  to 
find  on  the  face  of  the  earth  a  people 
placed  in  similar  circumstances  who  had 
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developed  so  znanj  yirtues  as  tlie  Irish 
people.  It  was  not  in  human  nature 
that  men  who  were  constantly  living 
in  circumstances  not  free  from  the  risk 
of  seeing  their  families  destitute  at 
any  time  should  have  developed  energy 
and  industry  in  prosecuting  the  means 
of  subsistence.  And  as  to  the  so-called 
land  hanger,  which  was  said  to  be 
one  of  the  grievances  of  Ireland  for 
which  Parliament  had  now  to  provide 
redress,  he  held  that  it  was  not  land 
hunger,  properly  so-called,  at  all.  The 
people  of  Ireland,  when  they  went  to 
other  countries,  did  not  show  any  special 
liking  for  the  cultivation  of  the  soil. 
In  the  United  States,  the  Irish  people 
dropped  the  cultivation  of  the  soil  and 
engaged  in  trade  and  commerce ;  and  a 
large  number  of  them,  having  left  the 
small  homes  of  their  ancestors  and  gone 
to  America,  found  that  they  were  able 
to  embark  in  trade  and  commerce  with 
success.  Many  of  them  fought  their 
way  upward,  and  became  eminent  men 
in  all  the  cities  of  the  United  States. 
Well,  for  these  evils  they  were  to  pro- 
vide a  remedy,  and  as  such  he  regarded 
this  Bill ;  otherwise  he  would  not  have 
voted  for  it  on  the  second  reading.  He 
regarded  it  as  an  honest  attempt  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  do 
something  for  the  people  of  Ireland. 
But  what  were  they  to  do  ?  He  con- 
ceived that  freedom  of  contract,  which 
was  a  very  desirable  thing  in  itself,  and 
for  which  he  had  always  contended,  was 
not  applicable  to  the  circumstances  of 
the  people  who  were  small  occupiers  of 
land  in  Ireland.  The  men  were  in  such 
circumstances  that,  when  the  landlord 
came  round  and  said  they  had  to  pay  a 
certain  amount  of  rent,  they  were  ready 
to  agree  to  any  terms  he  was  pleased  to 
name,  not  because  they  had  any  liking 
for  the  cultivation  of  the  soil,  but  because 
they  saw  no  other  source  from  which 
they  could  obtain  subsistence  for  their 
families.  It  was  truly,  indeed,  a  struggle 
for  existence  on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
people  that  drove  thorn  to  stick  to  the 
land  as  they  did,  and  nothing  olso.  It 
was  not  any  huneor  for  the  land  itself. 
In  dealing  with  the  question,  he  thought 
these  facts  showed  they  ought  to  restrict 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  to  the  classes 
whose  circumstances  were  such  as  to  re- 
quire the  protection  of  Parliament ;  and 
he,  therefore,  proposed  that  this  clause 
should  apply  only  to  holdings  the  annual 


rent  of  which  did  not  exceed  £30.  It 
was  not  the  £50  tenant,  however,  that 
he  specially  cared  about,  because,  in  his 
judgment,  he  was  just  as  independent 
as  the  man  in  any  other  part  of  Great 
Britain  who  occupied  land  of  the  same 
value,  or  who  was  a  tenant  of  £100  or 
£150;  and  it  would  be  held  to  be  a 
mockeiT  to  give  such  a  man  compensa- 
tion. He  did  net  wish  to  take  anything 
from  anyone  which  they  at  present  en- 
joyed, and  hon.  Members  would  see 
an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  in  his 
name,  which  provided — 

**  That  nothing  in  this  Act  shall  ....  inany 
respect  restrict  or  impair  any  right  or  privilege 
to  which  any  tenant  is  now  entitled  under  the 
foresaid  custom  or  usage,  whether  the  rent  of  the 
tenancy  he  greater  or  less  than  the  amount  of 
the  rent  herein  specified." 

If  they  were  to  go  beyond  that,  he  held 
that,  so  far  from  doinc;  good  to  the  class 
especially  considered,  and  who  were 
really  suffering  so  much,  they  would  do 
an  injury.  Indeed,  it  seemed  clear  to 
him  that  if  they  were  to  give  to  the 
occupiers  holdings  less  than  £15  of 
annual  value,  they  would  do  them  no 
good,  even  supposing  they  were  to  make 
them  fee-simple  holders  of  the  soil  with- 
out money  or  price.  If  that  were  the 
case,  it  might  be  asked  what  good  was 
expected  to  be  done  in  confining  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Act  to  those  under  £30  ? 
There  was  one  way  in  which  good  might 
be  done.  The  Prime  Minister,  in  in- 
troducing the  Bill,  consented  to  embody 
in  it  the  principle  of  compensation  for 
disturbance.  That  he  held  to  be  a 
most  important  feature  in  it,  for  by  it 
it  was  proposed  to  confer  upon  those 
who  were  in  a  state  of  destitution 
seven  years*  value  of  the  holding  for 
the  purpose  of  providing  them  with 
the  means  of  going  elsewhere ;  and  he 
believed  they  would  avail  themselves  of 
the  privilege  for  the  purpose,  not  of 
emigrating,  but  of  migrating.  The  state 
of  cUstress  in  which  the  poorer  tenants 
were  had  been  brought  about  naturally, 
and  it  never  could  be  otherwise  so  long 
as  there  was  a  larger  number  depending 
upon  the  soil  than  the  soil  was  capable 
of  supporting.  He  was  not  arguing  in 
favour  of  taking  away  anything  uom 
the  rights  and  privileges  that  were  at 
present  enjoyed ;  but  he  did  not  think 
that  if  the  Amendment  were  adopted  it 
would  interfere  in  any  way  with  the 
passage  of  the  Bill  or  tend  to  diminish 
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its  ueefolness.  Nor  would  the  Amend- 
ment in  any  way  tend  to  lessen  the 
rights  and  privile^^es  of  those  who  paid 
a  rent  above  £30  ;  but  it  would  render 
it  certain  that  those  who  paid  £30 
would  have  the  advantage  of  the  Bill. 
He  did  not  know  whether  it  was  gene- 
rally known,  because  it  was  not  at  all 
times  recognized,  that  the  Amendment 
he  suggested  would  reach  more  than 
nine-tenths  of  the  farmers  of  Ireland. 
There  were  in  all  about  600,000  holdings 
occupied  by  about  600,000  occupiers, 
and  there  were  356,000  of  these  occu- 

Eiers,  within  the  distressed  districts,  who 
ad  suffered  greatly  from  the  bad  har- 
vest of  the  last  few  years.  He  trusted 
that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  might  see 
their  way  to  accept  the  Amendment,  and 
if  they  did  he  believed  they  would  not 
lessen  the  benefits  conferred  by  the  Bill, 
but,  on  the  contrary,  that  they  would 
increase  the  prospect  of  the  measure 
being  acceptable  to  all  classes,  and  would 
confer  permanent  good  upon  the  Irish 
people.  He,  there&re,  begged  to  move 
the  Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name 
upon  the  Paper. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  8,  at  the  end  of  the  previous 
Amendment,  to  insert  the  words  "  the  annoal 
rent  of  which  does  not  exceed  thirty  pounds." — 
{Mr.  Banuay.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  BIDDELL  approved  of  the 
Amendment,  because  it  hmited  the  ope- 
ration of  an  unwise  clause  which,  as  it 
stood,  might  be  a  good  clause  for  the 
present  generation  of  tenants ;  but  he 
thought  they  were  bound  to  look  to  the 
probable  operation  of  the  Bill  as  regarded 
the  tenantry  beyond  the  year  1881,  and 
to  see  how  it  would  be  likely  to  operate, 
say,  in  1901.  What  would  they  find 
then  ?  Why,  that  the  incoming  tenant 
would  be  burdened  with  a  heavy  pay- 
ment to  his  predecessor,  such  as  had 
hitherto  been  unknown  in  three-fourths 
of  Ireland.  It  had  been  argued  by  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Prime  Minister 
that  such  a  payment  would  not  affect 
rent.  He  altogether  disagreed  with  the 
rieht  hon.  Gentleman.  He  oared  not  in 
what  form  they  put  it ;  but  the  greater 
the  sum  the  man  had  to  pay  on  entering 
upon  a  farm,  the  less  sum  he  would 
agree  to  pay  as  rent,  and  they  could  not 
eventually  separate  this  payment  from 

Mr,  Banuay 


rent.  He  wished  now  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  the  different 
principles  on  which  the  tenant  and  the 
landlord  were  treated  under  the  Bill 
One  of  the  great  objects  of  the  Bill  was 
to  counteract  what  some  people  called 
the  cupidity  of  the  landlords;  but  he 
(Mr.  Biddell)  was  not  satisfied  that  it 
existed  in  Ireland  except  to  a  limited 
degree.  The  Bill  said  to  them — *'Tou 
shall  not  exact  an  excessive  rent  in  the 
present  exigencies  of  Ireland."  And, 
apart  from  that  position,  he  thought  the 
Court  was  a  good  institution  for  the  pur- 
pose of  regulating  the  rent.  Bat  what 
did  the  Bill  sav  to  the  tenant  ?  It  said 
—  '*  Not  only  shall  you  sell  the  goodwill 
of  your  holding,  but  you  shall  sell  it  for 
the  largest  sum  you  can  get  for  it"  Bnt 
he  should  have  thought  the  financial 
sagacity  of  the  seller  would  need  this 
superfluous  direction  to  obtain  the 
highest  price.  The  Bill  would  induce 
nearly  all  the  tenants  to  ffo  into  Court 
in  this  way.  A  tenant  finoing  his  rela- 
tions with  his  landlord  getting  shaky, 
although  satisfied  with  the  rent  he  was 
paying,  would  go  to  the  Court  in  order 
to  get  as  good  as  a  15  vears'  lease. 
[Mr.  OiADSTOKB  dissented.]  At  any 
rate,  that  was  the  way  in  which  he  (Mr. 
Biddell)  read  the  Bill,  and  he  should 
be  glad  to  find  that  he  was  not  correct 
in  his  reading.  Perhaps  he  might  make 
himself  best  understood  if  he  put  a 
hypothetical  case.  A  tenant's  father 
dying,  the  son  wished  to  take  his  father's 
farm,  it  being  larger  than  his  own; 
accordingly  he  went  to  an  auctioneer  to 
assist  him  in  getting  rid  of  his  own, 
stating — "  I  expect  to  get  a  good  round 
sum  for  my  tenant  right,  as  I  had  a  cute 
man  to  represent  me  at  the  Court,  who 
induced  them  to  put  it  at  a  low  rent." 
The  auctioneer  said  he  had  other  farms 
to  get  rid  of,  and  that  he  would  call  as 
auction.  He  accordingly  did  so,  and, 
probably,  after  the  whisky  had  circu- 
lated and  the  bidders  got  a  little  excited, 
the  most  sanguine  man  with  the  least 
judgment  and  the  most  money  would 
obtain  possession  of  the  holding.  He 
ultimately  finds  he  has  given  too  much 
and  fails ;  nobody  sympathizes  with  him 
as  he  outbid  his  neighbours ;  whereas, 
had  he  hired  direct  of  the  limdlord,  he 
would  have  excited  general  sympathy, 
and  the  finger  of  the  agitation  would 
have  branded  the  landlord  as  a  rack- 
renter,  and  thus  have  tended  to  keep 
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down  rents.  The  Bill,  then,  encouraged 
competition  in  the  keenest'  way,  and  did 
everything  for  the  present,  and  was  most 
injurious  to  the  future  tenant.  The 
same  result  always  followed  a  depar- 
ture from  great  principles.  ["Ques- 
tion!"^ The  Amendment  before  the 
Committee  was  that  the  operation  of  the 
clause  should  be  limited,  and  that  was 
the  question  he  was  now  speaking  to. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  they  ought  to 
consider  something  beyond  the  old 
proTorb — **  Sufficient  for  the  day  is  the 
evil  thereof.'*  It  might  be  that  the  Go- 
yernment  thought  their  time  might  only 
be  short,  and  they  were  therefore  anxious 
to  get  oyer  the  difficulty  in  the  easiest 
way  they  could.  But  that  was  not  the 
principle  which  ought  to  guide  the  legis- 
lation of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  that,  as  a  point 
of  Order,  he  wished  to  take  the  opinion 
of  the  Chairman  whether  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  speaking  to  the  Amendment  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  is  rather  speaking  against  the 
sale  of  tenancies  altogether,  and  not  to 
the  limit  of  £30  proposed  by  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  BIDDELL  said,  he  was  endea- 
youring  to  show  the  expediency  of  fixing 
the  limit  of  £30.  If  a  landowner  died 
with  an  estate  in  hand  of  £1,000  a-year, 
and  the  trustees  did  not  care  to  carry  on 
the  farm  themselves,  were  all  the  tenants 
to  be  paid  under  this  clause  who  paid 
nothing  on  entry  ?  If  they  were,  all  he 
would  say  was  that  they  would,  by  thus 
depreciating  the  estate,  be  depriving  the 
widow  and  children  of  that  which,  in  all 
equity,  belonged  to  them.  He  did  not 
wish  to  express  hostility  to  the  Bill,  for 
he  had  forborne  to  follow  those  whose 
judgment  he  generally  approved  in 
voting  against  the  second  reading.  Far 
from  it.  Indeed^  he  approved  of  the  es- 
tablishment of  the  Court,  and  he  thought 
the  Government  were  perfectly  right  in 
bringing  the  matter  forward ;  but  he 
did  not  think  that  a  property  should  be 
created  in  the  tenant  which  had  never  be- 
fore existed,  except  in  one  quarter  of  Ire- 
land, where  it  had  arisen  solely  in  conse- 
quence of  the  kindness  of  the  landlords. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  As  I  understand 
the  Amendment,  it  certainly  appears  to 
me  that  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
addressed  the  Committee  has  travelled 
over  a  very  much  wider  field.  He  has 
•aid  that  the  clause  is  entirely  bad,  and 


because  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Falkirk  (Mr. 
Eamsay)  gets  rid  of  the  application  of 
it  to  a  large  number  of  tenants  in  Ire- 
land, he  is  prepared  on  that  ground  to 
support  it.  I  understand  that  to  be  the 
explanation  of  the  hon.  Member.  My 
hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Mr.  Bamsay) 
spoke  in  favour  of  the  general  principle 
of  the  Bill  and  of  the  clause ;  but  he 
considers  that  tenants  above  £30  in  Ire- 
land, or  above  some  other  figure,  which 
is  not  the  figure  of  his  Amendment,  are 
perfectly  independent  persons,  and  are 
quite  able  to  make  their  own  contracts. 
Now,  if  the  clause  is  bad,  I  do  not  think 
the  House  ought  to  limit  its  operation, 
but  it  ought  to  reject  it  altogether.  I 
will,  therefore,  not  attempt  to  deal  with 
that  particular  form  of  argument.  But 
my  hon.  Friend  behind  has  said  that  the 
tenant  above  £30  is  independent  in  Ire- 
land and  quite  able  to  make  his  own 
contracts.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
my  hon.  Friend  must  have  made  this 
Motion,  and  must  have  made  that  state- 
ment, without  the  smallest  regard  to  any 
of  the  conclusions  drawn  by  the  Com- 
missioners who  have  inquired  into  the 
subject.  The  only  Commission  which 
has  reported  upon  it  is  the  Commission 
of  Lord  Bessborough,  and  the  judgment 
of  that  Commission  is  entirely  and 
directly  contrary  to  the  statement  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  and  is  to  the  effect  that 
unless  Parliament  is  prepared  to  nega« 
tive  such  a  proposition  as  is  contained 
in  the  Amendment,  the  independence  of 
tenants  of  £30  and  upwards  cannot  for 
a  moment  be  maintained.  But  I  am 
bound  to  say,  even  if  it  could  be  main- 
tained, that  there  are  other  arguments 
which  would  lead  me  to  believe  that  it 
would  be  imwise  in  the  interests  of  the 
landlord.  When,  in  1870,  we  limited 
the  operation  of  the  Act  by  introducing 
freedom  of  contract,  not  to  the  point  of 
£30,  but  to  a  point  somewhat  higher,  I 
believe  the  effect  of  that  limitation  was 
evil  in  two  ways.  For  the  evidence  before 
the  Commission  places  it  beyond  doubt 
that  tenants  very  far  above  £30  are  still 
under  the  greatest  pressure  and  diffi- 
culty in  Ireland,  and  are  obliged  to  pay 
excessive  rents  when  the  landlord  thinks  * 
fit,  as  he  has  done  in  certain  cases,  to 
demand  them.  Besides  that,  the  policy 
of  the  limitation  has  been  to  drive  all 
the  most  important  and  substantial  part 
of  the  tenantry  in  Ireland  into  the  ranks 
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ot  agitation  for  further  change.  The 
error  we  committed  in  the  legislation  of 
1870  in  lowering  the  limitation  was,  in 
my  opinion,  unftivourable  to  the  dura- 
bility of  the  settlement  then  made.  But 
there  is  another  argument  which  I  would 
venture  to  press  upon  hon.  Members.  I 
say.  first,  that  it  is  not  politic  to  make  a 
limitation  in  the  interests  of  the  land- 
lords and  of  the  stability  of  any  law  we 
may  pass  ;  secondly,  that  it  is  not  equit- 
able to  the  tenant,  because  he  is  not  in- 
dependent; and,  thirdly,  I  would  call 
the  attention  of  my  hon.  Friend  to  the 
actuEil  state  of  the  law.  Parliament  has 
created  by  law  what  has  proved  to  be  a 
real  tenant  right  in  Ireland,  and  the 
tenants  of  Ireland-generally  are  in  the 
possession  of  that  tenant  right.  But 
they  are  debarred  from  its  exercise  by 
way  of  transfer  by  a  prohibition  which 
is  inserted  in  a  particular  section  of  the 
Land  Act,  and  thereby  the  real  interest 
we  have  created  is  made  comparatively 
useless  to  them.  It  is  available  for  them 
in  case  of  their  eviction,  but  it  is  not 
available  for  them  in  any  other  case. 
In  the  event  of  the  Amendment  being 
carried,  we  should  still  have  to  deal  with 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Healy).  We  intend  to 
support  that  repeal  of  the  Idth  clause  of 
the  Land  Act;  and  if  we  repeal  the 
13th  clause  of  the  Land  Act,  then  I 
apprehend  that,  even  independently  of 
the  stipulations  of  the  present  law,  you 
will  have  an  effective  tenant  right  in 
operation  throughout  Ireland. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  The 
Prime  Minister,  in  what  he  has  said, 
repeats  an  argument  that  he  continually 
uses.  He  says — ''This  is  a  case  in 
which  we  have,  by  recent  legislation, 
created  a  right  which  we  have  given  to 
the  tenant."  [Mr.  Gladstone:  Inte- 
rest.] Well,  an  interest.  "But  at  the 
same  time,"  he  says,  **we  have  so 
guarded  it  that  he  can  only  use  that 
interest  which  we  have  created  for  him 
subject  to  a  certain  limitation,  that  he  is 
not  able  absolutely  and  freely  to  assign ; 
and,  therefore,  it  is  obviously  necessary 
that  you  should  remove  that  restriction 
,  upon  the  interest  you  have  created." 
But  why  ?  I  fail  to  see  the  reason.  I 
might  or  might  not  be  ready  to  remove 
that  restriction ;  but  the  Prime  Minister 
puts  it  as  a  matter  of  course  that,  having 
first  of  all  created  an  interest,  you  have 
done  something  very  shocking  in  re- 
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strictin^  the  free  and  unfettered  use  of  it 
But  if,  by  the  same  instrument  as  that 
which  created  the  interest,  you  limit  the 
interest,  I  do  not  see  that  it  necessarily 
follows  that  you  should  take  off  the 
restriction.  The  argument  I  refer  to 
has  continually  cropped  up  in  the  course 
of  these  discussions,  and  I  entirely  dis- 

Eute  the  proposition  that  no  man  ^ould 
ave  an  interest  in  property  without  the 
power  of  selling  tnat  interest.  How- 
ever, we  are  not  at  this  moment  at 
liberty  to  argue  that  question ;  but  it 
has  been  so  often  brought  into  the  dis- 
cussion that  I  am  right  in  referring  to  it, 
especially  because  the  Prime  Minister 
has  just  used  it  in  his  argument  against 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  fox 
Falkirk  (Mr.  Ramsay).  But  I  under- 
stand the  argument  of  the  hon.  Member 
to  be  this.  He  said,  especially  with  re- 
gard to  this  part  of  the  Bill,  which  is 
contrary  to  economical  principles,  which 
raises  very  great  doubts  in  my  mind  as 
to  whether  it  is  for  the  good  either  of 
the  tenants  or  the  country  in  general 
that  it  should  be  enacted,  I  admit  that 
you  have  to  deal  with  a  very  special 
case.  You  have  to  deal  with  a  class  of 
men  who  are  small  tenants,  and  who, 
owing  to  circumstances  —  whether  by 
their  own  fault,  whether  by  the  fault 
of  their  landlords,  the  fault  of  legislation 
by  this  House  in  former  Parliaments,  or 
from  whatever  cause — are  in  a  position  of 
exceptional  difficulty.  And,  ne  says,  I 
am  prepared  to  deal  with  the  case  of 
these  small  tenants  by  putting  them  on 
a  different  footing  to  that  which  applies 
to  the  case  of  larger  tenants.  He  names 
a  limit  of  £30  as  typical  of  the  class 
which  ought  to  be  exceptionally  treated ; 
but  I  understand  the  hon.  Oentleman  to 
say  that  he  is  ready  to  substitute  some 
other  figure.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Suffolk  (Mr.  Biddell)  was, 
I  think,  perfectly  right  in  calling  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  a  fi^ 
that  is  too  often  forgotten  —  that  yon 
have  not  only  to  d^  with  a  present 
emergency,  but  that  you  must  look  to 
the  interest  of  the  country  in  the  future. 
In  the  belief  that  this  exceptional  pro- 
vision should  be  confined  to  those  on 
whom  the  pinch  and  stress  has  come,  I 
shall  vote  for  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Falkirk. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foi 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  it  was  a 
mistake  to  suppose  that  the  oUuse  wodd 
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confer  upon  the  Irish  tenant  property 
which  he  had  not  got.  It  simply  enabled 
him   freely  to  use  the  property  which 
he   had.      Her   Majesty  s  Government 
thought  that  the    13th  clause  of   the 
Land  Act  of  1870,  which  they  regarded 
as  an  unwarrantable  interference  with 
the  tenant's  interest,  ought  to  be  re- 
pealed.    By  the  Land  Act  of  1870,  pro- 
tection was  g^ven  by  Parliament  to  the 
Irish  tenant  from  year  to  year  against 
disturbance  by  notice  to  quit — an  opera- 
tion which  the  purchaser  or  assignee  of 
the  yearly  tenancy  had  to  fear.     The 
effect  of  the  1 3th  clause  was  that  if  the 
landlord  did  not  choose  to  accept  the 
tenant,  however  unreasonably,  the  as- 
aiKuee  had  no  protection  whatever.  The 
other  House  established  a  hard-and-fast 
rule  that  the  landlord  might,  without 
any  reason  whatever,  refuse  to  accept 
the  assignee  of  the  tenant,  and,  serving 
the  dreaded  notice  to  quit,  put  him  out 
without  any  compensation,  the  effect  of 
which,  of  course,  was  practically  to  de- 
stroy the  right  of  assignment,  because 
the  purchaser,  knowing  that,  though  as- 
signee, he  would  thus  be  at  the  mercy  of 
the  landlord,  would  give  nothing  for  the 
tenancy.     Her    Majesty's    Government 
thought  that  the  landlord  should  have 
power  to  object  to  the  new  tenant,  but 
only  on  reasonable  grounds ;  and  that 
power,   accordingly,   they  proposed   to 
leave  to  him.     More  than  that  he  did 
not  think  that  any  fair  landlord  would 
ask  for.   The  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  lor  Falkirk  (Mr.  Kamsay) 
would  establish  a  limit  to  the  operation 
of  the  1st  clause  of,  say,  £30.     But  the 
objection  to  all  these  arbitrary  lines  was 
that  they  were  founded  on  no  real  prin- 
ciple.    Why  should  they  do  for  a  man 
who  was  rented  at  £30  what  they  would 
not  do  for  another  rented  at  £30  10«.  ? 
Another  objection  to  the  proposal  was 
that  it  was  not  to  limit  the  clause  by  the 
Taluation,  but  by  the  rent  of  the  hold- 
ing, so  that  there  would  be  the  strongest 
inducement  for  the  landlord  to  carry  on 
the  process  of  raising  his  rent  in  order 
to  get  the  farm  above   the  prescribed 
limit.     Further  objection  to  the  Amend- 
ment was  that  it  might  encourage  the  at- 
tempts of  owners  to  avail  themselves  of 
hard  times,  when  tenants  could  not  pay, 
to  consolidate  their  farms  for  the  purpose 
of  placing  them  beyond  the  operation  of 
the  Bill.    His  hon.  Friend  said  that  the 
tenants  above  the  limit  named  in  the 


Amendment  were  more  independent  than 
those  below  it,  and  that  statement  of 
his  hon.  Friend  would  be  perfectly  in- 
telligible to  him  if  they  had  anything  to 
do  with  the  freedom  of  contract  which 
he  spoke  about.     But  they  had  nothing 
to  do  with  freedom  of  contract   here, 
or  with  the  ndes  of  political  economy, 
except  that  it  seemed  to  him  a  very 
sound  economical  principle  that  a  man 
should  be  at  liberty  to  sell  his  property 
for  what  it  would    fetch.      The  hon. 
Member  for  West  Suffolk  (Mr.  Biddell) 
had  said  that  the  clause  would  prejudice 
whole  generations  of  Irish  tenants,  who, 
he  thought,  would  be  damaged  by  the  in- 
creased amount  they  would  have  to  pay 
for  their  farms.     It  seemed  that  hon. 
Members  could  never  get  rid  of  the 
notion  that  tenants  in  Ireland  were  con- 
stantly buying  and  selling  their  farms. 
That  idea  was  utterly  unfounded.    The 
number  of  sales  was  extremely  small. 
In  Ulster,  where  free  sale  had  always 
existed,  there  was  not  more  than  one 
sale  in  two  generations.     But  he  had 
still  another  objection  to  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member,  and  it  was  this — 
that  on  farms  of  over  £30  one  looked 
for  a  better  class  of  tenants,  as  well  as 
for  the  gpreatest  amount  of  improvement 
in  cultivation ;  but  what  possible  encou- 
ragement would  a  tenant  have  to  adopt 
improvements  if  he  was  not  to  be  al- 
lowed to  sell  his  interest  to  the  best 
advantage?    The  right  of  sale  had  acted 
admirably  in  Ulster,  where  it  not  only 
secured  the  landlord  his  arrears  of  rent, 
but  the  tenant  a  valuable,  because  sale- 
able, interest  in  his  holding,  and  the 
result  was  that  land  was  cultivated  far 
better  in  Ulster  than  any  other  part 
of  the  country.     For  these  reasons  he 
trusted  the  Committee  would' not  accept 
an  Amendment  which,  he  believed,  would 
only  sow  afresh  the  seeds  of  disoonten  x 
and  disorder  amongst  the  tenant  fanners 
of  Ireland. 

Mr.  BEODEIOK  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
omitted  to  state  some  of  the  most  im- 
portant items  which  the  farmers  would 
have  to  contend  with.  He  had  told 
the  Committee  that  the  effect  of  limi- 
tation on  the  landlord  would  be  merely 
to  remove  the  landlord's  control  from 
his  property ;  but  he  had  not  stated 
that  the  landlord  would  have  no  se- 
curity against  the  imposition  of  a 
bankrupt  tenant  upon  himi  inasmnoh 
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as  it  was  impossible  to  prevent  a  sum 
greatly  in  excess  of  the  value  of  the 
holding  being  paid.  A  case  came  be- 
fore him  a  few  days  ago,  which  showed 
that  the  Bill  as  it  stood  would  work 
unfairly  to  the  landlord.  A  man,  five 
years  ago,  took  a  farm  on  the  English 
system  for  £500  a-year.  In  consequence 
of  his  not  succeeding  in  his  operations 
his  landlord  made  him  a  reduction  of 
£50  a-year  for  the  last  four  years.  The 
tenant  in  a  short  time  had  the  farm  in 
such  an  impoverished  condition  that  he 
was  willing  to  get  out  of  it  on  any 
terms.  He  had  never  been  able  to  put 
money,  so  to  speak,  on  the  soil,  for  he 
had  lost  his  capital  elsewhere.  He  (Mr. 
Brodrick)  asked  what  interest  that  ten- 
ant had  to  sell  in  his  holding,  except, 
perhaps,  the  reduction  in  the  rent  which 
the  landlord  voluntarily  made  him  ?  It 
seemed  to  him  a  bad  principle  to  de- 
prive the  landlord  of  the  power  of 
choosing  a  tenant  who  would  be  able 
to  pay  a  fair  average  rent.  The  Solici- 
tor General  for  Ireland  cited  a  case  of 
a  man  being  willing  to  expend  £1,100 
on  an  £80  holding,  or  about  £20  of 
capital  per  acre.  He  (Mr.  Brodrick)  asked 
whether  that  was  a  typical  case,  espe- 
cially in  Ulster,  where,  if  they  could  get 
a  tenant  with  a  capital  of  £7  or  £8 
per  acre,  it  was  the  utmost  they  could 
get  ?  He  entirely  denied  that  the  pre- 
sent system  had  produced  the  vast  amount 
of  injustice  on  large  holdings  which 
the  language  of  the  Prime  Minister 
had  implied;  and  he  challenge  any- 
one to  prove  from  the  Eeports  of  any 
Commission  that  such  a  condition  of 
things  existed.  With  regard  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site, exception  had  been  taken  to  the 
term  ''  rent,'*  as  distinguished  from  the 
term  **  valuation."  Upon  this  point  he 
wished  to  say  that  if  the  tendency  would 
be  for  landlords  to  push  up  their  rent 
in  order  to  get  above  the  operation  of 
the  clause,  then  he  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  substitute  the  term  ''valua- 
tion." The  Amendment  was  one  which 
he  believed  the  Government  ought  not 
to  reject  without  the  fullest  considera- 
tion, and  if  the  hon.  Member  carried  it 
to  a  division  he  should  g^ve  him  his 
support. 

Mb.  SHAW  pointed  out  that  in  nine 
cases  out  of  10  the  persons  who  took 
large  farms  in  Ireland  had  not  the  capi- 
tal to  work  them.    This  class  of  farmers 
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was  not  generally  suoceAsfbl  throngh- 
out  Ireland.  Unfortunately,  there  was 
such  a  liking  for  sport  there  that  almost 
immediately  a  man  got  possession  of  a 
farm  of  400  or  500  acres  he  purchased 
a  hunter  and  indulged  in  other  luxuries. 
The  custom  of  selling  farms  had  become 
very  general  all  over  Ireland,  by  per- 
mission of  the  landlords,  and  it  was 
therefore  unwise  to  limit  the  right,  be- 
cause it  would  work  very  great  injustice, 
and  would,  moreover,  stir  up  the  ele- 
ments of  another  agitation.  The  men 
who  were  most  prominent  in  the  present 
agitation  were  those  who  were  excluded 
from  the  Act  of  1870. 

Mb.  E.  H.  PAGET  considered  there 
was  great  force  in  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  addressed 
the  Committee.  It  was  only  right,  when 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  argued 
that  every  man  should  have  the  right  to 
sell  that  which  he  possessed,  and  that 
there  should  be  no  limitation  placed  on 
that  right  of  sale,  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  how  many  limi- 
tations of  the  kind  there  were  in  the 
Bill  ?  The  clauses  of  the  Bill  abounded 
in  exceptions  and  limitations  of  the  right 
of  sale.  Clause  9,  with  reference  to 
leases,  had  these  words — 

'*  And  the  tenancy  shall  daring  the  contina- 
ance  of  such  lease  he  regulated  hy  the  prori. 
rions  of  that  lease  alone,  and  shall  not  be 
deemed  to  be  a  tenancy  to  which  this  Act 
applies.*' 

The  holders,  therefore,  of  iudicial  leases 
were  excluded  from  the  right  of  free  sale. 
Again,  Clauses  10  and  1 1,  where  the  right 
to  create  fixed  tenancies  was  g^ven  to  the 
landlord,  and  the  payment  of  &e  farm  rent 
by  the  tenant,  provided — "  The  tenancies 
so  created  were  not  to  be  deemed  ten- 
ancies to  which  this  Act  applied."  The 
Committee  had  just  heani  from  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  that  it  was 
wrong  to  establish  a  limit  of  £30,  be- 
cause it  was  not  founded  on  principle, 
and  there  was  no  reason  why  the  lunit 
should  not  be  placed  at  £30  10«. — in 
short,  that  it  would  create  immense  diffi- 
culty to  introduce  into  the  Bill  any  limit 
whatever.  But  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  in  Clause  17  the  limit  of  £160  was 
set  to  the  power  of  contracting  out  of 
the  Act ;  and  it  might,  on  precisely  the 
same  principle,  be  argued  that  the  line 
of  £150  was  wrong,  because  there  was 
no  reason  why  it  should  not  be  extended 
to  tenants  rated  at  a  less  annual  valae 
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than  £149  10«.  If  the  clause  did  not 
fix  a  distinct  limit,  he  was  entirely  at  a 
loss  to  know  what  the  word  ''limit" 
meant.  There  were  again,  in  Clause 
46,  a  number  of  limitations  relating  to 
the  demesne  lands  and  other  property 
to  which  the  Act  did  not  apply,  and 
Clause  47  provided  that  existing  leases 
"  should  remain  in  force  as  if  the  Act 
had  not  passed.''  Why,  the  Bill  through- 
out bristled  with  clauses  referring  to 
tenancies  "  to  which  this  Act  does  not 
apply/'  and  when  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  based  his  argument 
against  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Falkirk  upon  the  statement  that 
it  was  wrong,  as  a  matter  of  principle,  to 
attempt  to  introduce  any  limit  because  all 
limitations  were  wrong,  he  (Mr.  Paget) 
said  he  had  entirely  forgotten  the  cha- 
racter of  his  own  Bill.  There  was  one 
point  raised  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  which  he  thought  worthy  of  a 
moment's  consideration.  He  understood 
the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  be  that,  previous 
to  the  Act  of  1870,  any  Irish  tenant 
had  the  right  to  assign  his  holding  at 
Common  Law,  and  that  this  right  was 
destroyed  by  the  Act  of  1870.  Now, 
what  was  the  nature  of  this  right  ?  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
himself  answered  that  question  when 
he  told  the  Committee  that  "  it  was  of 
no  commercial  value,  because  the  mo- 
ment it  was  assigned  the  assignee  could 
be  turned  out,"  and  therefore  the  com- 
mercial value  of  the  legal  right  to  assign, 
which  existed  previous  to  the  Act  of 
1 870,  amounted  to  nothing  at  all.  But 
the  Prime  Minister  went  further,  and 
the  Committee  were  told  that,  by  the  Act 
of  1870,  real  property  was  created  for 
the  tenants.  But  the  Act  must  then  have 
created  what  it  was  never  intended  to 
create ;  and  the  Prime  Minister,  in  his 
first  speech  on  the  Bill  made  this  Ses- 
sion, told  the  House  that  it  was  a  sur- 
prise to  the  Government  to  find  that  the 
result  of  the  Act  of  1870  was  to  give  to 
the  tenants  of  Ireland  that  which  he  and 
the  then  Government  never  intended  to 
give  them.  But  now,  because  the  tenant 
had  got  by  accident  something  which 
the  Prime  Minister  had  said  it  was  never 
intended  to  g^ve  him,  they  were  told  that 
this  right  of  the  tenant  must  be  completed 
because  it  was  at  first  necessarily  inoom* 
plete.  Undoubtedly  what  was  given  to 
the  tenant  rightly  or  wrongly,  inten- 


tionally or  unintentionally,  was  incom- 
plete, and  the  Government  were  now 
prepared  to  give  him  a  complete  right. 
To  do  that  might  be  right  or  otherwise ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Paget)  ventured  to  submit 
that  the  argument  by  which  it  had  been 
supported  by  the  Prime  Minister  would 
not  for  one  moment  bear  examination. 
He,  therefore,  contended  that  the  argu- 
ments by  which  this  claim  was  supported 
on  behalf  of  the  tenants  were  untenable 
— plainly  so  as  a  matter  of  logic — and 
that  there  was  no  reason  why  limita- 
tions of  the  application  of  the  clause 
should  not  be  introduced  if  necessary. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  it  was  clear 
that  the  general  feeling  of  the  Com- 
mittee was,  at  any  rate,  against  the 
figure  named  in  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Falkirk.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  Amendment  would  be 
withdrawn,  especially  as  the  general 
question  of  limitation  would  be  raised 
by  another  Amendment  on  the  Paper. 
For  his  own  part,  he  had  no  wish  to  sit 
into  September,  and  ventured  to  hope 
that  the  Committee  would  not  have  to 
listen  to  a  discussion  of  the  same  point 
two  or  three  times  over. 

Mr.  GIBSON  desired  to  guard  him- 
self against  any  possible  concurrence 
with  the  statement  of  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  that  the  Government 
had  made  up  their  minds  to  yield  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  to  strike  out  Clause  13  from 
the  Act  of  1870.  That  must  not  be 
allowed  to  pass  without  challenge,  and 
it  must  not  be  supposed  that  it  was  a 
proposition  that  would  be  yielded  to 
without  a  large  amount  of  discussion. 
The  clause  was  deliberately  framed,  and 
he  was  strictly  accurate  in  saying  that  it 
was  placed  in  the  Bill  on  the  Motion  of 
Earl  Granville,  and  that  it  came  before 
the  House  at  the  time  accredited  from 
the  Government  of  the  day.  It  would 
not  be  a  matter  of  surprise,  therefore, 
when  the  subject  came  on  for  discussion, 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the 
House  declined  to  agpree  to  its  with- 
drawal without  full  discussion. 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
appealed  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Falkirk 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  and,  if 
necessary,  to  move  it  in  the  form  of  an 
Amendment  to  the  proviso  at  the  end 
of  the  clause.  The  proviso,  he  reminded 
the  hon.  Member,  would  afford  a  much 
more  suitable  opportunity  for  the  discus- 
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sion  of  the  question  of  limitation  than 
the  part  of  the  clause  at  that  moment 
before  the  Committee.  The  limit  was 
so  low,  and  would  exclude  eo  many  ten- 
ants who  had  an  undoubted  right  to 
oome  within  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
that  if  the  present  Amendment  were 
carried  to  a  division  he  should  be 
obliged  to  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  W.  fowler  said,  he  held  in  his 
hand  the  Bill  of  1  b70  as  it  came  down 
from  the  House  of  Lords,  and  with  notes 
of  the  particular  changes  which  were  there 
introduced.  It  had  been  said  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  that  Clause  13  of 
that  Act  forbade  all  assignment  by  the 
tenant;  but  that  was  confined  to  ten- 
ancies held  from  year  to  year  existing 
at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Act. 
Without  going  into  the  question  of  the 
right  of  limitation,  he  thought  the  Com- 
mittee ought  not  to  run  away  with  the 
idea  that  the  1 3th  clause  of  the  Act  of 
1870  was  a  general  forbidding  of  assign- 
ment by  the  tenant.  He  was  disposed 
to  think  that  it  was  exceedingly  difficult 
to  place  any  limit  to  this  section.  If 
they  once  admitted  that  they  were  about 
to  make  a  new  code  of  law  as  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  and  then  attempted 
to  set  up  limitations,  it  was  extremely 
difficult  to  do  so  unless  they  applied  them 
to  whole  classes  of  estates  and  people. 
He  had  on  the  Paper  an  Amendment 
which  proposed  a  limit  of  a  different 
kind  from  the  present.  Again,  he 
thought  the  limitation  by  a  money 
figure  would  work  very  awkwardly; 
indeed,  he  did  not  see  how  it  would  work 
at  all  in  the  present  state  of  confusion 
and  dispute  which  existed  throughout 
the  country.  While  he  felt  that  the 
question  was  one  of  immense  difficulty 
and  that  there  were  others  arising  from 
the  new  code  which  were  in  themselves 
so  difficult  that  they  must  not  be  dis- 
cussed in  a  hurry,  but  with  care  and 
patience,  and  with  a  desire  to  get  to  the 
bottom  of  the  whole  matter,  sUll  he  re- 
commended the  hon.  Member  for  Fal- 
kirk not  to  press  his  Amendment  to  a 
division.  If  a  division  must  be  taken 
on  the  question  of  a  money  limit,  he 
thought  it  would  be  taken  with  greater 
advantage  on  the  limit  of  £100. 

A£b.  WARTON  said,  he  honoured 
very  much  the  spirit  shown  by  the  last 
speaker,  and  wished  it  were  more  com- 
mon on  the  Benches  opposite.     He  de- 

Lord  Edmond  Fittmauria 


Erecated  most  earnestly  any  attempt  to 
urry  the  discussion  on  the  Bill,  rach  m 
was  shown  by  hon.  Members  opposite 
when  they  constantly  cried  "Questioxi!" 
and  ^  ^  Divide ! ' '  This  had  been  very  ob- 
vious during  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Suffolk  (Mr.  Biddell),  who. 
in  criticizing  the  clause,  had  stated  hit 
case  with  such  complete  fairness,  sad 
who  had  never  wandered  by  one  word 
from  the  point  raised  by  the  ijnendmeaL 
For  his  own  part,  he  believed  that  \h» 
more  carefully  the  Conunittee  discuised 
the  important  matter  contained  in  the 
early  part  of  the  Bill  the  sooner  the  end 
of  the  Bill  would  be  reached.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  the  work  was  scamped, 
so  to  speak,  and  the  clauses  honied 
through,  it  would  be  found  when  thej 
got  a  little  further  into  the  clauses  that 
the  confusion  in  which  the  Bill  was  tt 
present  involved  would  become  a  grest 
deal  worse.  One  of  the  strongest  reasons 
why  the  Committee  should  not  be  so 
anxious  to  save  time  was  that  they  had 
not  got  their  definitions  in  order.  He 
had  himself  heard  the  Prime  Minister 
say  they  had  created  a  '*  tenant  right;  " 
but  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
^lember  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  repeated  those  words,  the 
Prime  Minister  said  he  had  used  the 
term  **  tenant  interest."  Therefore,  he 
regretted  to  remind  the  Ck>mmittee  that 
they  did  not  even  then  know  what  it  was 
they  were  discussing.  Again,  that  which 
had  been  called  by  the  Prime  Minister 
both  '' tenant  ri^ht"  and  ''tenant  in- 
terest," he  had  himself  also  described 
as  '*  goodwill "  by  an  analogy  which 
might  be  supposed  to  hold  between  a 
tenancy  and  certain  trading  occupations. 
Therefore,  according  to  the  varying 
phases  of  the  Premier's  mind,  they  had 
every  possible  definition  and  every  sort 
of  difference  of  idea.  Then  with  rogard 
to  Clause  13  of  the  Act  of  1870.  They 
found  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
making  use  of  a  most  extraordinary 
argument,  in  saying  that  in  a  normal 
condition  of  things  there  was  not  more 
than  one  sale  in  two  generations.  But 
that,  he  contended,  was  not  a  normal 
condition  of  things.  As  they  had,  ac- 
cording to  the  Premier,  confirmed  tenant 
right,  the  moment  that  right  was  con- 
firmed by  this  Bill  the  tenant  would 
want  to  sell  it,  because  it  was  only  the 
present  tenants  who  would  got  any 
Denefit  from  the  Bill ;  it  would  not  be 
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the  tenants  who  wanted  to  become  the 
landlords  of  the  future.  When  it  was 
fully  understood  that  200,000  people 
were  going  to  have  the  power  to  sell 
what  they  had  never  paid  for,  the  ab- 
surdity of  the  argument  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  that  only  one  sale 
would  take  place  in  two  generations 
was  very  apparent.  But  he  must  re- 
mind the  Prime  Minister  that  when  the 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  Bill  was 
before  the  House  last  year,  he  himself 
accepted  a  limit,  he  believed,  of  £30 
beyond  which  that  Bill  was  not  to  apply. 
It  might  be  that  £50  was  a  more  con- 
venient figure  than  £30  in  the  present 
instance  ;  but  as  the  principle  of  limita- 
tion was  introduced  into  the  Bill  he  had 
referred  to,  and  was  considered  a  good 
one,  it  was  difficult  to  see  why  it  should 
not  be  also  admitted  in  the  present  Bill. 

Mk.  RAMSAY  thought  he  was  entitled 
to  address  the  Committee  after  the  re- 
presentation which  had  been  made  in 
opposition  to  his  views  on  that  side  of 
the  House.  He  had  no  objection,  if  the 
Committee  would  allow  him,  having  re- 
gard to  the  difficulty  which  had  been 
stated  as  between  rent  and  value,  to 
amend  his  Amendment  by  substituting 
for  the  words  on  the  Paper  the  words 
**  which  does  not  exceed  the  annual  rent 
of  £50."  He  reminded  hon.  Members 
who  had  listened  to  the  discussions  on  the 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  Bill  that 
the  argument  of  limitation  was  sup- 
ported on  the  sole  ground  that  there 
were  two  classes  of  tenants  in  Ireland, 
and  that  there  must  be  some  line  at 
which  to  draw  a  distinction.  There 
was  one  class  of  men  so  dependent  that 
there  was  no  possibility  of  their  making 
a  free  contract,  and  there  was  another 
so  independent  that  they  were  perfectly 
well  able  to  make  a  free  contract  with 
the  owners  of  the  land  in  Ireland.  The 
Bill  was  intended  to  benefit  a  poor  class 
which  demanded  the  sympathy  of  the 
people  of  this  countiy ;  but  he  believed 
that  no  measure  would  do  much  to  alle- 
viate the  distress  of  the  small  occupiers, 
to  whom  he  believed  it  would  do  no 
good  to  give  the  lands  even  without 
money  and  without  price. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
the  Amendment  had  better  be  disposed 
of. 

SiE  8TAFF0BD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
must  say  I  am  surprised  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  not  extend  to  his 


own  Friend  and  supporter  the  Member 
for  Falkirk  the  courtesy  which  is  gene- 
rally extended  to  Members  when  they 
desire  to  amend  their  proposals.  I  would 
point  out  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Fal- 
kirk, in  his  opening  remarks,  said  he 
had  no  exclusive  preference  for  a  par- 
ticular limit,  although  he  argued  on  the 
assumption  that  there  should  be  some 
limit.  I  think  it  would  be  but  tx)urtesy, 
in  accordance  with  the  ordinary  practice 
of  the  House,  that  the  hon.  Member 
should  be  allowed  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment  and  re-submit  it  to  the 
Committee  in  the  form  which  he  de- 
sires. Of  course,  the  Committee  will 
exercise  their  discretion  as  to  the  mode 
in  which  they  will  deal  with  the  Amend- 
ment ;  but  I  think  the  best  course  will 
be  to  allow  the  hon.  Member  to  with- 
draw it. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  dissent  alto- 
gether from  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  which  is  founded  upon 
an  entire  misapprehension  of  the  facts  of 
the  case.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  it  is 
usual  to  allow  a  Member  who  proposes 
an  Amendment  to  make  alterations  in  it, 
even  at  the  last  moment,  for  the  purpose 
of  making  it  clear.  But  this  is  simply 
a  case  of  proposing  an  Amendment  en- 
tirely different  from  the  original.  The 
Committee  will  see  that  a  holding  rented 
at  £30  is  one  thing  and  a  holding  valued 
at  £50  is  a  totally  different  thing,  and 
means  a  holding  rented  at  between  £60 
and  £70. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE:  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  accepts  the  principle  involved  in  the 
Amendment  ?  If  that  is  so  his  observa- 
tions will  be  in  point ;  but  if  he  declines 
to  accept  the  principle,  I  contend  that  he 
should  aUow  the  hon.  Member  for  Fal- 
kirk to  put  his  proposal  in  the  form 
which  the  hon.  Member  considers  most 
favourable. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  Government 
think  that  the  only  safe  method  of  limi- 
tation is  by  introducing  at  a  certain  line 
freedom  of  contract ;  and  we  intended  to 
propose,  if  there  were  to  be  any  limita- 
tion at  all,  that  it  should  be  in  that 
shape.  But  my  point  is,  that  when  a 
particular  proposition  has  been  made  to 
the  IIouso,  and  has  been  debated  for  a 
couple  of  hours,  it  is  better  that  it  should 
be  disposed  of  instead  of  bein^  passed 
by  without  any  judgment  bemg  pro- 
nounced by  the  Committee. 

IFourth  Nifhi.'] 
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LoBD  JOHN  MANNEE8  pointed  out 
to  the  Committee  that  by  the  arrange- 
ment indicated  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman there  would  be  two  divisions.; 
whereas,  if  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  to  amend  his  Amendment  were 
accepted  there  would  be  but  one.  He 
repeated  the  statement  made  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Devon,  that  all  through  the  discussion 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Falkirk  had  been  distinctly  argued  on 
the  principle  and  not  with  respect  to  the 
particular  figure  inserted  in  the  Amend- 
ment. He  nad  a  most  complete  recol- 
lection that  the  hon.  Member  himself, 
in  his  opening  statement,  actually  said 
that  he  did  not  lay  any  stress  upon  the 
figure  30,  and  that  he  was  prepared  to 
substitute  the  figure  50.  That  had  been 
throughout  the  general  opinion  of  the 
Committee. 

The  chairman  reminded  the  Com- 
mittee that  there  would  have  to  be  two 
divisions  if  the  Amendment  was  not 
withdrawn  in  order  to  insert  £50.  It 
was  quite  within  the  competence  of  any 
hon.  Member  to  move  that  the  word 
*'  thirty  "  be  omitted. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **  rent,"  and  insert  the  word 
''  valuation,"  —  {Mr.  F%t% Patrick, )'--m' 
stead  thereof. 

Question,  "  That  the  word  '  rent  * 
stand  part  of  the  proposed  Amendment," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  ''That  the  word  ''valua- 
tion '  be  there  inserted,  put,  and  agreed 
to. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  word 
"thirty,"  and  insert  the  word  "fifty," 
— {Mr.  FiitPatrick,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  thirty,'  staind  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  be- 
fore the  Question  was  put,  he  wished  to 
ask  whether  it  was  competent  for  a 
Member  to  move  a  succession  of  Amend- 
ments, each  one  involving  an  increase 
of,  say,  £1  upon  the  other?  Suppose  a 
sum  of  £50  was  proposed  to  be  inserted, 
was  it  competent  to  Members  to  move 
that  £51,  £52,  and  so  on,  be  inserted? 
He  believed  the  present  proceeding  was 


irregular,  and  that  a  division  should  bo 
taken  once  for  all  in  accordance  with 
previous  decisions  on  points  of  this  kind, 
otherwise  the  reductions  proposed  might 
be  interminable. 

The  chairman  :  If  the  Committee 
negative  the  Amendment  to  insert  the 
word  "fifty,"  it  will  be  competent  to 
any  hon.  Member  to  move  that  another 
sum  be  inserted. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  "  That  the  word  '  fifty,'  be 
there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  the  annual  valuation  of  which  does  not 
exceed  fifty  pounds,'  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  not  neces- 
sary,  as  far  as  the  Government  is  oon- 
cemed,  to  renew  the  debate ;  but  I  wish 
to  point  out  that  this  was  the  limit  in- 
troduced, unfortunately  I  think,  into  the 
Land  Act  of  1 870,  but  for  a  very  different 
purpose.  It  was  introduced  for  the  pur- 
pose of  allowing  freedom  of  contract  at 
a  certain  point ;  but  it  did  not  exclado 
from  a  u-ee  disposal  of  the  interest, 
which,  we  think,  should  be  an  equitable 
interest  existing  in  law.  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  of  course,  regard  the 
Amendment  in  its  present  form  with 
feeling  of  somewhat  diminished  inten- 
sity; but  our  objections  to  it  are  ab- 
solutely of  the  same  force  as  they  were 
to  the  figure  of  30. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  HO; 
Noes  243:  Majority  103.— (Div.  list, 
No.  224.) 

Mr.  BOUREE  said,  there  was  a 
point  which  he  wished  to  raise  which 
limited  the  tenant  right  to  farms  on 
which  the  tenantry  resided ;  but  as  his 
object  was  covered  by  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Dublin  University  (Mr. 
Gibson),  he  should  not  move. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister 
would  see  his  way  to  go,  at  any  rate, 
some  distance  in  the  direction  of  the 
Amendment  he  was  about  to  propose. 
He  could  understand  a  wide  sympathy 
existing  for  those  occupving  tenants  who 
were  themselves  woridng  men,  and 
worked  their  farms  by  the  aid  of  their 
families.  He  could  also  have  great  sym* 
pathy  for  those  who,  although  thsj  did 
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not  aotuallj  exist  on  the  farm,  had,  by 
iodastry  and  thrift,  two  or  three  farms. 
These  classes  formed  a  meritorious  and 
industrious  tenantry  who  were  deserving 
of  every  consideration.  His  Amend- 
ment, therefore,  made  the  distinction 
clearer  between  those  tenants  who  oc- 
cupied and  those  who  sub-let ;  and, 
altnouKh  it  might  not  be  the  best 
way  of  dealing  with  the  question,  he 
rentured  to  think  there  was  substantial 
justice  underlying  his  proposition.  He 
was  fully  conscious  that  this  was  not 
the  intention  of  the  Prime  Minister,  or  of 
his  CoUeagues ;  and,  therefore,  he  pre- 
sented his  Amendment,  which  needed 
no  lengthened  argument  to  support  it, 
in  perfect  eood  faith,  and  in  the  hope 
that  the  rignt  hon.  Gentleman  would  be 
able  to  make  some  concession  in  the  di- 
rection which  he  had  indicated. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  |»ge  1,  line  8,  after  "applies/*  insert 
"  and  in  actual  occupation  of  the  holding." — 
(Mr,  Oib$on,) 

Thi  ATTOBNEY  general  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  if  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  turn  to 
the  Definition  Clause  he  would  see  the 
word  tenant  defined  as  meaning  "  a 
person  occupying  land."  If,  accord- 
ingly, the  tenant  sub-let  his  holding,  he 
ceased  to  be  '*  tenant "  within  the  pro- 
Tisions  of  the  Bill.  The  tenant  was,  in 
short,  theperson  in  occupation. 

Mb.  GIBSON  accepted  the  statement 
of  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend; 
and  he  would  not  press  the  matter  fur- 
ther at  that  stage  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum, 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that,  as  he  understood,  the  Government 
proposed  to  establish  on  those  holdings 
which  were  not  subject  to  the  Ulster 
Custom  a  new  custom  or  tenant  right, 
and  that  the  regulations  relating  to  the 
sale  under  that  custom  were  contained 
in  this  clause,  but  that  the  regulations 
in  this  clause  were  not  meant  to  con- 
trol the  Ulster  Custom  or  usage.  That 
being  so,  his  Amendment  would  not  in 
any  way  affect  any  holding  subject  to 
the  Ubter  Custom.  But  the  custom 
which  the  Government  proposed  to 
establish  outside  Ulster  differed  from 
the  Ulster  Custom.  Now,  it  was  quite 
dear  that  outside  Ulster  a  different 
ftate  of  relations  between  landlords  and 


tenants  prevailed,  as  compared  with 
the  relations  between  landlords  and 
tenants  within  that  Province  ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  desired  by  his  Amendment  to 
make  provision  for  certain  cases  which 
were  liKely  to  arise.  The  Committee  would 
bear  in  mind  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  had  just  stated  that  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  give  the  tenant  the  right  of  sell- 
ing anything  he  had  not  got ;  and  he 
was  quite  willing  to  suppose  that  a  tenant 
in  Ireland  was,  in  this  respect,  in  the 
same  position  as  any  other  individual — 
that  was  to  say,  he  could  not  sell  anything 
which  he  had  not  created,  or  bought,  or 
inherited.  There  were  persons  on  estates 
in  Ireland  who  had  neither  bought  nor 
inherited  tenant  right;  and,  therefore,  he 
thought  some  words  should  be  inserted 
in  the  clause  to  enable  the  Court  to  deal 
with  cases  of  this  kind  when  they  came 
before  it.  With  this  view,  he  proposed 
to  add  words  that  would  make  it  clear 
that,  while  the  Committee,  on  the  one 
hand,  were  desirous  of  protecting  tenants 
improvements,  and  giving  them  the 
right  to  get  compensation  for  such  im- 
provements, and  for  tenant  right  where 
they  had  either  inherited  or  bought  it 
— that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the 
Committee  to  allow  a  tenant  who  had 
neither  bought  nor  inherited  it  to  sell 
any  part  of  his  tenant  right. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  1,  line  8,  after  the  word  '*may/' 
insert  **  except  in  the  cases  hereinafter  in  this 
section  specially  mentioned."  —  {Lord  Otorpt 
Hamilton,) 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  asked  what  were 
the  intentions  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  cases  similar  to  that  which  he 
would  describe  to  the  Committee,  and  of 
which  there  were  any  number  that  oould 
be  instanced  to  his  personal  knowledge. 
There  were  men  in  Ireland  known  as 
*' gombeen  men,"  who  acquired,  by  lend- 
ing money  to  small  tenants,  their  rights 
and  interest  in  their  occupancies;  and 
he  was  acquainted  with  one  case  where 
fully  10  or  12  small  farms  were  in  the 
hands  of  a  person  of  the  kind  he  had 
alluded  to.  Therefore,  he  asked,  was 
that  man  to  be  considered  a  tenant  in 
occupation  under  this  Bill,  having  ac- 
quired the  tenant  right  in  a  holding  for 
which  he  had  paid  only  a  nominal  sum  ? 
In  his  opinion,  there  ought  to  be  a  pro- 
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vision  of  the  kind  which  had  just  been 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Middlesex  inserted  in  the  clause,  for 
the  exclusion  of  such  persons  from  the 
operation  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  In  answer  to 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leitrim  (Mr.  Tottenham),  I  may  say 
that  I  think  the  question  raised  by  him 
is  substantially  and  entirely  disposed  of 
by  the  conversation  which  has  just 
taken  place  between  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  and  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland.  It  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  fix  the 
tenant* s  interest  where  it  now  subsists — 
namely,  in  the  real  occupier,  conse- 
quently no  transaction  between  the 
**  gombeen  man  "and  the  tenant  can  come 
within  the  scope  of  the  Bill.  The  Bill 
would  take  no  cognizance  of  such  a  per- 
son whatever.  But  it  appears  to  me 
that  such  an  Amendment  as  that  sug- 
gested by  the  noble  Lord  is  unnecessary, 
because,  if  I  understand  aright,  he 
has  in  view  the  making  of  a  substantial 
and  improved  proposition,  these  words 
being  merely  words  of  reservation, 
pointing  to  some  other  operative  Amend- 
ments which  the  noble  Lord  is  going  to 
introduce,  the  nature  of  which  1  am  not 
at  present  acquainted  with.  Now,  the 
Amendment  before  the  Committee  I 
think  is  unnecessary,  because  the  noble 
Lord  will,  when  he  makes  his  operative 
proposals,  put  them  in  strong  indicating 
words ;  and,  therefore,  I  hope  we  may 
pass  over  this  point  without  prejudice 
to  the  proposals  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  said,  in  the  case  of 
the  transaction  of  the  *^  gombeen  man," 
the  tenant  was  got  rid  of,  and  the  '^  gom- 
been man  "  actually  became  the  occupier 
of  the  property.  He  maintained  that 
there  was  no  provision  under  the  Bill 
for  the  protection  of  the  man  who  had 
sold  his  right  in  the  way  indicated,  and 
a  valuable  property  was  being  created 
for  the  money  lender,  for  which  he  had 
only  paid  a  nominal  sum ;  and,  there- 
fore, it  was  but  reasonable  that  an 
Amendment  should  be  inserted  to  meet 
the  case. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  LawJ  was  understood 
to  say  that  Uie  '' gombeen  man,"  if  in 
occupation  as  tenant,  and  accepted  as 
Buch  by  the  landlord,  must,  of  course,  be 
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recognized  and  treated  as  tenant  by  the 
Bill. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
after  the  remarks  of  the  right  hoa.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister,  he  was 
willing,  by  leave  of  the  Committee,  to 
withdraw  the  preliminary  Amendment 
which  he  had  moved.  There  was  one 
question,  however,  which,  no  doubt,  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  would 
answer.  Was  he  right  in  saying  it  was 
quite  understood  that  the  restrictions  in 
Clause  1  were  not  intended  to  apply  to 
the  Ulster  Custom  so  far  as  free  sale  was 
concerned  ?  

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  poi 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  there  was 
no  intention  to  alter  the  Ulster  Custom  by 
the  regulations  contained  in  the  clause ; 
but  it  was  hoped  that  when  the  Bill 
passed,  it  woula  be  in  such  a  form  that 
the  Ulster  tenants,  like  other  tenants, 
would  find  it  convenient  to  avail  them- 
selves  of  this  statutory  right  of  sale. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAS  eaid,  he  had 
known  instances  of  persons  getting  hold 
of  property  in  the  manner  alluded  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leitrim  (Mr. 
Tottenham) ;  but  he  had  never  known 
the  law  of  property  interfered  with  be- 
cause these  persons  were    ''gombeen 
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men. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  wiihdrmtn. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETTON  CROSS  reminded 
the  Committee  that,  a  few  days  ago,  he 
had  asked  the  Prime  Minister  whan 
he  would  furnish  the  words  proposed 
as  alterations  to  the  2nd  dauae.  At 
that  time  he  had  intended  to  press  the 
point ;  but  the  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was,  he  thought,  satisfactory 
— namely,  that  it  would  be  better  to  see 
in  what  shape  the  1st  clause  stood  be- 
fore they  came  to  deal  with  the  actual 
wording  of  the  section.  He  wished  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
the  question  of  how  they  oould  best  get 
a  clear  notion  and  definition  of  what  it 
was  that  the  tenant  could  sell ;  and  that 
was  the  main  object  of  the  Amendment 
he  had  placed  on  the  Paper.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  gpreat  confusion  of  ideas  pre- 
vailed amongst  the  Committee  with  re- 
gard to  this  subject ;  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers thinking  that  the  tenant  who  had 
created  improvements  had  the  right  to 
sell  everything  that  could  possibly  be 
sold  in  connection  with  the  tenancy; 
whilst  others  took  an  entLralj  difibreot 
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yiew.  He  asked  for  a  definition  of  what 
the  tenant  actually  could  sell,  because 
the  words  of  the  clause,  ''  his  interest," 
were  extremely  vague,  and  carried  with 
them  no  definite  idea.  He  wanted  to 
draw  the  attention  of  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers behind  him — particularly  those  from 
Ireland — ^to  this  fact.  They  appeared  to 
think,  if  you  allowed  the  tenant  to  sell 
without  defining  what  it  was  he  had 
to  sell,  that  you  could  afterwards  limit 
what  he  could  sell  by  limiting  the  price. 
They  said,  if  the  tenants  could  sell  their 
full  interest,  the  proper  course  was  to 
limit  the  price  at  which  the  tenant  could 
sell.  But  that  suggestion  was  open  to 
answer,  because  if  you  once  allowed  the 
tenant's  right  to  sell  absolutely,  there 
was  clearly  a  difficulty  when  you  once 
fully  acknowledged  the  power  of  the 
tenant  to  sell  his  interest  to  limit  the 
price  at  which  the  tenant  could  sell.  He 
did  not  say  there  were  not  certain  limits 
which  could  be  put  on  the  right  of  sale ; 
but  the  matter  was  one  which  required 
▼ery  careful  consideration  on  the  part  of 
hon.  Members ;  for,  after  having  given 
the  power  to  sell,  he  thought  that  the 
tenant  might  say — '*  It  is  very  hard  to 
limit  me  after  giving  me  the  right  to 
sell."  There  ought  to  be  a  clear  and 
definite  understanding  as  to  what  the 
tenant  could  sell,  and  what  he  could  not. 
Supposing  that  the  Bill  of  1870  had  not 
passed,  what  was  it  that  the  tenant  would 
have  had  a  right  to  sell?  He  clearly 
would  only  have  had  a  right  to  sell  that 
which  he  had — namely,  an  unexpired 
tenancy.  He  was  to  have  the  full  bene- 
fit of  all  his  improvements,  and,  if  he 
had  paid  money  on  entering  the  farm, 
either  with  the  expressed  or  implied 
assent  of  the  landlord,  he  would  be  en- 
titled to  have  that  recouped.  He  could 
sell  his  improvements  and  receive  back 
the  monev  ne  had  paid ;  but  all  he  could 
sell  beside  was  the  unexpired  term  of 
his  tenancy,  and,  he  being  a  tenant  from 
year  to  year,  that  was  not  of  high  market- 
able value.  That,  ho  understood,  was 
the  foundation  of  the  argument  of  the 
Prime  Minister;  for,  when  he  introduced 
the  Bill,  the  Prime  Minister  said  that 
what  the  tenant  had  to  assign  was  so 
small  that  it  was  little  worth  giving  or 
receiving.  The  Prime  Minister  founded 
the  power  to  sell  in  this  Bill  upon  the 
Act  of  1870,  and  what  that  Act  did  was, 
not  to  put  money  in  the  pockets  of  the 
tenants,  but  to  secure  them  in  their  hold- 


ings, in  order  that  they  might  work  out 
the  land  to  the  best  advantage.  The 
proposition  advanced  by  those  who  re- 
presented Ireland  at  that  time  was  that 
the  tenant  had  a  right  to  continual  occu- 
pation, subject  to  the  payment  of  rent, 
and  also  that  he  had  a  right  to  sell  his 
interest  to  any  solvent  tenant  to  whom 
the  landlord  could  make  no  reasonable 
objection.  That  was  the  contention  of 
the  Irish  Party  at  that  time ;  and 
what  was  the  answer  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister? He  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 
contended  that  the  Act  of  1870  was 
passed,  not  to  give  the  tenant  the  right 
to  sell,  but  to  secure  him  in  his  hold- 
ing; and  the  Prime  Minister  in  1870 
said  the  Government  wanted  to  shel- 
ter the  tenant  from  loss  by  eviction  and 
to  make  that  shelter  effectual.  There- 
fore, the  object  of  the  Act  of  1870  was 
clearly  not  to  put  anything  in  the 
tenant's  pocket  except  what  he  got 
through  having  security.  It  was  ms- 
tinctly  stated  that  the  object  was  not 
to  give  the  tenant  a  paramount  and 
permanent  interest  in  his  holding;  but 
that  was  the  whole  position  of  the  Go- 
vernment at  the  present  time.  The 
Bessborough  Commission,  considering 
this  question  of  free  sale,  said  in  their 
Report — 

"  We  say  that  the  tenant,  upon  whom  has 
been  conferred  fixity  of  tenure  and  fair  rent, 
will  be  in  a  position  differing  little  from  the 
owner  of  the  soil,  and  ought  not  to  he  unneces- 
sarily deprived  of  any  ordinary  incidents  of  pro- 
perty ;  and,  therefore,  he  should  he  at  liherty  to 
seU." 

That  was  the  particular  thing  the  Go- 
vernment said  was  never  meant.  They 
fought  against  it,  and  in  1 870  said  their 
object  was  to  give  the  tenant  effectual 
shelter.  But,  if  that  was  coupled  with 
the  restrictions  in  Clause  1 3  of  the  Bill, 
it  became  clear  what  Parliament  meant 
at  that  time.  What  the  Prime  Minister 
then  asked  Parliament  to  do  was  to  give 
shelter  to  the  tenant,  but  not  the  right 
to  sell.  Now,  what  had  a  tenant  to  sell 
when  he  left  his  farm,  not  by  reason  of 
eviction,  but  because  he  left  for  some 
reason  of  his  own  ?  If  he  left  at  the 
expiration  of  his  torm,  what  could  he 
recover  ?  Ho  would  have  a  right  to  re- 
cover from  the  landlord  the  value  of  the 
improvements  he  had  made ;  and  pro- 
bably, if  he  had  paid  something  to  the 
outgoing  tenant  with  the  landlord's 
assent,  ho  ought  in  justice  to  recover 
that.    But  he  had  no  claim  against  the 
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landlord  for  anything  else.  The  argu- 
ment of  the  Govemment  was  that  under 
the  Act  of  1870  the  tenant  had  a  myste- 
rious share  in  the  soil,  which  he  could 
not  sell,  but  which  made  him  practically 
the  proprietor,  and  was  entitled,  there- 
fore, to  get  a  higher  price  than  he  could 
have  got  before  this  tenant  right,  for 
which  he  had  not  paid  a  farthing,  came 
into  operation.  He  happened  to  be  the 
tenant  for  the  time  being,  and  was  to 
be  invested  with  a  right  given  abso- 
lutely for  nothing.  The  Act  of  1870 
gave  to  the  tenant  absolute  security  in 
his  holding  while  he  was  there ;  but 
the  Govemment  were  now  proposing  to 
take  away  from  all  incoming  tenants 
for  the  future  what  they  would  possess 
under  the  Act  of  1870,  and  to  make 
them  pay  for  all  future  time  to  the  out- 
going tenants  that  which  was  given  to 
them  free  in  1870.  What  the  tenants 
were  to  be  required  to  pay  for  was 
security;  but  without  this  Bill  they 
would  have  that  free  as  a  birthright. 
What  was  the  practical  result  ?  If  there 
was  one  thing  more  than  another  that 
the  tenant  wanted  when  he  went  into 
possession  it  was  the  use  of  all  the 
capital  possible  with  which  to  work  the 
farm.  When  the  question  of  perpetuity 
of  tenure  was  being  discussed  some  time 
ago,  the  Prime  Minister  used  a  remark- 
able argument.  He  said  that  if  that 
was  carried  into  effect  it  would  be  found 
that  all  that  active  and  energetic  class 
which  did  not  require  any  permanent 
stake  in  the  soil,  but  existed  by  the 
intelligent  and  profitable  application  of 
capital  to  farming,  would  be  absolutely 
prescribed,  and  no  man  would  be  found 
to  put  spade  or  plough  into  the  land 
unless  he  could  purchase  it  as  a  per- 
manent estate.  Now,  the  Government 
were  doing  something  very  similar  to 
that — the  same  thing,  but  not  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  degree;  for  they  said 
the  tenant  should  not  go  into  his  holding 
unless  he  could  pay  something  which  ho 
could  not  spare,  and  practicaUy  had  not 
got.  The  ultimate  result  would  bo, 
unless  the  tenant's  interest  was  more 
clearly  defined,  men  who  were  tenants 
from  year  to  year  would  be  turned  into 
a  sort  of  perpetual  leaseholders.  He 
was  not  sure  that  that  was  a  point  at 
which  all  wished  to  arrive.  Then  there 
was  another  point  which  ought  to  be 
carefully  cleared  up,  and  this  was  the 
proper  time  to  raise  it.  They  bad  asked 
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several  times  of  what  this  tenant  rieht 
was  made  up.  They  had  been  tola  a 
good  many  things,  and  on  the  second 
reading  the  Prime  Minister  had  intro- 
duced an  additional  element,  for  which 
at  the  time  he  thought  no  one  was  pre- 
pared. As  he  understood  the  Prime 
Minister,  the  accidental  tenant  was  the 
man  who  was  to  put  into  his  pocket  the 
value  which  his  holding  had  in  oonae- 
quence  of  the  scarcity  of  land  in  the 
particular  district;  and  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister said  tenant  right  excluded  the 
excess  which  was  found  in  open  biddings 
for  holdings  in  Ireland,  because  of  the 
scarcity  of  land  as  compared  with  the 
demand  for  it.  Just  as  in  this  country 
when  one  article  was  rare  the  price 
might  go  beyond  a  fair  value,  so 
in  Ireland,  through  the  necessi^  of 
the  much  cdoser  bidding  for  land,  the 
buyer  was  ready  to  give  more  than  he 
ought  to  give,  and  more  than  he  could 
afiford  to  give,  and  that  excess  was  the 
second  element  of  the  tenant  right. 
Were  they  to  really  accept  that  as  what 
the  tenant  could  sell?  If  so,  it  was 
difficult  to  see  why  that  should  be  ap- 
plied to  land  alone.  One  could  hardlj 
conceive  that  it  was  not  to  apply  to  land 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  a  town ;  and, 
if  so,  then  it  must  apply  to  the  houses 
built  on  the  land ;  and,  therefore,  the 
increased  value  of  land,  and  the  build- 
ings upon  it,  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
growing  towns,  owing  to  the  scarcity  of 
the  supply,  was  to  go,  not  to  the  landlord, 
but  to  the  tenant.  He  would  like  to 
know  how  far  that  doctrine  could  be 
carried,  because  land  in  the  City  of 
London  was  valuable  because  of  the 
scarcity  in  comparison  with  the  demand  ; 
and,  if  that  was  what  was  meant,  it  waa 
time  to  look  about.  He  saw  nothing  in 
the  Bill  including  that,  and  if  that  was 
the  intention  there  must  be  some  safe- 
guard ;  otherwise  they  would  be  in  an 
absolutely  hopeless  state  of  confusion 
in  dealing  with  the  other  parts  of  the 
Bill.  Then,  as  to  what  the  tenant  had 
to  transfer,  his  holding  was  his  means 
of  livelihood ;  but  he  could  not  sell  his 
means  of  livelihood.  They  all  knew 
that  the  conditions  of  holdings  in  Ire- 
land were  all  different.  If  he  held  land 
under  a  good  landlord  his  holding  would 
be  much  more  valuable  than  if  he  held 
under  a  bad  landlord.  But  if  the  hold- 
ing was  put  up  to  public  auction,  was 
the  good  conduct  of  the  landlord  to  be 
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Eat  forward  as  part  of  the  price  of  the 
olding?  He  did  not  know  whether 
that  was  contemplated  or  not.  Again, 
it  was  undoubtedly  the  case  that  a 
large  quantity  of  land  was  held  at  a 
low  rent,  and  some  at  a  rack  rent.  Was 
it  to  be  held  that  the  accidental  tenant 
of  the  low-rented  farm  was  to  pay  all 
the  difference  between  the  low  rent  and 
the  rack  rent  unless  the  landlord  made 
a  bargain  to  raise  the  rent  ?  That  was 
not  fair.  That  question  was  considered 
by  the  Duke  of  Hichmond's  Commission; 
and  in  the  Eeport  of  the  minority  of 
that  Commission,  speakiug  of  that  point, 
they  said — 

**  We  believe  that  any  new  leffialation  oaght 
to  follow  more  closely  the  Ulster  oxamplef 
especially  in  reepect  of  what  is  known  as  tree 
■ale  and  tenant's  interest.  There  are  objections 
to  the  nnqaalified  application  of  that  system 
to  every  holding,  which  may  be  thus  stated. 
Tenant's  interest  might  in  many  cases  exist  with 
no  difference  between  fair  rent  and  low  rent 
actually  paid,  and  this  value,  where  no  tenant 
right  payment  has  been  made  at  the  beginning 
of  the  tenancy,  is  not  morally  the  propertv  of 
the  occupier,  and  to  treat  it  as  such  by  legisla- 
tion would  be  to  wrong  the  landlord.'* 

Then,  there  was  another  point — the  un- 
earned increment.  Suppose  a  tenant 
held  a  holding  of  £100  a-year,  and  the 
landlord,  by  enterprize  and  industry, 
had  brought  a  railway  there,  and  a 
trade  sprang  up  there,  was  the  tenant 
to  have  the  advantage  of  that  entirely  ? 
Those  advantages  would  be  in  perpetuity, 
and  the  tenant  would  be  able  to  sell  his 
tenant  right  at  a  mucli  higher  rate  than 
if  they  were  not  taken  into  considera- 
tion. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  1,  line  S,  after  the  word  ''sell,"  to 
insert  the  words  **  such  interest  as  under  any 
contract,  express  or  implied,  between  himself 
and  his  landlord,  or  by  any  Ic^I  custom  or 
ttsage  he  may  then  have  in  unexhausted  im- 
provexDcnta  or  in  the  unexpired  term  of." — 
(Sir  MicAard  Cross.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Before  speaking 
generally  on  the  speech  of  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman,  I  think  I  may  as  well 
notice  the  point  which  he  raised  at  the 
conclusion.  He  said — ^*  Is  it  to  be  hold 
that  when  a  landlord  bos  brought  a 
railway  into  the  neighbourhuod,  or  by 
other  measures  has  added  to  the  valuo 
of  the  farms,  that  increased  value  is  to 
form  part  of  the  tenant  right  ?  "    Most 
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certainly,  in  point  of  right,  that  would 
not  form  part  of  the  tenant  right ;  and  if 
the  landlord  is  wise  he  will  take  care 
that  it  shall  not  form  part  of  the  tenant 
right.  And  that  word  "  tenant  right " 
is  not  a  word  that  I  have  chosen.  It  is 
so  much  in  usage,  and  it  is  difficult  to 
exclude  it  from  the  discussion ;  but  the 
word  I  have  always  chosen  is  the  word 
**  assignment,"  because  I  do  not  want 
to  raise  the  question  at  all  how  far  this 
value  of  assignment  is  in  the  nature  of 
a  right,  but  wish  to  treat  it  rather  as  it 
is — as  a  matter  of  fact.  I  have  never 
laid  down  the  doctrine  that  the  tenant 
was  entitled  to  the  whole  of  the  difference 
between  a  fair  rent  and  full  rent  which 
arises  from  the  scarcity  of  land  in  Ire- 
land. I  do  not  know  that  it  is  any  part  of 
my  duty  to  prescribe  or  attempt  to  lay 
down  an  abstract  proposal  on  the  sub- 
ject. I  think  the  more  we  avoid  abstract 
doctrines  in  dealing  with  this  subject  the 
more  practical  progress  we  shall  make. 
But  what  I  must  repeat  is  this.  I  was 
describing  the  actual  position  of  the 
tenant — and,  unquestionably,  the  occu- 
pancy of  the  land,  which  is  what  the 
tenant  has  to  sell,  does  bear  value  in 
Ireland  which  it  would  not  otherwise 
bear  in  consequence  of  the  scarcity  of 
land.  But  for  that  it  is  impossible  to 
suppose  that  that  would  happen  which 
constantly  has  happened — namely,  that 
when  a  landlord  has  evicted  a  tenant 
from  a  farm  under  the  Land  Act,  he 
does  not  pay  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance, but  that  it  is  paid  by  the  incoming 
tenant.  I  dealt  with  that,  not  as  a 
matter  of  right,  but  as  a  matter  of  fact. 
That  is  an  actual  interest  of  the  existing 
tenant,  limited,  however,  by  certain  stipu- 
lations of  the  Laud  Act.  I  make  that 
statement  to  ensure  its  being  clearly 
understood  that  I  lay  down  no  abstract 
rule  as  to  the  property  of  the  tenant, 
in  the  strict  sense  of  the  word,  in  that 
extra  rent  which  is  due  to  the  extreme 
competition  for  land.  I  think  it  is  not 
very  easy  to  make  out,  perhaps,  if  that 
were  an  abstract  doctrine,  a  claim  either 
for  the  landlord  or  the  tenant,  in  so  far 
as  that  dit«positIon  may  be  the  result  of 
that  competition  and  excess  in  the  de- 
mand as  compared  with  the  supply.  We 
have  had  before  us,  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech,  two  questiuus  which 
arc  quite  di^itiuct.  One  is  the  question 
whether  there  is  any  element  of  value 
I  in  tenant  right  in  Ireland  beyond  the 
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tenant's  improyements ;  and  the  other  is 
the  question  whether  it  is  wise  to  attempt 
to  define  tenant  right.     On  the  first  of 
these  we  hold  that  there  was  an  element 
of  value  in   the   tenant  right  beyond 
improyements;  but  that  is  an  element 
of  yalue  which  attaches  to  the  fact  of 
occupancy,  and  it  has  been  indicated  by 
the  willingness  of  the  tenant  to  pay  for 
obtaining  it.     As  to  the  expediency  of 
attempting  to  define  the  tenant  ri^ht, 
without  haying  any  absolute  conyiction, 
the  more  I  think  of  it  the  less  I  think  it 
would  be  expedient  to  make  that  at- 
tempt.   It  is  quite  plain,  in  my  opinion, 
that  the  definition  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  do.    I  have  no 
doubt  he  has  bestowed  great  pains  upon 
this  definition ;  but  I  think  it  woula  be 
unsafe  to  adopt  it.  The  tenant's  interest 
is  the  interest  made  up  of  what  the  law 
gives  or  shall  give  him.     We  are  going 
to  operate  on  the  tenant's  interest  in  all 
the  clauses  of  this  Bill.    We  shall  adopt 
from  time  to  time  enactments  which,  I 
hope,  will  improve  the  tenant's  interest. 
There  seems  to  be  a  general  admission 
that  the  Court,  under  the  circumstances 
of  Ireland,  shall  have  the  power  to  fix 
a  judicial  rent.    There  seems  to  be  also 
an  admission  that  the  judicial  rent,  once 
fixed,  must  endure  for  a  certain  time. 
I  do  not  want  to  gain  any  surreptitious 
advantage;    but  these  aidmissions   are 
generally  made.    But,  supposing  that 
we  may  agree  in  considering  that  the 
Oourt  shall  fix  a  judicial  rent,  and  that 
that  rent,  when  fixed,  shall  be  followed 
by  a  statutory  torm — 16  years  is  the 
period  in  the  Bill,  but  it  has  been  pro- 

rsed  to  increase  it  and  to  reduce  it — 
do  not  think  we  should  increase  or 
reduce  it  for  the  purpose  of  this  argu- 
ment ;  but  if  you  adopt  any  pro- 
vision of  that  kmd — and  the  majority 
of  the  Oommittoe  seem  disposed  to  adopt 
it — ^you  will  at  once  add  to  the  value  of 
the  tenant's  interest.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  puts  the  tenant's  interest 
under  the  head  of  a  contract  between 
himself  and  his  landlord ;  and,  secondly, 
under  the  head  of  legal  custom  or  usage. 
That  element  of  contract,  derived  from  a 
Btetutory  term,  will  not  flow  from  the 
legal  custom,  but  from  the  enactment  of 
the  Bill.  I  think  that  is  an  indication 
of  my  meaning  when  I  say  it  would  be 
unwise  to  attempt  to  define  exhaustively 
the  tenant's  interest  at  the  time  when 
we  are  going  to  consider  that  matter 
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under  the  different  clauses,  and  we  do 
not  know  in  what  shape  the  interest  may 
come  out  from  the  discuBsion.    There- 
fore, the  right  hon.  Gkntleman  will  un- 
derstand that  I  am  only  using  this  as 
an  illustration.    EvidenUy,  the  object  if 
to  prevent  the  invasion  of  the  landlord'i 
rights.     The  landlord's  rights  will  not, 
in  my  opinion,  be  infringed.    The  land- 
lord's rights  are  to  be  defended  mainly 
under  one  head  only ;  and,  secondarily, 
perhaps,    under    neither  —  mainly,  of 
course,  by  preserving  to  the  landloid  the 
right  of  obtaining,  in  the  shape  of  in- 
creased rent,  or  in  the  shape  of  judicial 
rent,  the  fair  rent  of  the  land  which  we 
shall  hereafter  have  to  diacnss.    The 
landlord  may  possibly  have  an  interest 
in  preventing  tenant  right  from  running 
to  an  excess,  partaking  of  no  rationiJ 
explanation   by  reference  to  improve- 
ments, or  to  any  such  interest  as  hat 
usually  been  known  In  parts  of  Ireland 
other  than  Ulster.    But  these  are  the 
limits  of  the  landlord's  interest ;  and  so 
far  as  the  landlord's  interest  depends  on 
the  augmentation  of  rent,  that  is  pro- 
vided for  in  other  parte  of  the  Bill.    As 
far  as  it  depends  on  the  value  to  be  giTon 
for  the  assignment,  that  is  a  question 
that  will  be  raised  at  a  future  time.  There 
is  no  necessity  for  our  defining  the  in- 
terest ;  but,  i£  we  look  to  the  general 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
what  does  it  mean?    He  admitted,  in 
the  first  place,  that  we  do  not  oonstitate 
any  new  claim  on  the  landlord.   We  did 
in  1870,  but  we  do  not  now ;  and  he  says 
that  the  ultimate  result  will  be  that  the 
landlord  will  have  to  pay.    But  against 
the  speculative  and  hypothetical  argu- 
ment of  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  I 
place  an  assertion,  founded  on  historioal 
experience,  that  in  Ulster,  where  tenant 
right  has  prevailed,  and  where  it  has 
prevailed  to  a  mater  extent  than  it  is 
likely  to  do  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill  as  it  stands,  rent  has  exceeded  the 
rent  paid  in  the  rest  of  Ireland,  and  has 
increased,  as  we  know  from  undeniable 
figures,  veiT  much  faster  than  elsewhere. 
Therefore,!  cannot  admit  the  doctrine  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Then  he  asks, 
what  has  the  the  tenant  to  seU  ?    What 
he  has  to  sell  has  to  be  tested  in  thii 
way — is  anybody  ready  to  give  anything 
for  it  or  not  ?    He  says  that  I  laid  down 
the  abstract  doctrine    that    because  a 
tenant  has  the  means  of  liveHhood  in 
his  occupation,  therefore,  that  ia  in  the 
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market.  I  laid  down  no  such  abstract 
proposaL  I  said  the  tenant  would  have 
the  means  of  liyelihood  in  his  occupa- 
tion, and  that  his  means  of  liyelihood 
were  fortified  by  the  law  which  prevents 
his  being  remoyed  except  on  a  certain 
payment,  and  that  that  increased  the 
yalue  of  his  occupancy.  Why  is  he  not 
to  haye  that  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man thinks  it  is  extremely  hard  on  the 
incoming  tenant ;  but  why  is  it  hard 
that  he  should  pay  that  which  he  is 
willing  and  desirous  to  pay  ?  He  only 
wants  the  opportunity  and  the  openinc; 
to  pay,  and  you  are  not  satisfied  with 
facuitating  the  way  to  do  that,  but  you 
insist  that  for  tlus  thing,  which  has 
▼alue,  which  in  innumerable  cases 
is  paid  for,  he  shall  not  pay  at  all. 
Why  ?  Has  it  been  inexpedient  in 
Ireland  ?  Has  it  produced  bad  effects  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Leitrim  (Mr. 
Tottenham)  says  it  has.  He  denounces 
the  Ulster  Oiistom  as  yicious  in  prin- 
ciple and  mischieyous  in  effect.  The 
united  wisdom  of  the  Bench  below  him 
had  deyised  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Leicestershire, 
which  declared  it  to  be  a  matter  of  great 
importance  that  the  UlsterOustom  should 
be  maintained.  If  that  is  so ;  if  it  is 
ffood  for  the  outgoing  tenant ;  if  it  has 
been  proved  to  be  good  for  the  incoming 
tenant ;  and  if  it  is  proved  that  he  desires 
to  do  that  which  you,  in  the  tenderness 
of  your  interest,  will  not  allow  him  to 
do,  why  do  you  prevent  him  from  doing 
so,  and  deprive  him  of  the  right  to  sell 
the  interest  he  now  possesses,  which 
policy  and  principle  alike  recommend  ? 
The  present  question  is  a  narrower  one. 
I  frankly  own  the  fair  spirit  in  whieh 
the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  nas  sought  to 
oonsioer  the  arguments  for  this  Bill.  I 
separate  from  the  general  argument  the 

Question  of  a  particular  argument  for  a 
efinition.  I  think  I  have  shown  that 
the  definition  he  proposes  is  not  prac- 
ticable ;  and  I  think  that  as  we  progress 
with  this  Bill  we  shall  do  wisely,  taking 
every  just  security  for  the  landlord's  in- 
terest, when  we  come  to  the  proper  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  not  to  attempt  to  de- 
fine the  right — which  means,  after  all, 
the  occupancy — of  the  tenant,  together 
with  such  incidents  as  it  may  please  the 
Legislature  to  attach  to  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''  That 
the  Chairman  do  now  report  Progress, 


and  ask  leave  to    sit   again,"  —  {Mr- 
Ritchie f) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thureday, 

And  it  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of 
the  clock,  the  House  suspended  its 
Sitting.  

The  House  resumed  its  sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  clock. 

MOTIONS. 

FISHING  VESSELS*  LIGHTS— BEPOET 
OF  THE  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  BIBKBECK,  in  rising  to  move— 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  thii  House,  it  if 
expedient  that  the  reoommendations  of  the  Se. 
lect  Committee  of  last  Besiion  on  Fiahing  Vea- 
sela*  Lights  be  carried  oat  in  accordance  with 
the  Report  of  the  Committee,  so  far  as  it  affects 
trawlers*  lights ;  *' 

said,  he  regretted  there  should  be  any 
necessity  to  bring  this  matter  before  the 
House ;  but  he  had  no  other  alternative, 
because  it  affected  the  interests  of  a  most 
important  trade,  and  the  safety  of  the 
lives  of  a  valuable  class  of  men.  He  ad- 
mitted that  there  was  a  necessity  for  an 
alteration  in  the  lights  of  fishing  vessels. 
The  Merchant  Shipping  Act  of  1862  and 
the  Sea  Fisheries  Act  of  1 868  were  at 
variance  with  each  other,  and  trawling 
smacks  had  been  using  an  illegal  light 
for  many  years.  This  was  an  inter- 
national matter,  and  therefore  it  was  of 
the  more  importance  that  it  should  be 
settled  at  once.  The  question  of  drift- 
net  vessels  had  been  settled,  and  the 
question  was  solely  and  entirely  in  rela- 
tion to  the  lights  required  to  be  displayed 
by  trawling  vessels.  They  were  in  the 
habit  of  carrying  a  white  foremsst  light ; 
they  also  had  to  carry  a  side  light, 
inasmuch  as  when  in  their  occupation 
they  were  vessels  under  way  the  same 
as  any  ordinary  sailing  vessel.  By  the 
26th  clause  of  the  Merchant  Shipping 
Amendment  Act  power  was  g^ven  to 
a  Joint  Committee  of  the  Board  of 
I  Trade  and  of  the  Admiralty,  by  an  Order 
in  Council,  to  annul  or  modify  any  of 
the  regulations  or  to  make  new  ones ; 
and  the  proposed  alterations  came  under 
that  clause.  It  was  an  obnoxious  clause, 
because  it  gave  a  Departmental  Com- 
mittee power  to  vary  regulations  without 
coming  to  Parliament  or  consulting  the 
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fishing  interest  or  tlie  Mercantile  Marine. 
On  the  24th  February,  1874,  a  Joint 
Committee  of  the  Admiralty,  Board  of 
Trade,  and  Trinity  Board,  was  appointed 
to  draw  up  regulations  to  prevent  colli- 
sion at  sea.  Negotiations  were  carried 
on  with  all  the  principal  maritime  Powers. 
An  Article,  No.  10,  was  drawn  up  and 
agreed  upon,  and  passed  by  an  Order  in 
Council,  in  August,  1879 ;  and  sub- sec- 
tion D  was  as  follows  : — 

"A  trawler  at  work  shall  carry  on  one  of 
her  masts  two  lights,  in  a  vertical  line,  one  over 
the  otiier,  not  less  than  three  feet  apart — the 
upper  light  red  and  the  lower  light  green,  and 
shall  also  carry  the  side  lights  required  for  other 
vessels." 

These  regulations  appeared  in  an  Order 
in  Council  of  the  14th  of  August,  1879, 
and  were  published  in  the  usual  way  in 
The  OautU  and  in  the  local  papers  of 
the  coasting  towns,  and  that  was  the  first 
intimation  the  fishing  interest  had  of  the 
changes.  Meetings  were  called  at  the 
principal  ports,  and  a  representative  con- 
ference was  held  at  Gh*eat  Yarmouth  in 
October,  1879.  The  proposed  regulations 
were  unanimously  condemned.  The  late 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  sent 
Commissioners  to  the  various  fishing 
ports  to  hear  the  objections  of  the  fish- 
ing interest  to  the  proposed  regulations 
— the  Commissioners  being  Mr.  Gray, 
Captain  Digby  Murray,  and  Captain 
Weller,  of  the  Trinity  House— and  they 
visited  Great  Yarmouth,  Grimsby,  Hull, 
Brixham,  and  Penzance,  to  hear  objec- 
tions ;  and  in  the  following  year  they 
issued  what  was  considered  a  most  un- 
satisfactory Beport,  which  was  laid  on 
the  Table.  In  consequence  of  its  being 
BO  unsatisfactory,  the  late  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  was  asked  that  the 
enforcement  of  the  regulations  should  be 
postponed  from  the  1st  of  September, 
1880,  to  the  1st  of  September,  1881,  and 
he  agreed  to  the  request,  and  also  that 
a  Select  Committee  should  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  objections  of  the 
fishing  interest.  After  the  General  Elec- 
tion the  present  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  also  agreed  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee.  It  sat  early  in 
June,  and  37  witnesses  were  examined 
on  behalf  of  the  fishing  interest  from  all 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Their 
evidence  was  of  a  clear,  convincing,  and 
telling  character.  Four  witnesses  were 
examined  on  behalf  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.     The  Committee   unanimously 
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found  that  Article  10  of  the  new  regula- 
tions should  be  revised;  that  irawlen 
should  not  be  compelled  to  carry  side 
lights  when  trawling,  nor  two  coloared 
masthead  lights,  but  that  they  should 
retain  the  white  light  they  had  carried 
so  many  years;   that  drift-net  veeselB 
should  carry  two  white  lights  instead  of 
two  red  lights,  aa  proposed  by  the  De- 
partmental Committee ;  that  pilot  boats 
should  carry  a  red  over  a  white  mast- 
head light ;   and,   lastly,  that  for  the 
future  no  alterations  in  fishing  lights 
should  take  place  without  ample  notice 
being  given  to  those  interested.    After 
so  strong  a  Eeport  as  this  being  made 
in  their  favour,  the  fishing  interest  made 
up  their  minds  that  their  wishes  would 
be  acceded  to ;  but  he  regretted  to  say 
that  when  the  Departmental  Committee 
met  in  January  of  this  year,  they  made 
£resh  recommendations  which,  as  far  as 
trawling  vessels  were  ooncemed,  did  not 
carry  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
Select  Committee.   They  agreed  that  the 
trawlers  should  have  a  red  masthead 
light,  and  a  white  light  somewhere  in  the 
after  part  of  the  vessel.     There  was  a 
strong  feeling  among  the  fishing  interest 
that  these  regulations  could  not  be  car- 
ried out.     In  February  he  gave  Notice 
of  this  Motion  ;  but  the  fishing  interest 
was  astonished  to  find  that  on  the  25th 
of  April  another  Eeport — a  third  edition 
of  the  regulations — came  out.     He  con- 
sidered that  Beport  was  only  another 
proof  of  the  ignorance  of  those  who  con- 
cocted these  regulations.     The  trawling 
interest  objected  to  them ;   and  in  his 
opinion  they  would,  if  carried  out,  be 
admirably  well  calculated  to  bring  about 
collisions  and  loss  of  life  and  property 
at  sea.     The  trawlers  were  to  carry  a 
red  light  at  the  masthead,  and  also  a 
white  light  in  the  after  part  of  the  ves- 
sel, somewhere  on  the  gunwale.    The 
red  masthead  light  was  not  visible  at 
best  more  than  two  miles  at  sea,  and  on 
a  November  night  not  more  than  one 
mile.      The  white  light  was  certainly 
visible  three  or  four  miles  off.   Trawling 
smackowners  contended  that  if  this  red 
masthead  light  were  adopted,  it  certainly 
would  be  nustaken  for  the  port  light  of  a 
sailing  vessel.  The  white  light  would  not 
be  seen  in  many  positions.    He  was  glad 
to  see  the   Secretary  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  present,  for  he  had  gone  out  with 
him  to  the  North  Sea  to  test  these  regu- 
lations, and  he  should  be  suzpxised  if  ht 
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did  not  find  him  in  the  same  Iiobbj 
with  himself  on  this  question.  The  De- 
partmental Committee  contended  that 
the  white  light  was  necessary  to  prove 
in  what  direction  the  trawling  vessel 
was  heading.  The  witnesses  who  were 
examined  on  the  part  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  displayed  their  ignorance  as  re- 
garded fishing  vessels.  The  white  b'ght 
had  been  the  best  means  of  preventing 
collisions,  and  its  adoption  had  been  re- 
commended by  the  Smackowners'  Insur- 
ance Association.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon  Gentleman  would  take  the  matter 
into  consideration,  and  give  the  trawling 
trade  what  they  asked  for,  and  which 
for  the  last  18  years  had  proved  of  the 
greatest  advantage.  He  begged  to  move 
the  Heaolution  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Mb.   NORWOOD  said,   he   rose    to 
second  the  Motion.     He  spoke  as  the 
Bepresentative   of  a    port  which  con- 
tained as  many  trawlers  as  any  port  in 
the  United  Kingdom.     In  the  Humber 
there  was  something  like  900  trawlers. 
In  his  own  port  there  were  as  many  as 
460  registered  trawlers,  of  a  total  value 
of  £700,000,  dnd  affording  employment 
to  26,000  persons,  who  were  unanimously 
in  favour  of  canying  the  white  light.   It 
was  said  that  there  was  the  danger  of 
collision  from  steamers  and  other  vessels 
passing  up  and  down  and  mistaking  this 
light  for   some  stationary  light.     But 
there  was  no  possibility  of  any  such 
mistake.   In  the  first  place,  because  the 
stationary  lights  were  first  class  lights, 
electric  in  many  cases,  and  with  which 
the  fishing  lights  were  not  for  a  moment 
to  be  compared.     Then,   the  trawlers 
fished  in  large  fleets  and  in  well-known 
ground,  and  steamers  passing  up  and 
down  the  Coast  knew  where  to  expect  to 
find  them.  It  was  a  remarkable  fact  that 
with  the  g^eat  traffic  up  and  down  the 
North-East  Coast  collisions  with  fishing 
vessels  were  comparatively  rare.     Then, 
as  to  the  possibility  of  mistaking  the 
white  light  of  the  trawler  for  the  white 
light  of  the  pilot  vessel,  he  might  ob- 
serve that  they  rarely  had  more  than 
four  pilot  vessels  at   a    time  cruising 
off  the  mouth  of  the  Humber.      The 
trawlers  said  they  were  a  vast  body,  and 
that  if  a  change  was  to  be  made  it  was 
reasonable  that  it  should  be  made  in  the 
case  of  the  infinitely  smaller  body,  the 
pilots.  As  a  Member  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  last  year,  he  complained  very 


strongly  of  the  manner  in  which  it  had 
been  treated.  The  question  of  lights 
was  exhaustively  investigated  by  the 
Committee — much  evidence  taken,  and 
an  unanimous  conclusion  arrived  at  in 
favour  of  the  white  light  for  trawlers — 
yet  the  Board  of  Trade  referred  that 
Eeport  to  the  consideration  of  a  Depart- 
mental Committee,  consisting  of  the  Be- 
g^strar  and  the  Hydrographer  of  the 
Admiralty,  four  members  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  two  Trinity  House  men,  who 
were  under  the  supervision  and  control 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  The  result  was 
that  the  unanimous  decision  of  the  Select 
Committee,  in  which  the  Secretary  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  joined,  was  over- 
ruled by  the  Departmental  Committee. 
He  hoped  that  the  House  would  insist 
that  their  Committee  should  be  treated 
with  respect.  He  had  mentioned  one 
of  the  best  instances  of  the  way  in  which 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  overridden  the 
wishes  of  the  mercantile  community,  and 
he  hoped  that  the  House  would  express 
its  opinion  on  the  subject. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  ex- 
pedient that  the  recommendations  of  the  Select 
Committee  of  last  Session  on  Fishing  Vessels* 
Lights  be  carried  out  in  accordance  with  the 
Report  of  the  Committee,  so  far  as  it  effects 
trawlers'  lights."— (ifr.  Birkbick,) 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN  said,  he  rose 
early  in  the  discussion,  with  the  hope 
that  the  statement  he  had  to  make  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  would  be 
satisfactorv  to  the  hon.  Members  who 
had  moved  and  seconded  the  Besolution. 
The  position  of  the  Gk>vemment  in  rela- 
tion to  this  matter  had  been  stated  both 
publicly  and  privately  on  more  than  one 
occasion,  and  the  House  was  aware  what 
that  position  was;  but  there  seemed  to  be 
some  confusion  in  the  minds  of  hon. 
Members  as  to  Departmental  Commit- 
tees, and  the  Departments  of  the  Go- 
vernment by  which  they  were  appointed. 
He  wished,  therefore,  to  explain  that  in 
the  case  of  the  Departmental  Committee 
appointed  by  the  Board  ofTrade  the  Board 
did  not  accept  its  Beport  as  final,  nor,  in- 
deed, had  they  expressed  an  opinion  on 
the  subject.  They  had,  in  fact,  to  con- 
sider the  antagonistic  Reports  of  two 
Committees,  the  Departmental  Commit- 
tee and  the  Select  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood)  had  expressed 
his  sense  of  the  disrespect  with  which 
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that  latter  Oommittee  had  heen  treated ; 
but  it  was  a  Committee  appointed  at  the 
request  of  the  fishing  interests,  and  of 
its  1 1  Members  seven  represented  places 
in  which  the  trawling  interest  was 
powerful.  It  had  done  valuable  work, 
no  doubt ;  but  it  was  not  a  tribunal  so 
impartial  as  to  merit  more  consideration 
than  the  House  itself.  It  was  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  objections  urged  by 
persons  connected  with  the  fishing  in- 
terests against  the  new  regulations  as  to 
the  lights  to  be  carried  by  fishing  vessels. 
Accordingly,  none  of  its  Members  repre- 
sented the  shipping  interests  generally, 
which  interests,  however,  the  Govern- 
ment was  bound  to  consider.  If  it  were 
a  question  of  fishing  vessels  alone,  there 
would  not  be  the  slightest  difficulty.  The 
trawlers  were  in  favour  of  their  present 
illegal  practice  of  carrying  a  single  white 
light  at  the  masthead ;  but  representa- 
tions had  been  made,  both  by  foreign 
Governments  and  by  the  drifters,  who 
were  in  favour  of  a  more  distinctive 
light.  It  was  most  desirable,  if  possible, 
to  come  to  some  international  agreement 
in  the  matter  before  committing  the 
fishermen  of  the  country  to  the  adoption 
of  any  particular  light,  and  with  that 
object  he  had  caused  circular  letters — 

tMr.  Norwood  :  Fishing  letters.] — to 
le  sent  asking  the  opinions  of  various 
parties  interested.  No  replies  had  as 
yet  been  received  from  foreign  Govern- 
ments; but  from  the  large  shipping 
firms  in  this  country  more  than  60 
answers  had  been  returned,  of  which 
41  were  ac^ainst  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Birk- 
beck),  and  14,  including  that  of  the 
Peninsular  and  Oriental  Steamship  Com- 
pany, in  its  favour.  In  these  circum- 
stances, he  hoped  the  House  would  not 
come  to  an  immediate  conclusion  on  the 
subject.  The  object  of  the  Government 
was  to  promote  some  arrangement  by 
which  the  lights  used  should  be  at  once 
distinctive  and  self-descriptive,  so  as  to 
announce  three  main  facts — the  kind  of 
vessel,  the  direction  of  its  head,  and 
its  being  under  command  or  otherwise. 
Of  course,  the  peculiarity  of  trawling 
vessels  was  that,  though  they  were 
under  sail  and  had  steerage  way,  they 
were  not  under  command,  and  conse- 
quently they  required  a  special  h'ght  to 
distinguish  them,  on  the  one  hand  from 
vessels  at  anchor,  and  on  the  other  from 
vessels  under  way  and  under  command. 
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It    was    difficult,    however,    with  the 
limited  number  of   combinations   and 
permutations  of  red,  white,  and  green 
lights,  to  find  a  light  that  would  answer 
the  purpose.     The  objection  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Norfolk  was  that  if   trawlers  carried 
white  lights  they  might  be  mistaken  for 
pilot  vessels  or  for  vessels  at  anchor, 
while  the  multiplication  of  white  Hghts 
on  our  coasts  would  render  it  more  diffi- 
cult for  home-bound  vessels  to  make  the 
shore  lights.      The  hon.  Member  for 
North  Norfolk  had  said  that  the  white 
lights  in  question  had  been  carried  for 
the  last  18  years  with  perfect  safety; 
but  the  statistics  of  the  case  compelled 
him  to  traverse  that  assertion.     The 
figures  showed  that  during  the  last  three 
years  alone  69  fishing  vessels— not  all 
trawlers,  as  far  as  he  knew — had  been 
sunk  in  collision,  and  49  lives  had  been 
lost  in    consequence.     Of  these,  there 
were  no  less  than  39  collisions  involving 
the  loss  of  not  less  than  36  lives,  whi(£ 
were  collisions  with  other  vessels,  and 
not  collisions  of  fishing  vessels  inter  te; 
and  from  the  evidence  brought  to  his 
notice  he  could  not  doubt  that  some, 
at  all  events,  of  these  collisions,  pro- 
bably the  greater  part  of  them,  were 
due  to  a  confusion  of  lights.    Now,  the 
Departmental  Committee  had  made  two 
recommendations.      The    Departmental 
Committee  and  they  alone  were  respon- 
sible for  those  recommendations.     He 
would  not  trouble  the  House  with  re- 
gard to  the  first  recommendation  of  the 
Departmental  Committee.   With  regard 
to    the    second   recommendation,  they 
difiPered  from  the  conclusion  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons.   They 
said,  with  regard  to  the  masthead,  there 
should  be   a  red  light,  with  a  white 
light  below  abaft  the  beams,  on  the 
tafirail  or  some  other  convenient  place, 
and  that  the  side  light  should  be  discon- 
tinued.    The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Norfolk  objected,  in  the  first  place,  to 
the  red  light  being  at  the  masthead,  be- 
cause it  might  be  mistaken  in  many  oases 
for  the  light  of  a  sailing  vessel.     It  was 
also  objected,  he  believed,  that  the  white 
light,  which  was  in  the  after-part  of  the 
ship,  would  be  in  the  way  of  the  steers- 
man and  prevent  him  from  keeping  a 
good  look-out.    A  further  objection  was 
Qiat  the  light  would  not  be  seen,  because 
the  sail  would  be  in  its  way.     He  was 
not  going  to  discuss  those  points.    He 
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merely  wished  to  put  them  before  the 
House.  He  thought  they  were  all 
agreed,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  object 
he  had  stated  to  the  House  was  a  desir-. 
able  one  to  obtain — namely,  that  there 
should  be  a  distinotiye  light;  and  he 
was  not  unwilling  to  say  that  they  were 
all  agreed  that  all  the  methods  of  secur- 
ing that  distinctive  light  which  had 
hi&erto  been  suggested  were  open  to 
g^ve  objections,  and  therefore  he  was 
not  prepared,  at  the  present  moment,  to 
adopt  the  Beport  of  the  Departmental 
Committee,  or  to  adopt  any  other  sug- 
gestion which  had  been  made  to  him. 
But  neither  could  he,  until  he  had  before 
him  the  opinions  for  which  he  had  asked 
both  from  foreign  Gt>yemments  and  from 
the  shipping  interest  generally,  adopt 
the  conclusion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Norfolk.  He  was  not  altogether 
unfriendly  to  the  hon.  Member's  pro- 
posal. He  was  certainly  not  unfriendly 
to  the  object  the  hon.  Member  had  in 
yiew,  and  he  would  suggest  to  him  that 
he  should  withdraw  his  Motion  to-night, 
satisfied  with  the  discussion  to  which  it 
had  giyen  rise ;  and  then  he  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain) would  undertake  that  as  soon 
as  he  had  obtained  the  replies  to  which 
he  had  referred,  they  should  be  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House.  He  would  then 
propose  to  refer  those  Papers,  as  well 
as  all  previous  Papers  on  the  matter, 
back  to  the  Departmental  Committee  ; 
but  he  would  propose  to  add  to  that 
Departmental  Committee,  to  which  ob- 
jection was  taken  that  it  was  too  much 
of  an  Official  Committee,  some  hon. 
Members  of  the  House,  as  Representa- 
tives of  the  trawlers  as  well  as  of  the 
drifters  and  of  general  shipping.  As  to 
the  new  Begulations,  he  would  undertake 
that  they  should  not  come  into  force 
until  a  further  Eeport  was  made. 

Mr.  INDEBWICK  said,  he  thought 
the  House  ought  to  feel  yery  much  in- 
debted to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
the  trouble  he  had  taken  on  this  subject. 
He  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Birkbeck) 
would  accept  the  proposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  it  being,  of  course, 
thoroughly  understood  that  the  House 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  regulations  before  they  came  into 
operation. 

Sib  EDWARD  WATKIN  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  proposals  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  simply 


make  confusion  worse  confounded.  In 
his  opinion,  they  had  before  them  all 
the  evidence  that  was  necessary,  and 
they  ought  to  endeavour  to  make  an  end 
of  Uie  question  as  soon  as  possible.  All 
the  witnesses  from  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland,  said  that  a  white  light  in- 
volved safety,  and  that  red,  green,  and 
all  the  other  rubbish,  would  lead  to 
nothing  but  confusion.  He  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Norfolk  would 
take  a  division  on  his  Resolution,  and 
thus  put  a  stop  to  all  this  useless  foolscap 
Correspondence.  The  matter  should  be 
dealt  with  without  any  f^her  delay. 

Sib  JOHN  KENNAWAY  said,  he 
thought  there  was  every  reason  to  be 
satisfied  with  the  tone  of  the  discussion, 
and  with  the  oflfer  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  who  appeared  to  be 
g^radually  coming  round  to  the  views  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Norfolk, 
though  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  hampered  by  the  Office  over  which 
he  presided,  and  the  Reports  of  the  De- 
partmental Committee.  The  strong  ex- 
pressions of  opinion  would  show  him  that 
it  was  necessary  that  the  matter  should 
be  dealt  with  and  settled.  The  old  sys- 
tem had  worked  well  for  18  years,  and 
it  was  a  pity  that  it  was  interfered  with. 
The  new  system  would  be  dangerous, 
and  might  cause  a  great  loss  of  life. 
There  were  very  few  cases  in  which  the 
lights  had  been  the  cause  of  collision. 
The  difficulties  had  arisen  from  the 
Board  of  Trade  desiring  to  have  a  new 
plan  that  would  be  theoretically  perfect, 
for  which  they  were  willing  to  sacrifice 
one  that  had  worked  well.  He  thought 
his  hon.  Friend  might  be  satisfied  with 
the  debate  without  pressing  the  matter 
to  a  division. 

Sib  WILLIAM  FFOLKES  said,  he 
had  intended  giving  some  account  of  an 
experimental  trip  to  sea  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Norfolk  and  the  Se- 
cretary of  the  Board  of  Trade ;  but  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
made  it  unnecessary  for  him  to  do  so. 
When  it  was  said  that  80  accidents  had 
happened  from  trawlers  carrying  white 
lights,  he  should  like  to  ask  how  many 
more  would  occur  if  they  were  compelled 
to  carry  red  lights,  which,  as  it  was 
known,  were  very  inferior  to  white 
lights  ?  Their  experience  of  tbe  white 
light  was  that  it  was  infinitely  clearer 
than  the  red  light,  and  was  visible  at  a 
greater  distance,  and  that  notwithatand- 
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ing  that  the  red  light  was  brought  from 
the  Board  of  Trade  and  the  white  light 
was  taken  from  a  fishing  smack.  A  gun- 
wale light  in  the  after-part  of  the  ship 
was  perfectly  dazzling  to  a  man  there, 
and  it  prevented  them  seeing  the  hull  of 
a  steamer  at  a  distance  of  30  yards,  al- 
though her  lights  could  be  seen ;  and 
this  was  on  a  fairly  light  night.  He 
should  support  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Norfolk  if  he  pressed  the 
matter  to  a  division. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAKTLETT  said,  it 
was  dear  that  the  balance  of  argument 
was  entirely  on  the  side  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Norfolk.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  professed  to  be  consult- 
ing the  shipping  interest  and  foreign 
nations.  The  Bepresentatives  of  the 
shipping  interest  had  spoken  in  that 
House.  The  success  that  had  hitherto 
followed  the  efforts  of  the  GK)vemment 
to  obtain  the  concerted  action  of  the 
Powers  on  other  questions  rendered  it 
doubtful  whether  they  would  succeed 
on  this  question. 

Sir  JOHN  ST.  AUBYN  said,  that 
his  constituents  were  of  opinion  that  the 
Beport  of  the  Select  Committee  should 
be  upheld,  and  that  trawlers  should 
carry  a  white  light.  The  offer  of  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was 
fair  and  reasonable,  and  might,  he 
thought,  be  accepted  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Norfolk. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  said,  he  hoped  his 
hon.  Friend  would  accept  the  proposal 
of  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
who  had  met  the  matter  in  a  very  fair 
spirit.  In  the  interest  of  human  life  it 
was  necessary  to  make  a  change. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  it  was  not  only 
a  question  of  life,  but  also  a  question 
whether  the  Board  of  Trade  would  put 
an  end  to  an  important  trade,  because 
the  seamen  belonging  to  the  trawlers 
intended  absolutely  to  refuse  to  go  to 
sea  with  the  lights  prescribed  by  the 
Board  of  Trade.  He  was  glad  to  find 
the  spirit  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  his  proposal;  he 
only  regretted  such  an  arrangement  had 
not  been  made  sooner.  He  hoped,  how- 
ever, it  would  be  distinctly  understood 
that  there  was  no  disposition  to  place 
themselves  in  the  hands  of  a  Depart- 
mental Committee  whose  conclusions 
a  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  had  entirely  set  aside ;  and  he 
thought  that  more  consideration  should 
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be  shown  te  the  Beport  of  Uttt  Sekst 
Committee,  as  there  was  a  ooncunvnes 
of  opinion  in  the  evidence  of  the  ship- 
owners, skippers,  and  insuraaoe  offioen, 
with  which  the  Committee  unasimoaily 
agreed  in  a  Beport  drafted  by  thsir 
Chairman,  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  begged  it 
would  be  understood  that  so  long  as  ths 
matter  remained  in  its  present  state  ths 
seamen  would  enjoy  their  white  hght 
under  all  the  conditions  which  thej 
themselves  preferred.  As  Chaimaa  of 
the  Committee,  he  must  also  state  that 
all  the  other  recommendations  in  their 
Beport  had  been  carried  out  with  the 
exception  of  the  white  light.  His  own 
opinion  was  certainly  in  favour  of  the 
white  light.  The  Departmental  Oom- 
mittee  had  no  disposition  to  run  oonntsr 
to  the  decision  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons'  Committee;  but  as  men  bafiag 
considerable  experience  in  the  gensru 
trade  of  the  country,  althouffh  not  prac- 
tical fishermen,  he  thought  weir  opinion 
was  entitled  to  respect,  looking  as  thej 
did  at  the  question  on  all  its  mdes,  and 
not  merely  as  a  trawlers'  question.  He 
hoped  the  proposal  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  be  accepted  in  the  spirit 
in  which  it  had  been  offered. 

Mr.  BIBKBECK,  in  reply,  said,  he 
had  hoped  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
have  mentioned  to  the  House  the  nature 
of  their  experience  on  Wednesday  Utt 
in  the  North  Sea«  and  would  have  told 
the  House  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee  could 
not  be  carried  out.  He  thought  it  most 
unfair  that  the  letter  describing  the 
regulations  should  have  been  sent  to 
foreign  Powers  without  any  intimatioa 
to  them  that  the  regulations  could  not 
be  carried  out.  He  trusted  he  would  re- 
ceive a  distinct  assurance  from  the  Prt- 
sident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  this 
important  matter  would  not  be  settled 
before  the  House  had  been  afforded  an 
opportunity  of  fully  discussing  it 

Mr.  CHAMBEBLAIN  said,  that  the 
House  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
considering  any  new  regulations  that 
might  be  proposed— anyming  that  dif* 
fered  from  the  present  practice. 

Mr.  BIBKBECK  said,  he  threw  the 
whole  responsibility  resulting  finom  thif 
matter  on  the  Front  Bench.  Ifdiaastfln 
occuired  from  the  proceedings  of  the 
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Board  of  Trade,  the  Government  must 
take  the  consequences.  He  begged  to 
withdraw  bis  Motion. 

Me.  WILSON  said,  be  bad  made 
careful  inquiry  into  the  subject  the 
House  had  been  eng^aged  in  discussing, 
and  would  read  a  telegram  be  bad  that 
day  received  from  a  gentleman  of  high 
authority  resident  in  Hull,  and  who  bad 
made  himself  acquainted  with  the  opi- 
nions of  steamship  owners  whose  vessels 
made,  not  dozens,  but  thousands  of  voy- 
ages across  the  North  Sea.     He  said — 

'*  After  conflultiog  captains  as  well  as  ship- 
owners, we  are  of  opinion  that  the  present 
lights  used  in  vessels  employed  as  trawlers  are 
good  and  safe,  and  that  any  alteration  would 
cante  great  confusion,  collisioD,  and  possible 
loss  of  life.'* 

That,  be  believed,  was  as  reliable  as  the 
information  that  bad  been  procured  by 
the  Board  of  Trade. 

Earl  PERCY  observed,  that  the  House 
bad  been  placed  in  a  very  peculiar  and 
aomewbat  difficult  position  by  the  extra- 
ordinary conduct  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
It  now  turned  out  that  the  Reference  by 
the  Board  to  the  Departmental  Commit- 
tee was  of  a  very  limited  character,  and 
that  the  Committee  were  entirely  pre- 
cluded ftt)m  going  into  the  question  at 
large — they  could,  in  fact,  only  approach 
the  fringe  of  the  matter — and  the  Board 
of  Trade  were  at  liberty,  if  they  thought 
fit,  to  ignore  any  opinion  they  might  ex- 
press. The  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  stated  that  he  did  not  feel  at 
all  aggrieved  that  bis  opinion  as  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  bad  been  over- 
ridden. Well,  bad  be  been  selected  as 
Chairman,  he  would  certainly  feel  ag- 
grieved if  bis  opinion  were  regarded  as 
useless  by  the  heai  of  bis  own  Depart- 
ment. He  trusted  that  in  future  the 
Board  of  Trade  would  appoint  its  Com- 
mittees in  such  a  manner  as  that  they 
would  be  in  a  position  to  arrive  at  some 
definite  conclusion  on  the  subjects  re- 
ferred to  them. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

POTATO  CROP  COMMI'm:E.  1880  (IKE- 
LAND).— RESOLIITIOX. 

Majob  NOLAN,  in  rising  to  moye — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  ex- 
pedient that  Her  Majesty's  Gk^vemment  should 
take  steps  to  carry  into  effect  such  of  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Potato  Crop  Committee 
of  1880  aa  relate  to  Ireland,  hj  promoting  the 


creation  and  estahHshment  of  new  varietiee  of 
the  Potato ;  by  facilitating  the  progress  of 
further  experiments  as  the  best  means  of  lessen- 
in^  the  spread  of  the  Potato  Disease ;  and  by 
bnnging  within  the  reach  of  small  farmers  sup- 
plies of  soimd  seed  to  be  obtained  for  cash  pay- 
ments,** 

said,  that  the  question  be  was  about  to 
bring  under  the  notice  of  the  House  of 
Commons  was  one  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance. The  value  of  the  potato  crop  in 
Ireland  was  subject  to  ereat  variation. 
It  was  calculated  by  the  Keg^strar  Gene- 
ral that  in  the  year  1879  there  bad  been 
a  loss  on  the  crop,  as  compared  witb 
former  years,  amounting  to  £6,000,000 ; 
while  Professor  Baldwin,  a  high  autho- 
rity on  the  subject,  declared  the  loss  to 
be  as  high  as  £8,000,000.  It  was  said 
that  the  potato  was  a  precarious  crop  ; 
but  the  whole  object  of  bis  Motion  was 
to  make  it  less  precarious.  A  certain 
class  of  persons  objected  to  Government 
aid  being  given;  but  the  potato  required 
special  attention,  and  be  believed  it 
would  be  totally  impossible  for  the  small 
farmers  of  Ireland,  unless  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  did  something  in  the  matter  from 
time  to  time,  to  ensure  for  themselves  a 
good  crop  of  potatoes.  Another  reason 
for  Government  interference  was  that 
the  late  Government  had  interfered  with 
very  marked  success,  and,  in  fact,  bad 
behaved  very  well.  The  Irish  Members 
initiated  the  idea  that  at  a  time  of  g^at 
emergency  new  seed  should  be  found, 
and  the  late  Gt>vemment  took  it  up  and 
carried  it  out,  for  which  be  thanked 
them.  He  gave  a  great  deal  of  credit 
to  the  late  Government  for  what  they 
did  on  the  occasion,  because  they  held 
the  purse-strings  and  bad  the  majority. 
Mr.  Lowther,  who  was  then  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  listened 
patiently  to  the  proposals  of  the  Irish 
Members  and  took  great  pains  in  carry- 
ing them  out,  and  he  begged  to  return 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  his  heartfelt 
thanks  for  the  assistance  be  bad  given. 
The  suggestions  which  be  now  submitted 
were  in  accordance  with  the  recommen- 
dations of  a  Select  Committee  of  last 
year,  composed  not  only  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers but  or  English  and  Scotch  Members 
interested  in  the  subject.  They  examined 
several  scientific  witnesses,  who  were  all 
agreed  as  to  the  way  in  which  the  potato 
disease  was  propagated.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  it  was  propagated  by  means 
of  fungi,  each  of  wnion  gave  out  millions 
of  sporea  within  48  boursi  and  that  ao- 
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counted  for  the  terrible  rapidity  with 
which  the  disease  spread.  The  Govern- 
ment might  assist  in  the  determination 
of  certain  scientific  points  which  were 
of  great  practical  importance.  One  of 
them  was  the  duration  of  the  life  of  the 
potato  plant.  It  appeared  to  be  about 
20  years ;  but  Hegents  were  thought  to 
have  a  little  more  vitality  than  others. 
Champions  seemed  to  be  exhausted  more 
quickly  than  others,  because  in  Ireland 
the  same  trouble  was  not  taken  about  the 
seed  as  was  taken  elsewhere.  It  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  see  that 
there  was  something  to  tckke  the  place  of 
the  potato  that  was  being  exhausted. 
It  was  of  no  use  waiting  for  a  famine 
before  we  began  to  consider  what  we 
should  do.  Where  should  we  have  been 
if  Mr.  NichoUs  had  not  introduced  the 
Champion  ?  If  a  cemetery  keeper  had 
not  taken  a  fancy  to  cultivate  difiPerent 
seeds,  Ireland  would  have  been  in  a  bad 
position  at  present.  Mr.  NichoUs  might 
be  called  an  inventor,  only  he  could  not 
patent  his  invention.  Yes,  but  if  such 
an  invention  could  be  patented,  it  would 
be  worth  people's  while  to  produce  new 
varieties.  Because  it  was  not  worth  any- 
one's while  to  produce  new  varieties,  the 
Government  ought  to  step  in,  by  assist- 
ing a  society  where  one  existed  and  tak- 
ing the  initiative  where  there  was  none. 
There  were  special  reasons  for  the  action 
of  the  Government  in  the  case  of  small 
farmers.  Large  farmers  could  choose 
their  own  seed.  The  lowland  Scotch 
brought  their  seed  from  high  altitudes 
and  kept  up  the  quality  by  constant 
changes.  The  small  farmer  could  do 
nothing  of  the  kind.  His  system,  ac- 
cording to  all  the  witnesses,  was  practi- 
cally destructive ;  he  lost  three  or  four 
times  as  much  as  the  large  farmer,  fol- 
lowing the  better  system.  It  was  the 
duty  of  the  Qt)vemment,  in  the  circum- 
stances, to  help  the  small  farmer ;  and 
the  present  was  a  very  favourable  time 
for  doing  it.  The  efforts  might  be  made 
through  the  agency  of  the  Board  of 
Guardians.  No  seed  merchant  would 
send  seed  to  Ireland  for  several  years  to 
come.  They  could  not  trust  in  Ireland 
to  speculation  in  this  matter.  What  he 
proposed  was  that  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians should  have  power  to  sell  seed*  to 
small  tenants,  who  would  be  enabled  at 
a  merely  nominal  expense  to  change 
their  seed  every  second  year.  The  seed 
should  come  from  Scotlaind.     He  hoped 
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the  GK>vemment  would  undertake  to 
carry  out  the  Reeolution  which  he  had 
placed  on  the  Paper,  and  which  he 
begged  now  to  move. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  he  rose  to  second  the  Motion*  He 
thought  the  House,  and  especially  those 
who  were  interested  in  Irish  affairs, 
should  be  much  obliged  to  the  hon.  and 
and  gallant  Member  for  havine  brought 
this  important  question  before  the  House. 
In  connection  with  it,  the  admirable 
qualities  of  the  potato  had  been  com- 
pared with  the  less  nutritious  character 
of  Indian  meal.  After  some  experience 
of  the  use  of  Indian  meal  by  the  poor 
in  Ireland,  he  could  say  that  when  the 
Belief  Committees  were  at  work  in  the 
winter  of  1879,  the  only  food  that  oould 
be  supplied  easily  and  plentifully  was 
Indian  meal.  The  fear  was  lest  its  too 
exclusive  use  should  produce  dysentery 
and  general  poverty  of  blood ;  and  those 
effects,  unfortunately,  were  found  in 
some  of  the  most  distressed  districts, 
and  were  clearly  traced  to  a  diet  of 
Indian  meal.  Everything  showed  the 
necessity  of  improving  the  stock  of  pota- 
toes, and  their  superiority  to  meal  in  a 
country  of  which  the  climate  did  not 
permit  com  to  be  grown  in  any  great 
quantity.  The  population  of  Ireland,  in 
consequence  of  the  great  failure  of  the 
potato  crop  in  1847  and  1848,  was  re- 
duced from  8,000,000  to  about  5,000,000. 
After  the  great  Famine  of  1 847  and  1848 
there  was  no  very  general  failure  of  the 
potato  crop  which  caused  alarm  to  the 
Government  of  the  country  until  the 
winter  of  1879.  The  shortness  of  the 
crop  of  1877  induced  the  people  to  take 
less  care  than  they  ought  to  nave  done 
in  the  selection  of  the  seed  for  the  crop 
of  1878,  and  that  operated  with  sdU 
greater  effect  on  the  spring  of  1879. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL 
said,  if  the  hon.  and  g^allant  Member 
for  the  county  of  Galway  had  not  been 
in  such  a  hurry  to  bring  his  own  pro- 
posals before  the  House,  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  made  proposals  which 
would  have  been  more  favourable  to  the 
Irish  people,  and  they  would  not  now 
have  been  in  their  position  of  indebted- 
ness to  the  Boards  of  Guardians.  Having 
I  brought  in  his  Bill,  the  hon.  and  gaUAnt 
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Member  obtained  the  assistance  of  the 
Gk>yemment,  because  bis  plan  would  be 
less  expensive  than  their  own.  Then  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Kfember  moved  for  a 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  cause  of 
the  failure  of  the  potato  crop 

Mr.  a.  MOOKE  rose  to  Order,  on  the 
ground  that  the  noble  Lord  was  making 
observations  which  had  no  bearing  upon 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Galway. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  ruled  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  in  Order. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
thanked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  Chair  for  putting  down  disorderly 
interruption.  With  regard  to  the  ma- 
chinery suggested  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Galway  for  relieving 
the  poor  people  of  Ireland,  he  thought 
that  it  would  be  in  the  highest  degree 
imprudent  to  entrust  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  with  any  further  powers  or 
responsibility  in  the  matter.  What,  he 
asked,  had  been  the  result  of  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Gal- 
WAy»  by  which  he  had  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians  power 
to  raise  funds  for  supplying  the  people 
with  potatoes  ?  Why,  it  was  notorious 
that  in  may  parts  of  the  West  of  Ireland 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  either  took  no 
trouble  at  all  to  see  that  proper  seed 
was  purchased,  or 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  understood  that 
the  noble  Lord  rose  to  second  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Galway;  but  the  noble  Lord  has  not 
yet  approached  that  subject. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Meraoers  being  found  present. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  should  not  like  to  submit  any 
reasons  to  show  that  Mr.  Speaker  was 
incorrect ;  but  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  had  moved — 

"  That  Her  Majesty's  Govemmont  should 
take  ft^ps  to  carry  into  effect  such  of  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Potato  Crop  Committee 
of  1880  aa  relate  to  Ireland,  hy  promoting  the 
creation  and  establishment  of  new  varieties  of 
the  Potato ;  hy  facilitating  the  progress  of 
farther  experiments  as  the  best  means  of  les84>n- 
in^  the  spread  of  the  Potato  Disease  ;  and  hy 
hnnging  within  the  reach  of  small  farmers  sup- 
plies of  sound  seed  to  be  obtained  for  cash  pay- 
ments." 

This,    generally,   was  a  Motion  which 
he  (Lmrd  Bandolph  Ohorohill)  wished 


to  second;  and  he  would  point  out 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
was  satisfied  that  the  machinery  by 
which  these  ends  could  be  accomplished 
was  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and  that 
was  the  point  to  which  he  was  advert- 
ing when  interrupted.  While  second- 
ing the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's 
Motion  generally,  having  used  the  rea- 
sons and  arguments  upon  the  potato 
crop  which  appeared  to  him  to  be  ger- 
mane, he  now  ventured  rather  to  criti- 
cize that  particular  detail,  the  ma- 
chinery, which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  would  adopt.  With  aU  respect, 
he  would  submit  to  Mr.  Speaker  that 
his  remarks  approached  nearer  to  the 
question  than  would  appear  to  him  (Mr. 
S  Deak  er  ^ 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  : 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  put  it  to  you  whether 
the  noble  Lord  is  not  trifling  with  the 
time  of  the  House  ? 

SiK  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF :  May 
I  call  your  attention  to  the  fact,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  there  are  no  Members  of 
the  Gx>vemment  present  but  the  Legal 
Representatives  of  Ireland.  I  protest 
against  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land's interference  with  the  noble 
Lord. 

Mb.  speaker  :  As  I  informed  the 
noble  Lord,  I  understood  that  he  rose 
to  second  the  Motion.  His  observations 
seem  to  me  to  be  of  a  critical  character, 
and  certainly  not  in  support  of  the 
Resolution. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  : 
I  was  referring  to  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians in  Ireland ;  and,  if  I  may  be  al- 
lowed to  say  so,  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  has  not  had  a  very  long 
experience  of  this  House 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  call  on  the 
noble  Lord  not  to  address  himself  to  an 
hon.  Member,  but  to  the  Chair. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  : 
Yes,  Mr.  Speaker;  I  would  put  it  to 
you,  whether  Members,  even  though  they 
be  **  right  hon.''  Members,  should  not 
leave  it  to  you  to  call  hon.  Members  to 
Order,  and  particularly  when  they  have 
not  had  very  long  experience  of  the 
House  ?  If  they  would  not  be  in  such 
a  hurry  to  interrupt 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  I 
rise  to  Order.  I  really  would  ask  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  whether  the  noble  Lord  ia 
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not  trifling  with  the  House  ?  And  I  ask 
the  House  whether  he  is  not  still  more 
trifling  with  them  hy  not  addressing 
himself  to  the  Chair  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  As  I  have  said,  the 
nohle  Lord  must  address  himself  to  the 
Chair. 

Lord   EANDOLPH    CHUECHILL 
said,   he  certainly  intended  to  do  so, 
and  would,  perhaps,  he  more  successful 
in  his  attempt  if  he  were  not  interrupted 
by  hon.  Members.     He  had  been  saying 
that  the  Boards  of  Guardians  had  not 
proved  themselves  to  be  the  most  trust- 
worthy machinery  for  such  a  purpose  as 
that  stated  by  the    hon.    and   gallant 
Member   for    Gal  way  (Major  Nolan). 
There  was  a  strong  belief  in  Ireland 
that  in  many  cases  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians had  laid  themselves  open  to  the 
suspicion — to  say  the  least  of  it — of  act- 
ing from  interested  motives.     This  was 
a  fact,  and  he  had  no  doubt  there  were 
Lrish  Members  present  who  were  pre- 
pared to  say  that  there  was  no  exagge- 
ration in  this  statement.     He  did  not 
think  that  even  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  could  get  up  and  deny  it. 
Whilst  agreeing  with  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  in  his    project,   he  was 
justified  in  criticizing    this    particular 
detail.     He  most  strongly  objected  to 
any  further  experiment  being  made  by 
the  Government  of  the  day   with  the 
object  of  entrusting  Boards  of  Guardians 
with  public  funds  to  carry  out  the  wish 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member.    There 
were  other  bodies,  no  doubt,  who  would 
be  able  to  carry  out  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member's  object.     He  was  not  at 
all  sure  that  the  Grand  Jury  would  not 
be  able  to  do  it.     The  Grand  Jury  was 
composed  principally  of  people  interested 
in  the  soil.     They  were  landlords,  the 
payment  to  whom  of  rent  largely  de- 
pended on  the  prolific  growth  of  potatoes 
in  a  large  portion  of  Ireland.  The  Grand 
Jury  was  also  composed  of  a  class  of 
men  who  woidd  be  less  liable  to  imputa- 
tions of  interested  motives  than  Boards 
of  Guardians.  No  doubt,  there  were  some 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland  who  would 
agree  with  him  in  that  view.     Then, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  drawn 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  desir- 
ability of  **  promoting  the  creation  and 
establishment  of  new  varieties  of  the 
potato."    It  had  been  discovered   and 
shown   almost  irrefutably  that  aU  the 
theories  about  the  potato  seed    being 

The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 


blown  about  in  the  air  were  absurd  and 
vested  on  no  scientific  foundation.    The 
fact  was  that  a  particular  seed,  planted 
and  grown  in  the  ordinary  method  of 
Irish  cultivation  —  which  was  not  the 
highest  form  of  cultivation — after  a  veiy 
few  years  got  worn   out.     In  Ireland 
the  soil  was  not  carefully  manured  and 
the  potatoes  were  grown  in  a  very  care- 
less way ;  frequently  they  were  not  cut 
up,  but  put  into  the  ground  whole.  Tear 
after    year  this  process  went  on,  the 
worst  potatoes  being  selected  for  seed 
and  the  best  for  food ;  and  there  was  no 
doubt    whatever   that  in  about   seven 
years  of  such  treatment  as  this  any  kind 
of  potato  would  become  diseased.    Of 
course,  where  the  Champions  had  been 
used — whether  they  had  been  distributed 
by .  the    Eelief  Committees   or  by  the 
Boards  of  Guardians — there  had  been  a 
very  satisfactory  result;   crops  almost 
incredible  for  their  prolific  character  had 
been  produced.    But  where  the  old  kinds 
had  been  planted — the  Eegent  and  the 
Derry  Blue  —  which  were   kinds  with 
which,  no  doubt,   some  hon.  Members 
were  best  acquainted,  they  had  turned 
out  most  unfortunately,  and  had  not  pro- 
duced the  result  which  had  been  ex- 
pected.    Therefore,  it  was  very  impor- 
tant that  the  Government  should  take 
steps  to  supply  the  Irish  people,  or  to 
assist  the  Irish  people  to  supply  them- 
selves with  these  Champion    potatoes, 
which  appeared  to  be,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  Magnum  Bonum — [_Lauffhter.] 
— ^he  did  not  know  why  hon.  Members 
laughed.     It    was  very   extraordinary 
that  they  should  find  anything  pecuhar 
in  this,  because  these  Magnum  Bonums 
were  well  known  ;  though  it  was,  com- 
paratively, a  rare  kind  of  tuber.     It  had 
not  been  tried  in  Ireland  to  any  great 
extent.      In    England    it    had  proved 
very  successful ;  and  if  the  Qx)vemment 
would  take  steps  to  bring  these  recently 
discovered  kinds,  the  Champion  and  the 
Magnum  Bonum,  within  the  reach  of 
the  Irish  people  they  would  be  acting  to 
the  advantage  of   Ireland  and  taking 
steps  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  that 
distress  which  we  had  seen  in  that  couu* 
try  in  1879.    Then  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  proceeded  to  recommend  the 
Government  to  facilitate  the  progress  of 
further  experiments  as  the  best  means 
of  lessening  the  spread  of  the  potato 
disease,  and  in  this  he  (Lord  Bandolph 
Ohurohill)  agreed.    No  doubt,  the  Go- 
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yemment  had  at  present  in  Ireland 
establishments  whioh  could  be  adyan- 
tag^uslj  used  for  these  experiments. 
As  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had 
pointed  out,  they  had  the  establishment 
at  Glasnevin  —  the  agricultoral  farm 
under  the  experienced  direction  of  Pro- 
fessor Baldwin.  If  that  ag^oultural 
establishment  oonld  be  turned  to  some 
such  use  as  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  suggestedi  it  would  be  doing 
more  good  to  the  people  of  Ireland  than 
it  had  ever  yet  been  the  means  of  doing 
— for  up  to  the  present,  although  a 
large  expenditure  of  public  money  had 
taken  place  upon  it,  the  results  of  the 
operations  at  Glasnevin  had  not  been 
satisfactory.  Then  the  hon.  and  g^ant 
Member  recommended  that  steps  should 
be  taken  to  bring  within  the  reach  of 
small  farmers  supplies  of  sound  seed  to 
be  obtained  for  cash  payments.  Here, 
no  doubt,  the  hon.  ana  gallant  Member 
recommended  a  thing  extremely  desir- 
able ;  but  he  would  suggest  to  him  that 
this  part  of  his  Motion  was  a  little 
visionary.  Cash  payments  in  Ireland, 
at  the  present  moment,  were  not  gene- 
rally obtained  ;  and  he  was  doubtful 
whether  the  Gt>vemment  would  be  jus- 
tified in  making  any  considerable  ad- 
vances to  the  Boards  of  Guardians,  in 
order  that  they  might  lend  them  to  the 
Irish  tenants  in  the  hope  of  obtaining 
cash  payments  in  return.  The  state  of 
the  country  did  not  appear  to  be  one 
which  would  justify  the  State  in  embark- 
ing in  this  particular  enterprise;  and, 
on  the  whole,  he  should  be  inclined  to 
recommend  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man not  to  press  too  hurriedly  on  the 
attention  of  the  House  this  question  of 
cash  payments  in  Ireland.  Generally, 
with  regard  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member's  Motion,  it  was  not  only  well 
deserving  of  the  attention  of  the  House, 
but  it  demanded  the  immediate  attention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vemment,  because 
there  was  no  doubt  that  if  the  summer 
of  this  year  proved  unpropitious — if  we 
had  the  continual  rain  that  we  had  in 
1879 — there  would  be  a  great  recurrence 
of  the  severe  and  exceptional  distress  of 
that  year.  The  only  means  by  which 
this  severe  and  exceptional  distress  could 
be  avoided  was  by  taking  steps  to  im- 
prove the  cultivation  of  the  potato ; 
therefore,  he  had  much  pleasure  in 
•eoondin^  the  Motion. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoaae,  it  it  ex- 
pedient that  Her  Majesty's  Government  should 
take  steps  to  carry  into  effect  such  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Potato  CYop  Committee  of 
1880  as  relate  to  Ireland,  by  promoting  the 
creation  and  establishment  of  new  x'arieties  of 
the  Potato  ;  by  facilitating  the  progress  of  fur- 
ther experiments  as  the  best  means  of  lessening 
the  spread  of  the  Potato  Disease ;  and  by  bring- 
ing within  the  reach  of  small  farmers  supplies 
of  sound  seed  to  be  obtained  for  cash  payments.** 
— {Major  Nolan.) 

Thb  solicitor  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
it  was  exceedingly  to  be  regretted  that 
the  noble  Lord,  when  he  had  the  oppor- 
tunity, had  not  availed  himself  of  it 
to  acquire  more  accurate  knowledge  of 
Ireland,  and  especiaUy  of  the  potato 
question. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  rose 
to  Order.  He  wished  to  ask  whether 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  was  in 
Order  in  using  language  of  this  character 
to  an  hon.  Member  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.and learned 
Gentleman  is  in  Order. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson),  con- 
tinning,  said,  having  regard  to  the  na- 
tional importance  of  the  question,  and 
to  the  particular  condition  of  Ireland, 
not  only  now  but,  unhappily,  periodically, 
the  thanks  of  the  House  were  due  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  for  intro- 
ducing the  subject  to  the  notice  of  the 
House.  Whatever  mi^ht  be  said  about 
hon.  Members  for  Ireland  introducing 
speculative  questions,  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  had  brought  before  the 
House  a  subject  which  was  of  the  most 
vital  importance  to  the  very  existence  of 
Ireland.  Political  economy  and  chemi- 
cal analysis  might  tell  them  that  potatoes 
were  very  bad  things  ;  but  as  a  matter 
of  fact  they  were  the  food  of  hundreds 
and  tliousands  of  men  who  had  shed 
their  blood  on  every  field  of  battle 
where  honour  had  been  achieved  by 
British  arms.  Unfortunately,  by  con- 
stantly using  the  same  kind  of  potato  it 
had  become  worn  out,  and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  had  put  before  the 
House  a  plain  and  practical  question — 
namely,  that  inasmuch  as  thev  must 
admit  that  the  people  of  Ireland  would 
grow  and  could  grow  potatoes,  that  they 
could  and  would  live  largely  on  potatoes, 
it  must  be  decided  how  they  were  to  get 
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seed  that  would  not  fail,  and  how  fa- 
mine was  to  be  avoided.  A  problem  of 
this  kind  could,  no  doubt,  be  best  and 
most  usefully  solved  by  a  Ministerial 
Department  for  Ag^culture  and  Com- 
merce, to  the  appointment  of  which  the 
Government,  practically,  assented  the 
other  day  upon  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Massy  Lopes).  The  noble 
Lord  had  suggested  using  the  Grand 
Juries  in  Ireland  for  this  purpose.  He 
(the  Solicitor  General  for  Lreland)  did 
not  consider  this  practicable ;  they  met 
only  twice  in  the  year,  at  each  Assizes, 
and  were  only  occupied  a  few  days  at 
each  meeting.  That  such  bodies  could 
administer  any  fund  for  the  advantage 
of  the  cultivation  of  potatoes  was 
perfectly  impossible.  [Lord  Randolph 
Chtjbchill:  Why?]  The  noble  Lord 
asked  why  ?  He  (tne  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland)  had  already  stated  the  rea- 
son. Grand  Juries  were  not  continuing 
bodies;  they  were  only  nominated  at 
each  Assizes ;  and  at  those  two  periods 
of  the  year  transacted  fiscal  as  well  as 
criminal  business,  and  they  had  no  or- 
ganization suitable  for  the  objects  con- 
templated by  the  Motion  before  the 
House.  With  reference  to  Boards  of 
Guardians,  he  would  submit  to  the 
House  that  they  were  the  bodies  who 
would  be  the  most  efficient  in  adminis- 
tering the  Belief  Fund  suggested  ;  they 
were  acquainted  with  the  individual 
wants  in  the  various  localities,  and  knew 
where  good  seed  was  required  and  the 
best  means  of  obtaining  it.  What  was 
wanted  in  Ireland  was  fresh  and  not 
worn-out  seed.  The  hon,  and  gallant 
Gentleman  (Major  Nolan)  would  pro- 
bably agree  with  him  that  the  experi- 
ments he  suggested  would  be  most 
efiPectually  carried  out  by  the  National 
Agricultural  Society  rather  than  by  a 
Government  Department.  If  agricul- 
tural schools  existed,  they  might  have 
been  made  useful  for  this  purpose ;  but 


FOR 


Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL: 
I  wish  to  know.  Sir,  if  the  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  is  in  Order  in  turning 
his  back  on  the  Chair  when  addreasing 
the  House  ? 

Tre  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johksow ) :  The 
interruption  of  the  noble  Lord,  which  I 
presume  the  Speaker  will  take  no  notice 
of 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
After  the  observation  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  I  must  ask  you.  Sir, 
is  it  competent  for  a  Member  of  the 
House  to  turn  his  back  on  the  Speaker 
when  addressing  the  House  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  must  be  within 
the  knowledge  of  every  Member  of  this 
House  that  the  Chair  is  to  be  addressed. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johxson) 
that  no  one  could  for  a  moment  imm- 
une that  he  intended  disrespect  to  the 
Chair  by  any  position  in  which  he  mi^t 
stand  when  addressing  the  House. ^He 
was  about  to  say  that  the  agricultural 
schools  in  connection  with  the  National 
Board  fell  through  because  the  educa- 
tion given  in  them  was  of  too  theoretical 
a  character.  There  were  now  but  two 
agricultural  schools  in  Ireland  which 
survived,  and  that  in  Cork  would  have 
been  actually  given  up  had  it  not  been 
for  the  great  exertions  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Society.  The  course  sugge^ed 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to 
improve  the  potato  crop  in  Ireland  could 
not  be  successfully  earned  out  at  this  mo- 
ment, and  he  hoped  the  hon.  and  g^allant 
Member  would  be  satisfied  with  having 
ventilated  the  question,  and  with  having 
obtained  the  assurance  that  he  might 
depend  upon  it  that  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  and  Commerce  would, 
when  appointed,  take  the  subject  in 
hand.  At  present  there  was  no  imme- 
diate necessity  for  action,  for  the  pota- 
toes were  now  not  only  above  the  ground, 


the  only  institutions  of  this  kind  in  Ire-  I  but  he  was  glad  to  say  they  promised  to 
land  had  been  the  agricultural  schools    yield  a  good  crop. 


in  connection  with  the  National  Board, 
and  their  history,  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
had  been  of  a  most  unpromising  cha- 
racter. [Lord  Ratowlph  CnuRcnrLL: 
Question  l]  The  noble  Lord  cried  **  Ques- 
tion !  "  He  was  sorry  to  see  the  noble 
Lord  failed  still  to  grasp  the  real  ques- 
tion. The  ag^culturai  schools  at  one  time 
flourished  very  successfully  in  Ireland. 

The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 


Mb.  GIVAN  said,  that  with  regard  to 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  must 
express  his  surprise  that  the  time  of  the 
House  was  trifled  with  to  such  an  ex- 
tent. It  was  melancholy  in  the  state 
of  Public  Business  to  see  the  time  of  the 
House  deliberately  wasted  by  the  noble 
Lord.  He  disapproved  of  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  noble  Lord  that  any  fond 
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for  the  dlBtribntion  of  seed  potato  |  Mr.  OALLAN  said,  no  hope  had  been 
shonld  be  entrusted  to  the  Grand  Jury  held  out  to  them  by  the  Solicitor  General 
in  preference  to  the  Boards  of  Guar-  \  for  Ireland  that  the  course  suggested  by 
dians.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  '  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Major 
had  suggested  a  yery  sensible  and  prao- '  Nolan)  would  be  adopted.  There  were 
tical  mode  in  which  provision  might  be  some  Members  in  the  House  who,  when- 
made  out  of  the  public  funds  to  secure  oyer  an  Irish  subject  was  introduced, 
suitable  and  good  seed  potatoes  in  Ire-  felt  bound  to  drag  in  the  Land  League, 
land.  Only  a  grant  of  £200  would  be  The  hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr. 
required,  and  he  hoped  the  Gbyemment  Mitchell  Henry)  had  suggested  that  the 
would,  at  any  rate,  accept  the  proposal  \  funds  of  the  Land  League  should  be 
in  a  modified  form.  \  devoted  to  the  experiments  under  dis- 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENET  said,  if  joussion.     As  far  as  the  Land  League 
they  had  to  wait  tiU  the  establishment ;  was   concerned,  the  hon.  Member  re- 


of  a  Board  of  Agriculture,  or  Minister 
of  Agriculture,  tney  would  have  to  wait 
long  enough,  he  was  afraid,  for  the  ex- 


minded  him  of  a  character  in  ''  David 
Copperfield  " — Mr.  Dick,  who  never  could 
get  Charles  I.  out  of  his  head- 


periment.     There  were  several  bodies ...... 

m  Ireland  who  might  make  the  experi-       Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
ment  as  to  the  growth  of  new  varieties  Jo*  Present ;    House  counted,  and  40 

-        Members  not  being  present, 


House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

before  One  o  dock, 

till  Thunday. 


of  potatoes.  Several  agricultural  bodies 
already  did  so ;  but  there  was  a  power- 
ful body  in  Ireland  which  probably 
possessed  larger  funds  than  any  other 
body  in  that  part  of  the  Kingdom,  and 
which  was  constituted  for  the  purpose 
of  promoting  the  interests  of  the  ten- 
ants of  Ireland  —  he  referred  to   the 

Land  League.      Seeing  opposite   hon.  ti  /^  tt  a  w     r\^    r  n.-nt^a 

Gentlemen  who  had  a  good  deal  to  do  HOUSE    OF    LOBDS, 

with  that  Association,  and  who  had  some 

influence  over  its  funds,  he  could  not'  Thursday  ^  2nd  June,  1881. 

lose  the  opportunity  of  suggesting  to ' 
them  that  these  experiments  might  be ' 

very  wisely  performed  by  them,  li  they  MINUTES.]— Select  CoMMrrrBE— Stationery 
could  discover  for  the  small  farmers  the       Officfe  ^Controller's  Beport),  nominated, 

beet  kind  of  potatoes  to  cultivate  for  the  ^^^^'^  fiSl^^Z^''^^  ^^''^~'V1^^^V^'^ 
•.»«^^^  ^4  iL:«^  rv.,*  *i»«:-  i:^'«o.  *k««  ™®^*  v^^  ProviBional  Orders*  (93) ;  Local 
purpose  of  eking  out  their  hving,  they       Ooyemment    Provisional   Order    (ftirming- 

uould  do  that  which  all  the  world  would       ham)  •  (94) ;  Local  Government  Provisional 
oonsider  patriotic;  and  he  was  quite  sure       Orders  (Brentford  Union,  &c.)*  (96). 
they  womd  find  a  solace  in  the  endea-  .  CommittM— Report— -IjocbX  Government  Provi- 
vour  for  the  heated  contests  in  which  !     "^^  ^"^^  (^^^  Law)(No.2)*  (88). 
they  had  been  so  long  engaged. 

Mr.   a.  MOORE  said,  it  had  been   PORTUGAL-THELOURENCOMAEQUEY 
clearly  demonstrated  by  evidence  that  TREATY,  1879— -RATIFICATION, 

one  kind  of  potato    oould  not  be  ex-  ^t^^^^^^^o      ^«o»««*^^*,« 

.J.        I*  .%  ,rt  QUKSnONS.      OBSEBVATIONS. 

pected   to   last    more   than    12  years. 

The  Champion  was  a  great  success,  but  Lobd  LAMINQTON,  in  rising  to  ask 
it  could  not  be  expected  to  last  for  more  '  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 

than  20  years  at  the  most;  and  in  the  Whether  the  Louren^oMarqueyDelagoa 

meantime  efforts  ought  to  be  made  to  Bay  Treaty  of  May  1 879,  between  Oi^at 

propagate  a  new  species.     A  very  large  Britain  and  Portugal  has  ever  been  rati- 

■um  of  money  was  annually  spent  at  fied;  and  also  what  our  present  position  is 

Kew ;  he  woidd  suggest  that  some  por-  as  regards  the  power  of  embarking  and 

tion  of  that  money  be  devoted  to  the  diBembarking  troops  in   Delagoa  Bay 

propagation  of  new  varieties  of  potatoes,  with  a  free  passage  through  Portuguese 

He  wished  to  suggest  that  Boards  of  territory  to    the    Transvaal?    said,    in 

Guardians  in  Ireland  should  be  enabled  putting  the  Question,  he  hoped  that  he 

to  sell  fresh  seed  at  cost  price.  should  be  permitted  to  remind   their 


1866 


Ntwy-^Thi 


{LORDS} 


Nm>iU  Bri94d0.  1866 


Lordships  that  for  upwards  of  30  years 
there  had  been  a  dispute  between  this 
country  and  Portugal  with  regard  to  the 
Province  of  Louren^o  Marquey  and  De- 
lagoa  Bay.  That  dispute  was  in  1875 
referred  to  the  arbitration  of  the  then 
President  of  the  French  Bupublio,  Mar- 
shal MacMahon,  who  eventually  decided 
the  point  in  issue  in  favour  of  Portugal. 
The  matter  at  that  time  was  not  one 
of  much  importance,  as  the  Transvaal 
was  then  an  independent  Eepublic  ;  but 
afterwards — that  was  to  say,  in  1877 — 
it  did  become  a  matter  of  very  consider- 
able importance  to  us,  because  the  port 
of  Louren^o  Marquey,  in  Delagoa  Bay, 
was  not  only  one  of  the  finest  harbours 
on  the  East  Coast  of  South  Africa,  but 
in  the  world.  The  Province  of  Louren^o 
Marquey  lay  between  the  Transvaal  and 
Delagoa  Bay,  which  was  the  natural 
port  of  the  Transvaal ;  so  much  so,  that 
when  the  decision  of  Marshal  MacMahon 
was  pronounced  in  1875,  the  Pepublic 
of  South  Africa  at  once  entered  a  protest 
against  it,  and  that  was  one  of  the  causes 
of  the  outbreak,  because  the  inhabitants 
of  the  Transvaal  were  cut  off  from  De- 
lagoa Bay,  and  were  compelled  to  make 
use  of  Durban,  the  port  of  Natal,  and  to 
pay  all  the  transit  dues  levied  upon 
goods  passing  through  the  Province  of 
Natal.  It,  therefore,  became  of  great 
importance  that  we  should  secure  a  pas- 
sage over  Portuguese  territory  to  Dela- 
goa Bay,  and,  consequently,  in  1879,  we 
entered  into  the  Treaty  with  Portugal  to 
which  his  Question  referred.  He  now 
wished  to  know,  Whether  that  Treaty 
had  been  ratified.  He  also  wished  to 
ask,  If  the  commercial  Treaty  and  rail- 
way contract,  concluded  between  the 
Portuguese  Government  and  President 
Burgess,  has  been  carried  out  since  the 
annexation  of  the  Transvaal  ? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  My 
Lords,  before  answering  the  Questions 
put  by  the  noble  Lord,  I  wish  to  set  him 
right  upon  a  point  on  which  he  is  under 
a  misapprehension  as  to  the  effect  of 
the  award  of  Marshal  MacMahon.  It  is 
supposed  that  by  that  award  the  bay 
and  town  of  Lourenqo  Marquey,  which 
were  previously  claimed  by  the  British 
Government,  were  handed  over  to  Por- 
tugal. But  the  British  claim  never  ex- 
tended to  the  whole  of  the  bay,  but  only 
to  the  southern  part  of  it,  and  did  not  in- 
clmde  the  part  near  the  town  of  Louren90 
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Maiquey  or  the  disfcriot  wheve  the  pro- 
posed railway  was  to  be  constructed, 
which  were  always  recognized  as  Portu- 
guese. My  answer  to  the  first  Qaestion 
is  that  the  Treaty  was  ratified  soms 
time  ago  by  this  country,  when  the  lat« 
Government  were  in  Office;  but,  al- 
though every  effort  has  been  made  by 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government  to 
get  the  Treaty  ratified,  it  has  not  yet 
been  ratified  by  Portugal.  It  is  neces- 
sary, according  to  the  law  of  Portugal, 
that  the  Treaty  should  be  assented  to 
by  the  Legislature.  The  House  of  Be- 
presentatives  has  passed  a  Besolution 
adopting  the  Treaty ;  but  the  House  ot 
Peers  has  not  yet  considered  it,  and  Uie 
Treaty  has  met  with  violent  opposition 
in  Portug^,  owing  to  its  provisions  and 
intentions  being  misunderstood.  In  ths 
present  state  of  affairs  it  has  been 
agreed  that  its  further  oonsideratkni 
should  be  postponed.  The  answer  to 
the  second  Question  is  that  we  have  no 
right  to  embark  or  disembark  troops  on 
Portuguese  territory,  or  to  send  troops 
by  way  of  Delagoa  Bay  to  the  Trans- 
vaal. The  question  was  dealt  with  in 
the  Treaty  ;  but,  inasmuch  as  the  Treaty 
was  not  ratified,  no  such  right  exists. 
As  to  the  last  Question,  a  Commercial 
Treaty  and  Protocol,  and  not  a  railway 
contract,  was  concluded  with  the  Presio 
dent  of  the  South  African  Republic  in 
1875  ;  but  that  treaty  fell  to  the  ground 
on  the  annexation  of  the  Transvaud,  and 
was  intended  to  be  replaced  by  the 
Treaty  which  has  not  been  ratified. 

NAVY— THE  NAVAL  BEIGADE-MB. 
DAI^  FOR  THE  FRONTIEB  WAB, 
1877-8,  AND  THE  ZULU  WAR,  1879. 

QXTESnON.      OBSERVATIOIfS. 

Lord  CHELMSFORD,  in  rising  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiral^, 
Why  such  a  delay  has  taken  place  m 
the  distribution  of  the  medals  to  the 
officers  and  men  of  the  Boyal  Navy  and 
of  the  Marines  who  were  employed  on 
shore  in  the  Naval  Brigade  during  the 
Gape  Colony  and  Zulu  wars  of  lB78-79f 
said,  that  when  in  command  of  the  Bri- 
tish Forces  in  South  AfHca  he  had  re- 
ceived such  efficient  support  from  the 
Sister  Service  that  he  was  anxious  that 
no  greater  delay  than  was  absolutely 
necessary  should  occur  in  the  presenta* 
tion  of  these  honorary  rewaxos  to  tb* 
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mMi  of  the  Naral  Brigade  for  their 
g^lant  servioes.  The  General  Order 
ffrantine  a  medal  for  eerrioe  in  South 
Africa  doriDg  the  years  1877-8-9  was 
issued  to  the  Army  in  the  month  of 
August,  1880,  and  the  first  distribution 
of  medals  to  Staff  and  other  officers  took 
place  in  September  of  the  same  year. 
The  1st  Battalion  24th  Begiment  re- 
ceired  their  medals  in  December,  1880, 
and  there  were,  at  the  present  time,  only 
two  regiments  who  had  not  received  it ; 
whilst,  as  he  understood,  not  one  medal 
had  as  yet  been  issued  to  the  Navy. 
The  Naval  Brigade  consisted  of  blue- 
jackets and  marines  from  the  Aetiv»y 
bhah,  TensdoSy  and  Boadicea.  The  two 
former  ships  had  been  paid  off;  the 
Ttn^doM  had  been  home  since  the  war 
was  over,  and  was  now  in  the  West 
Indies ;  and  the  Moadicea  had  its  head- 
ouarters  at  Simon's  Bay.  He  could  not, 
uierefore,  see  why  the  distribution  of 
medals  for  those  entitled  to  receive  them 
should  not  have  been  made  as  quickly 
as  was  the  case  in  the  Army.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  honours  and  rewards 
for  campaigns  only  reached  a  small  mi- 
xiority,  and  that  tne  great  majority  of 
those  who  took  part  in  them  had  nothing 
to  look  forward  to  but  the  medal  as  a 
reward  for  their  services. 

Thb  Earl  op  NORTHBEOOK  :  My 
noble  and  gallant  Friend  would  have 
been  more  accurate  in  the  contrast  which 
appears  in  the  Notice  of  his  Question 
between  the  issue  of  medals  to  the  Army 
and  to  the  Naval  Brigade  for  the  Cape 
and  Zulu  wars  of  1878  and  1879  if  he 
had  said,  as  he  has  now  explained,  that 
■ome  of  these  medals  had  been  dis- 
tributed to  the  Army  six  months  ago, 
instead  of  implying  that  all  had  been 
then  distributed.  The  fact  is,  that  al- 
though the  distribution  of  medals  to  the 
Army  commenced  some  time  ago,  it  is 
not  concluded,  and  two  regiments  have 
not  yet  received  them,  owing  to  the 
necessary  delay  in  eng^ving  the  name 
of  each  man  on  his  medal.  As  regards 
the  Navy  and  Boyal  Marines,  there  were 
some  doubts  as  to  the  rules  under  which 
the  medal  and  the  clasp  were  to  be  given 
to  the  different  ships  employed  in  the 
operations,  which  made  it  necessary  to 
refer  to  the  Commodore  at  the  Cape, 
and  also  the  Commodore  preceding  him 
(Sir  Francis  Sullivan).  As  soon  as 
answers  were  reoeived  from  those,  the 
nominal   rolls   had   to  be  made   out, 
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and  in  doing  this  the  Admiralty  have 
more  difficulty  than  the  War  Office,  for 
seamen  do  not  remain  together  like 
soldiers  in  a  regiment ;  and  it  took  three 
months,  from  February  till  May  last,  to 
complete  the  rolls.  They  were  completed 
about  a  fortnight  ago,  and  sent  to  the 
Commissary  General  at  Woolwich,  and 
I  am  informed  that  200  medals  are  ready 
for  issue  to  H.M.S.  Boadiceay  and  that 
the  remainder  are  daily  expected  from 
the  Mint.  I  do  not  think  that  any  blame 
can  properly  be  attached  to  the  officers 
of  the  Admiralty  Departments  on  account 
of  the  time  which  has  been  taken  in 
this  matter.  Although  I  admit  that  it 
is  highly  desirable  that  such  rewards 
should  be  conferred  promptly,  it  must 
also  be  remembered  that  g^eat  care  is 
required,  both  in  settling  the  service  for 
which  medals  should  be  given,  and  also 
to  prepare  accurate  lists  of  the  men  who 
are  entitled  to  them. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o'clock,  tiU  To-morrow 

Two  o'clock 
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MINUTES.]— WAY8  AND  UEAS»'-€on»id4r0dm 
Commi/^M— £5,952,300,  ConsoUdated  Fund. 

Private  Bill  {by  Ordtr)  —  Third  Rtading  — 
Lea  Bridge,  Leyton,  and  Walthamsiow  Tram- 
ways •,  and  pasted. 

Public  Bills — Ordered— Commons  Regulation 
(Shenfield)  Provisional  Order  •. 

Ordered — Firtt  Reading — Poor  Relief  and  Audit 
of  Accounts  (Scotland)  [182]. 

Second  Heading — Referred  to  Select  Committer — 
Erne  Lough  and  River*  [171]. 

Committee — JLand  Law  (Ireland)* [135]  —  a.?.; 
Alkali,  &c.  Works  Regulation  ril9]-~A.p. 

Committee — Report — Newspapers  (Law  of  Libel} 
[5]. 

QUEarioNs. 


INDIA— THE  INDIAN  (  RIMINAL  CODE. 

Mr,  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  hia 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  proposal 
to  incorporate  in  the  Indian  Uriminal 
Code,  as  permanent  Clauses,  the  pro- 
▼idons  of  oertain  Acts  of  the  years  1817 
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and  1818,  by  which  the  Governor  Gene- 
ral of  India,  or  Lieutenant  Gbvemor  of 
a  Presidency  may  imprison  at  pleasure, 
without  trial,  for  any  period,  any  person 
suspected  of  being  concerned  in  any 
commotion  or  agitation  in  British  India, 
or  any  protected  Native  State ;  and  also 
to  attach  for  any  period  at  pleasure 
any  property  belonging  to  such  person, 
without  any  appeal  to  any  court  ordi- 
narily having  jurisdiction  in  cases  of 
property;  whether  the  only  exceptions 
m  the  whole  of  India  to  the  permanent 
operation  of  the  proposed  coercions  are 
delared  to  be  the  European  subjects  of 
Her  Majesty  in  India  ;  whether  the 
passing  of  such  a  measure  of  coercion 
exclusively  against  the  Natives  of  India 
has  received  the  sanction  of  the  Home 
Government;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  state  the  grounds  for  reviving  in 
the  present  year  Coercion  Acts  of  ex- 
treme severity,  dating  from  the  years 
1817  and  1818,  at  a  time  of  general  war 
in  India  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  at  the  suggestion  of  the  India  Office, 
the  Government  of  India  has  been  en- 
gaged for  some  time  in  preparing  a  Bill 
for  the  purpose  of  consolidating  and 
amending  the  Indian  Oriminal  Code. 
The  Bill  has  recently  been  received  at 
the  India  Office,  and  my  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  point  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member — that  provisions  of 
certain  Acts  passed  in  1817  and  1818 
had  been  incorporated  in  the  Bill.  As 
those  Acts  did  not  form  part  of  the 
Criminal  Law,  it  appeared  open  to  doubt 
whether  they  ought  to  have  been  in- 
cluded in  the  Bill  for  the  consolidation 
of  the  Criminal  Law.  The  attention  of 
the  GK)vemment  of  India  will  be  directed 
to  the  point. 

TREATY  OF  WASHINaTON— THE  FOR- 
TUNE  BAY  FISHERY  DISPUTE. 

Sib  HENBT  HOLLAND  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AfiTairs,  If  it  is  true  that  the  negotia- 
tions  as  to  the  Fortune  Bay  fishery 
disputes  have  been  concluded ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  can  state  to  the  House  the  terms 
agreed  upon  ?  

Sm  CHABLES  W.  DILEE :  Sir,  the 
Papers  which  are  about  to  be  presented 
to  Parliament  will  show  that  there  has 
been  an  active  oorrespondenoe  with  the 
Government  of  the  united  States  as  to 
the  best  means  of  settling  this  matter. 

Mr.  ffDonnM 


In  February,  the  United  States  Qoveni* 
ment  proposed  that  the  claims  of  Ameri- 
can fishermen  should  be  assessed  by  Um 
United  States  Secretary  of  State,  Mr. 
Evarts,  and  Sir  Edward  Thornton,  Mther 
Government  reserving  the  question  of 
its  Treaty  rights.  Lord  Oranville  ac- 
cepted that  proposal ;  but  intimated  that 
it  might  be  preferable  for  him  to  name 
a  lump  sum,  and  thus  secure  a  prompt 
arrangement  with  a  view  to  coming  to 
an  understanding  with  the  United  States 
Government  as  to  the  reg^ulations  to  be 
observed  by  the  fishermen  of  the  respec- 
tive countries  in  the  oominfi^  fishing 
season.  Mr.  Evarts  concurred,  and  the 
United  States  Minister  in  London  was 
thereupon  informed  that  Her  Majes^s 
Government  were  ready  to  hold  tl^  sum 
of  £15,000,  or  S75,000,  at  the  disposal 
of  the  (Government  of  the  United  States, 
on  receiving  his  assuranoe  that  it  was 
accepted  in  full  of  all  claims  arising  out 
of  any  interruptions  of  American  fiimw- 
men  on  the  coast  of  Newfoundland  and 
its  dependendes  up  to  the  present  time, 
and  without  prejudice  to  any  questioii 
of  the  rights  of  either  Government  nnder 
the  Treaty  of  Washington.  Lord  Oran- 
ville felt  bound  to  ask  for  an  assuranoe 
ooverine  all  claims,  as  notioe  had  been 
received  from  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment of  other  daims  besides  those  of 
the  Fortune  Bay  fishermen,  and  it  was 
possible  that  there  might  be  othen 
forthcoming.  Mr.  Evarts  demurred  to 
giving  this  assurance,  though  he  said 
he  had  no  reason  to  believe  there  were 
anjT  other  claims  than  those  presented, 
which  were  estimated  by  the  claimants, 
including  interest,  to  amount  to  about 
SI 20, 000.  The  Administration  at  Wash- 
ington having  changed  on  the  4th  of 
March,  the  negotiations  were  resumed 
with  Mr.  Blaine,  Mr.  Evarts*  soooessor, 
who,  after  some  discussion  as  to  the 
sufficiency  of  the  sum  offered,  has  now 
consented  to  give  the  required  assor* 
ance  in  full,  and  has  slao  a^^reed  to 
come  to  an  tmderstanding  with  Her 
Majesty's  Gbvemment  as  to  the  fishery 
regulations  for  the  future.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  in  commonioa- 
tion  with  the  Government  of  Newfonnd- 
land,  the  Governor  of  Newfoundland 
and  the  Premier  (Sir  W.  Whiteway) 
being  in  London,  and  are  in  hopes  that 
by  a  proner  system  of  fishing  regula- 
tions, ana  by  due  notice  bemg  given 
to  the  Newfoundland  fishennen  of  the 
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rights  to  which  American  fishermen  are 
entitled,  any  occasion  of  collision  or 
misunderstanding  for  the  future  may  be 
obriated. 

COURT  OP  BANKRUPTCY  (IRELAND). 

Mb.  FINDLATEB  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
Oeneral  for  Ireland,  If  he  is  aware  of 
the  very  serious  inconvenience  and  delay 
caused  in  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  in 
Ireland  by  reason  of  the  inability  of  the 
existing  staff  to  dispose  of  the  business ; 
and,  if  the  Government  are  taking  any, 
and,  if  so,  what  steps  to  appoint  a  suc« 
cesser  to  the  late  chief  clork  of  the  court, 
who  died  over  three  months  ago  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Sir,  I  am  aware 
that  serious  inconvenience  and  delay  has 
been  caused  in  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy 
in  Ireland,  owing  to  the  fact  that  there 
is  no  power  at  present  of  appointing  a 
successor  to  the  late  chief  clerk.  I 
have,  however,  given  Notice  of  a  Bill 
to  amend  the  law  relating  to  the  official 
staff  of  the  Court,  one  of  the  objects  of 
which  is  to  meet  the  inconvenience  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  drawn 
attention. 

POOR   LAW— PAUPER   SCHOOM 
(METROPOLIS). 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Qovemment  Board,  If 
he  will  lay  upon  theTable  a  Return  show- 
iug  the  cost  of  educatiug  and  maintaining 
Pauper  Children  in  the  Schools  belong- 
ing to  the  Metropolitan  Workhouses ; 
the  Return  to  include  the  cost  of  the 
establishments,  and  also  the  amounts 
allowed  by  the  Guardians  of  the  dif- 
ferent Workhouses  to  other  Schools  to 
which  Pauper  Children  are  sent  ? 

Mr.  DODSON.  in  reply,  said,  that  in 
the  last  annual  Report  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  for  1879-80,  on  nage  396 
and  the  following  pages,  would  be  found 
a  statement  with  respect  to  the  cost  of 
education  of  pauper  children  in  the  Me- 
tropolitan district  schools.  A  similar 
statement  would  be  found  in  the  Report 
for  1880-1.  But  the  statements  did  not 
include  the  amount  paid  by  Guardians 
for  pauper  children  in  the  other  schools. 
If  the  hon.  Member  wished  to  have  that 
information,  and  would  move  for  a  Re- 
tum.^he  should  be  happy  to  give  it  him. 
He  should  be  happy  to  confer  with  him 
as  to  the  form  of  the  Return, 


TRADE  AND    COMMERCE— THE   NEW 
FRENCH   GENERAL  TARIFF. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  (for  Lord 
JoBN  Mannebs)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  If  he  will  be  good 
enouffh  to  give  insh*uctions  for  the  pre- 
paration of  a  Memorandum  explanatorv 
of  the  changes  made  in  the  new  Frencn 
Tariff  in  the  duties  levied  on  articles  of 
agricultural  produce  similar  to  the  intro- 
duction, explanatory  of  those  levied  on 
goods  and  manufactures,  prefixed  to  the 
new  French  Tariff,  No.  253  ? 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  Sir,  the  in- 
troduction that  has  been  attached  as  a 
preface  to  the  comparative  Return  of 
French  Customs  duties  in  the  new  Tariff 
was  intended  to  show  the  principal 
changes  in  the  duties  on  articles  of 
British  produce  and  manufacture  which 
are  exported  to  France  in  any  quantity ; 
and  there  being  no  such  articles  of  agri- 
cultural produce  imported  into  France 
from  this  country,  agricultural  products 
were  not  mentioned.  A  supplementary 
statement  showing  the  changes  in  these 
duties  could  be  prepared ;  but,  as  all  the 
figures  are  given  in  the  body  of  the 
li^turn,  it  would  seem  hardly  desirable 
to  do  so. 

SOUTH    AFRICA-THE     TRANSVAAL— 
MONTSUINE  AND  THE  BOERS. 

Mb.  GORST  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fol- 
lowing statement  in  the  **  Standard"  on 
May  28th:  — 

"  In  a  letter  from  MoDtaoine  to  Gteneral 
Wood  he  says  that  he  has  been  obli^d  to  take 
up  arms  owing  to  the  Boers  instigating  his 
enemies  to  attack  him,  because  he  was  faithful 
to  the  English  during  the  war.  He  wants  to 
know  what  measures  the  Commis»ion  intend  to 
take  for  his  protection ; " 

and,  whether  such  letter  has  been  re- 
ceived ;  and,  if  so,  what  answer  has 
been  sent  to  Montsuine  ? 

Mb.  grant  duff  :  Sir,  we  have 
not  heard  that  any  such  letter  has  been 
received  by  Sir  Evelyn  Wood.  Of  course, 
if  the  letter  was  received  by  him  at  the 
date  mentioned  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  it  would  not  reach  us  for  some 
considerable  time  to  come. 

THE  BRITISH  MUSEUM  —  LOAN  OF 
OBJECTS  OF  ART  FOR  TEMPORARY 
EXHIBITIONS. 

Mb.  MAGNIAC  asked  the  Rig^t  Hon- 
ourable Member  for  Cambridge  Uni* 
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versity,  Whether  it  is  the  case  that  by 
reason  of  the  Acts  constituting  the  Bri- 
tish Museum  it  is  impossible  to  remove, 
even  temporarily,  objects  of  art  therein 
deposited  to  any  other  National  Museum ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  this  prevents  the 
formation  of  exhibitions  of  classified  ob- 
jects which  have  conduced  materially  to 
the  amusement  and  instruction  of  the 
nation  ;  and,  whether  any  remedy  short 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament  can  be  ap- 
pUed? 

Mr.  spencer  WALPOLE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  on  more  than  one  occasion  the 
Trustees  of  the  British  Museum  had  con- 
sulted the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  upon 
the  point  referred  to  in  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member,  and  they  had  been  in- 
variably advised  that  they  were  bound  to 
keep  all  these  objects  within  the  Museum. 
There  was,  therefore,  no  remedy  for  the 
present  state  of  things  but  to  change 
the  law — if  that  should  be  deemed  ad- 
visable— by  passing  a  fresh  Act  of  Par- 
liament. 

EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENTS    (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  (for  Mr. 
Coohran-Patrick)  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council,  Whether  it  is  his 
intention  to  proceed  with  the  Educa- 
tional Endowments  (Scotland)  Bill  this 
Session  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  Yes,  Sir;  it  is 
most  certainly  the  desire  and  intention 
of  the  Q-ovemment  to  proceed  with  the 
Bill  this  Session,  and  it  will  be  a  great 
disappointment  to  us  if  the  measure 
fails  to  pass  before  the  rising  of  Parlia- 
ment. We  hope,  after  Whitsuntide,  to 
devise  means  for  effecting  this,  without 
interfering  with  the  progress  of  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill. 

VALUATION  LISTS  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  LEAMY  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  If  it  is  the  fact  that 
the  forms  of  Valuation  Lists  supplied  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Valuation  to  the 
Waterford  Union  do  not  give  the  value 
of  lands  independently  of  buildings  but 
include  under  the  one  head  the  value 
of  both  lands  and  buildings ;  and,  if  so, 
oan  he  state  why  forms  di&ering  in  such 
important  particulars  from  the  forms 
used  in  the  Valuation  Office  and  sup- 
plied to  the  North  Dublin,  Balrothery, 
and  other  unions,  should  be  furnished  to 

Mr.  Magnia0 


the  Waterford  Union ;  and  have  not  the 
guardians  of  the  Waterford  Union  re- 
quested to  be  supplied  with  forms  con- 
taining separate  headings  for  boildingi 
and  lands  ;  and,  can  he  give  the  reason, 
if  any,  why  such  request  has  not  been 

complied  with  ?  

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Sir,  the  facts 
are  as  stated  in  the  Question.  The  ex- 
isting form,  which  has  been  in  use  for 
20  years,  has  been  approved  of,  pur- 
suant to  the  statute,  by  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury, 
and  contains  all  necessary  particulars  for 
rating  purposes.  The  county  of  Dublin, 
however,  has  to  be  treated  differently 
from  the  rest  of  L*eland,  owing  to  the 
fact  that  it  contains  several  separate 
townships  where  there  are  special  rates 
levied  on  houses  only. 

MUNICIPAL     BOUNDARIES     COMMJS- 
SIGNERS  (IRELAND)— THE  REPORT. 

Mr.  LEAMY  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Lreland,  If  he  can  say  when 
the  Beport  of  the  Municipal  Boundaries 
Oommissioners,  dealing  with  Waterford, 
Limerick,  Londonderry,  Drogheda,  and 
Belfast,  will  be  presented  to  the  House? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  The  Chairman 
of  the  Commission  informs  me.  Sir,  that 
he  is  ''working  as  hard  as  he  can*'  to 
complete  the  second  volume  of  this  Re- 
port, which  deals  with  all  the  towns  men- 
tioned in  the  Question ;  but  he  is  as  yet 
unable  to  fix  any  specific  date  on  which 
it  can  be  presented  to  Parliament 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL  AND  THE 
LANDED  ESTATES  COURT—CONDI. 
TIONS  IN  CONVEYANCES  OF  LAlO) 
UNDER  SALE. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  First  Lord  d 
the  Treasury,  Whether  under  the  Land 
Law  Bill  as  it  now  stands,  it  will  be 
necessary  that  in  sales  of  land  in  the 
Landed  Estates  Court,  the  conveyance 
from  the  Court,  in  setting  forth  the 
tenancies  to  which  the  property  may  be 
subject,  must  state  when  such  tenandas 
are  held  under  statutory  conditions  that 
such  is  the  case ;  whether  if  the  conTcj- 
ance  does  not  state  this,  he  has  coa- 
sidered  that  all  statutory  terms  created 
by  the  Court  under  the  Bill  will  be 
liable  to  be  defeated ;  whether  after  tiie 
passing  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870  a  m 
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lar  question  did  not  arise  with  regard  to 
the  Ulster  tenant  right  cnstom;  whe- 
ther, in  consequence  of  an  expression  of 
opinion  of  one  of  the  Judges  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal  in  Ireland,  an  Act  to 
amend  the  Land  Act  of  1870  (34  and 
35  Yic.  c.  92)  had  not  to  be  passed 
making  it  unnecessary  to  state  in  Landed 
Estate  Court  conveyances  that  holdings 
were  subject  to  the  Ulster  custom ;  and, 
whether  therefore,  the  Government  in- 
tend to  introduce  an  express  provision 
into  the  present  Land  Bill  to  prevent 
the  same  difficulty  from  arising  with  re- 
gard to  statutory  terms  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
did  not  in  the  least  degree  wish  to  dis- 
parage the  importance  of  the  point  raised 
m  the  Question ;  but  he  hoped  he  would 
be  permitted  to  adjourn  any  treatment 
of  it  until  it  came  into  its  proper  place 
in  Committee  on  the  Bill.  It  would  cause 
great  confusion  if  he  were  to  make 
future  portions  of  the  Bill  the  subject  of 
reply  to  Questions. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)— KILMAINHAM 

PRISON. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (for  Mr.  Sex- 
ton) asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
sanitary  accommodation  in  Kilmainham 
Prison  is  insuihcient  and  filthy ;  whether 
he  will  give  his  early  attention  to  the 
subject;  and,  whether,  especially,  he 
will  cause  the  sanitary  apphances  of  the 
Prison  to  be  increased  in  number  and 
kept  in  good  order  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  I^w)  ;  Sir,  I  have  re- 
ceived a  Report  on  this  subject  from  the 
General  Prisons  Board.  The  sanitary 
accommodation  in  Kilmainham  Prison 
is  stated  not  to  be  either  insufficient  or 
filthy.  On  the  contrary,  the  sanitary 
appliances  are,  I  am  informed,  adequate 
and  kept  in  perfectly  good  order. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  his 
information  was  entirely  the  contrary  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
statement. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1S81  —  AR- 
RESTS  OF  BOYS. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  three  brothers  haye  for  some  time 
been  lying  in  Limeriok  G^l  under  the 


Coercion  Act,  of  whom  the  oldest  is  not 
twenty  years  of  age,  and  the  youngest 
sixteen ;  and,  whether  he  will  now  auow 
the  suspected  juyeniles  to  be  releasedi 
in  order  that  they  may  be  sent  to 
school  somewhere  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Sir,  I  assume 
that  the  Question  has  reference  to  Wil- 
liam, Patrick,  and  Lawrence  Quinlan. 
Before  the  hon.  Member  gaye  Notice  of 
his  Question  the  attention  of  his  Excel- 
lency the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  been 
called  to  the  matter,  and  he  has  been 
pleased  to  order  the  discharge  of  Law- 
rence, the  youngest  brother,  but  finds 
no  ground  for  discharging  either  Wil- 
liam or  Patrick,  both  of  whom  are  con- 
siderably oyer  20  years  of  age. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1S81  —  AR- 
REST OF  MICHAEL  KELLY; 

Major  O'BEIRNEasked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  If  he  will  state  on 
what  grounds  Michael  Kelly,  of  Drum 
Kieran,  county  Leitrim,  was  arrested,  on 
the  9th  March  last,  under  the  Protection 
of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland)  Act ; 
if  a  careful  investigation  into  the  cir« 
cumstances  of  the  crime  which  caused 
his  arrest  was  made  by  the  county  in- 
spector, resident  magistrate,  and  sub- 
inspector  of  the  district ;  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  previous  to  his  arrest  Michael 
Kelly  had  borne  a  good  character ;  and, 
if  the  authorities  under  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  have  given  out-door 
relief  to  the  prisoner's  family  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law):  Sir,  Michael 
Kelly,  of  Drumahaire,  not  Drum  Kieran, 
was  arrested,  as  stated  in  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant's Warrant,  and  in  the  Return 
presented  to  Parliament,  pursuant  to  the 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act, 
on  the  ground  of  being  reasonably  sus- 
pected of  having,  since  the  30th  Sep- 
tember, 1880,  been  guilty,  as  prinoipfd, 
of  a  crime  punishable  by  law — that  is  to 
say,  assaulting  and  beating  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects— <x>mmitted  in  a  pre- 
scribed district,  and  being  an  act  of 
violence,  and  tending  to  interfere  with 
the  maintenance  of  law  and  order.  Care- 
ful investigation  was  made  iato  the  cir 
cumstances  of  the  crime  which  caused 
his  arrest.  Previous  to  his  arrest  he 
had  borne  a  bad  character,  and  had 
been  repeatedly  convioted  at  petty  aes- 
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after  the  additional  information  whidi 
has  been  supplied  to  him  in  respect  to 
the  Crown  Estate  at  Stagsden,  Bedford- 
shire,  he  is  prepared  to  grant  the  in- 
quiry into  the  management  of  the  said 
Estate  asked  for  in  uie  House  on  20th 
May? 

Lord  ELCHO  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister,  before 
he  answered  the  hon.  Member  for  Bed- 
fordshire, to  allow  him  to  pat  a  further 
Question :  Whether,  since  his  last  state- 
ment on  the  subject,  in  which  his  riffht 
hon.  Friend  had  said  there  was  nothing 
like  hardship  or  severity  inflicted  in  the 
general  management  of  the  estate,  any 
additional  information  had  been  re- 
ceived from  Mr.  Gore ;  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  any  reason  to  doubt 
the  fi^eneral  accuracy  of  the  Report 
which  had  been  made  to  him  by  the 
Department  of  Woods  and  Forests; 
and,  whether,  if  he  had  received  any 
farther  information  on  the  subject,  he 
would  kindly  state  from  what  quarter  it 
had  come  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  since  he  made  a  statement  on  this 
subject,  it  had  been  made  known  to  him 
that  a  certain  error,  not  of  very  great 
consequence,  had  crept  into  it.  In  the 
summary  he  gave  him,  Mr.  Gore  omitted 
to  deduct  the  acreage  of  plantations  and 
other  allotments,  and  in  consequence  the 
average  rental  was  misstated  by  him  at 
25«.,  instead  of  which  it  ought  to  have 
been  28^.  Apart  from  that  error,  which 
was  admittea  to  have  taken  place  since 
that  time,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bedfordshire  (Mr.  J.  Howard)  had  sup- 
plied much  information  which  he  relied 
upon  to  a  different  effect.  In  this  oon- 
flict  of  opinion  it  would  certainly  not  be 
right  for  him  (the  Prime  Minister)  to 
propose  that  there  should  be  an  inquiry 
into  the  management  of  this  particular 
estate,  because  that  would  imply  an  un- 
favourable judgment  with  regard  to  the 
statement  of  Mr.  Gore,  in  whom  they 
reposed  as  much  confidence  as  in  anv 
public  officer ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
in  justice  to  his  hon.  Friend,  he  thought 
the  proper  course  would  be  this — not 
that  he  (Mr.  Howard)  should  be  de- 
pendent on  a  verbal  statement  made  by 
him  (Mr.  Gladstone),  but  that  Mr.  Gbre 
should  make  a  speoial  Boport  with  re- 
gard to  this  estate.  When  that  Report 
was  made,  his  hon.  Friend  would  form 
his  own  judgment  on  the  points  with 


sions  for  assaults  and  other  breaches  of 
the  peace.  The  Local  Government  Board 
have  not  received  any  application  from 
the  Guardians  of  the  Union  in  which 
Drumahaire  is  situated  for  authority  to 
give  outdoor  relief  under  Section  2  of  the 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act. 

CONSPIRACY  AND  PROTECTION  OF 
PROPERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT.  1876 -P. 
M'MANUS. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther P.  M^Manus  was  tried  at  the  Drum- 
shambo  Petty  Sessions  on  the  charge  of 
taking  part  in  a  riotous  and  unlawful 
assembly  on  January  2nd  last ;  whether 
the  charge  was  not  dismissed  ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  has  not  since  been  arrested  and 
imprisoned  in  Kilmainham  for  precisely 
the  same  alleged  offence  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Sir,  M»Manus 
was  charged  at  Drumshambo  Petty  Ses- 
sions with  the  offence  of  intimidation 
under  the  Conspiracy  and  Protection  of 
Property  Act,  1876;  but  the  ground  of 
his  arrest  and  imprisonment  in  Kilmain- 
ham, as  appears  by  the  Warrant,  is  riot 
and  unlawful  assembly. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT, 
1881— ARMS  LICENCES. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  Mr.  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland,  Whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  Mr.  Denis  Hogan,  of 
Ballyvaughan,  county  Clare,  has  been 
refused  licence  by  Mr.  D.  B.  Franks,  the 
resident  magistrate  of  the  district,  al- 
though he  presented  a  certificate  of  cha- 
racter and  of  his  fitness  to  carry  arms 
assigned  by  two  magistrates  of  the  dis- 
trict? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  Mr. 
Denis  Hogan  applied  to  Mr.  Franks, 
R.M.,  and  licensing  officer  of  the  Bally- 
vaughan district,  for  an  arms  licence 
under  the  4th  sub-section  of  the  4th 
clause  of  the  Peace  Presenration  rlre- 
land)  Act,  1881 ;  but  the  certificate  which 
he  produced  did  not  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  that  enactment,  and  the 
magistrate,  therefore,  declined  to  act 
upon  it. 

CROWN  LANDS— THE  STAGSDEN 
CROWN  ESTATE. 

Mb.  JAMES  HOWARD  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether, 

The  Attorney  Oeneralfwr  ^rebmd 
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which  he  had  to  grapple,  and  the  House 
would  also  he  put  in  possession  of  the 
facts,  and  in  a  position  to  judge  of 
tbem. 

Mr.  JAMES  HOWAED  (who  rose 
amid  some  interruption)  said,  that,  to 
put  himself  in  Order,  he  would  conclude 
with  a  Motion.  He  had  been  many 
years  a  Member  of  the  House,  and  he 
thought  there  were  few  Members  who 
would  charge  him  with  haying  wasted 
its  time.  He  would  not  haye  token  the 
present  course  if  he  did  not  feel  that  he 
owed  a  duty  to  a  certain  number  of  his 
constituents  that  he  should  call  attention 
to  this  subject.  In  this  matter  he  had 
been  met  in  the  most  unfair  manner  by 
the  GK)yemment.  In  the  first  place,  when 
he  brought  the  question  priyately  under 
their  notice,  he  was  met  by  the  most 
erroneous  statements,  which,  howeyer, 
he  was  at  once  able  to  disproye;  and 
then,  when  he  asked  a  Question  in  the 
House,  the  Premier  made  a  statement 
based  upon  an  oyer-estimate  of  the  size 
of  the  estate  to  the  extent  of  25  per  cent, 
which  completely  upset  all  his  other  cal- 
culations ;  and  the  House  was  left  with 
the  impression  that  he  (Mr.  Howard) 
had  brought  forward  a  trumped-up 
case.  He  would  tell  the  House  some 
of  the  leading  facts  of  the  case.  This 
estate  was  purchased  by  the  Crown 
seyen  years  ago  from  the  trustees  of 
Lord  Dyneyor  ;  and  since  then  the  im- 
perious treatment  and  the  rack-renting 
of  the  tenants  had  been  a  public  scandal 
throughout  the  county.  Not  long  since 
one  of  these  tenants  committed  suicide, 
leaying  behind  him  a  memorandum, 
which  was  so  shocking  that  he  would 
not  read  it  to  the  House.  [CWm  of 
**0h!"  and  ''Read!"  from  the  Irish 
B^nekot,']  Well,  if  the  House  desired 
to  hear  it,  the  memorandum  was,  so  far 
as  he  remembered,  to  the  effect  that  the 
Crown  Agent  was  his  murderer;  and 
there  was  eyidence  produced  at  the  Coro- 
ner's inquest  to  show  that  this  man  had 
repeatedly  declared  that  he  could  not 
iiye  under  the  Crown.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  understated  the  rent  of  this 
unfortunate  man,  and  had  said  nothing 
about  the  tenant  haying  to  pay  the 
tithe,  insurance,  and  other  matters. 
The  rent  altogether  was  38«.  5^.  per 
acre,  and  this  for  some  of  the  poorest 
land  in  Bedfordshire.  He  would  also  let 
the  House  know  what  other  tenants  on 
the  estate  had  to  say. 


Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
rose  to  Order.  There  was  a  Notice  of  Mo- 
tion on  the  Order  Paper  in  the  name  of 
the  hoD.  Member  for  Cardiganshire  (Mr. 
Pugh),  who  proposed  to  moye  to  reauce 
the  salaries  of  the  officials  of  the  Woods 
and  Forest  Department  by  £2, 1 00.  The 
Notice  of  the  hon.  Member  would  raise 
the  whole  question  now  being  dealt 
with  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford- 
shire. He  wished  to  know,  therefore, 
whether  that  hon.  Member  was  in  Or- 
der in  anticipating  the  judgment  of  the 
House  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  Notice  of 
Amendment  referred  to  by  the  noble 
Lord  is  not  of  a  character  to  exclude 
the  obsenrations  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bedfordshire. 

Mr.  JAMES  HOWARD  said,  he  would 
mention  seyeral  other  cases  in  which 
the  rents  on  the  estate  had  been  greatly 
raised  by  the  Crown  Agents.  For  in- 
stance, in  another  case,  a  farm  had  been 
in  occupation  of  a  family  for  more  than 
a  century.  The  original  rent  was  £328 ; 
in  1854  the  farm  was  re-yalued,  and 
raised  to  £432 ;  but  in  1874,  when  the 
Crown  came  into  'possession,  the  agent, 
Mr.  Clutton,  raised  the  rent  to  £808,  be- 
sides miscellaneous  charges  for  drainage, 
fire  insurance,  and  so  forth,  makmg 
£838  in  all.  Again,  in  another  instance, 
the  rent  was  raSed  from  £771  to  £1, 140 ; 
in  another,  from  £299  to  £521.  The 
tenant  of  this  last-mentioned  farm  was 
76  years  of  age,  and  he  was  allowed 
just  one  month  to  decide  whether  he 
would  sign  the  lease,  of  which  he  disap- 
proyed  or  be  turned  out  of  his  farm. 
But  the  imperious  conduct  of  the  Oewn 
Agents  was  not  confined  to  the  tenants 
upon  the  estate ;  for  they  did  not  scruple 
to  set  the  rural  sanitai^  authority,  of 
which  he  (Mr.  Howard)  himself  had  been 
a  member,  at  defiance,  and,  rather  than 
carry  out  the  orders  of  that  body,  they 
had  pulled  down  between  20  and  80 
cottages.  All  he  wanted  was  an  inquiry 
into  tne  circumstances  by  an  impartial 
body.  Was  it  to  g^  forth  to  the  ooun- 
try  that  respectable  tenants,  holding 
under  the  Crown,  were  to  be  treated  aa 
yassals,  as  they  had  been,  and  to  be 
rack-rented  in  the  fashion  he  had  de- 
scribed, and  yet  an  inquiry  into  the 
facts  refused ;  and  this,  forsooth,  under 
a  Liberal  GK>yemment !  He  would  neyer 
rest  until  the  facts  of  the  case  were 
fully  before  the  public.    The  hon.  Qen« 
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tlemanooncladed  bymoving  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  seconded  the 
Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  James  Howard,) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
gathered  from  the  speech  of  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  J.  Howard),  that  he  attri- 
buted to  him  the  responsibility  for  the 
statement  he  had  made  and  the  inter- 
ruptions, it  had  caused.  He  could  only 
say  that  he  was  very  sorry  if,  in  any  of 
the  particulars  of  his  answer  to  his  hon. 
Friend,  he  had  failed  to  satisfy  his  hon. 
Friend.  It  was  not  intended,  and  he 
was  still  more  sorry  that  he  had  obliged 
the  hon.  Member  to  make  the  Motion. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  said  that  he  was 
not  one  of  those  who  were  in  the  habit 
of  wasting  the  time  of  the  House,  and 
that  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  believed  to  be 
entirely  to'ue ;  but  if  that  were  to  imply 
that  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  not 
been  in  the  habit  of  wasting  time  were  to 
choose  the  present  juncture  to  begin  the 
habit  of  taking  up  the  time  of  the  House, 
the  position  of  the  House  in  regard  to 
Business,  which  was  already  serious, 
would  become  woeful  indeed.  As  to  the 
immediate  subject  of  the  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, he  might  say  that  he  had 
not  measured  the  estate  or  inspected  the 
books;  and  his  hon.  Friend  had  had 
the  advantage,  whatever  it  might  be,  of 
putting  forward  a  number  of  statements 
which  he  had,  no  doubt,  given  in  per- 
fect good  faith,  but  in  rega^  to  the  cor- 
rection of  which,  or  the  filling  up  of 
which,  or  the  further  illustration  of 
which,  no  person  in  the  House  at  that 
moment,  he  would  venture  to  say,  was 
in  a  position  to  take  any  action.  In  these 
circumstances,  he  trusted  that  the  House 
would  reserve  its  judgment,  and  that 
his  hon.  Friend  would  see  the  propriety 
of  withdrawing  his  Motion.  He  ven- 
tured to  think  that  if  his  hon.  Friend 
would  allow  the  matter  to  go  forward  in 
the  manner  suggested — namely,  by  ob- 
taining a  statement  from  the  proper  offi- 
cer responsible,  that  would  be  a  prefer- 
able mode  of  dealing  with  the  subject. 
The  error  of  stating  that  the  rent  was 
25tf.  an  acre,  instead  of  28«.,  was  not  an 
error  of  the  proper  officer,  but  an  error 
committed  by  those  who  made  the  sum- 
mary  for  hun  (Mr.  Gladstone)  in  the 
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statement  he  made.  With  regard  to 
what  had  been  said  as  to  the  cmal  suf- 
fering of  tenants  of  the  Grown,  he  would 
only  venture  to  say  one  thing,  and  he 
thought  it  absolutely  necessary  to  say 
it,  and  that  was  as  to  those  who  ma- 
naged the  Crown  estates.  He  thought 
the  House  would  appreciate  the  signi- 
ficance of  his  statement,  when  he  in- 
formed them  that  the  agricultural  inte- 
rest of  the  Oown  property  was  consider- 
ably over  £100,000  a-year,  and  at  that 
moment  there  were  but  three  farms  in 
hand. 

LoBD  ELCHO  said,  he  would  not  have 
interfered  in  the  discussion;  bnttheaoon- 
sation  of  murder  against  Mr.  Gore  ob- 
liged him  to  say  one  word  in  his  defexioe. 

Me.  JAMES  HO WABD :   I  rise  to 

Order.      Mr.   Speaker [^Crie9  of 

'•Order,  order!"] 

Mb.  SPEAKEK  ruled  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  in  possession  of  the  House. 

LoBD  ELCHO,  resuming,  said,  h« 
certainly  gathered  that  such  a  charge 
was  made.  Now,  whoever  had  had  the 
pleasure  of  knowing  Mr.  Gore  knew  that 
there  was  not  a  more  able  servant,  or 
one  more  just.  The  fact  stated  by  the 
Prime  Minister  showed  that  the  Crown 
Estates  were  managed  well  by  the  offi- 
cers of  that  Department.  With  regard 
to  Mr.  Gore's  management,  the  figures 
were  these.  The  estate  contained  3,097 
acres;  £119,000  were  paid  for  it,  and 
£21,000  were  expended  by  the  Crown  in 
improving  it.  Li  1 878  there  was  a  re- 
duction of  11  per  cent;  1879,  17  per  cent; 
1880,  of  22  per  cent;  and  in  1881,  22  per 
cent  reduction  had  been  promised.  Fur- 
ther, it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  these 
estates  were  administered,  not  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Department,  but  for  that 
of  the  nation,  and  that  the  Agents  were 
bound  to  do  their  duty  under  an  Act  of 
Parliament.  The  statute  in  quesdoOi 
the  Land  Eevenue  Act,  provided  that  no 
land  should  be  let  except  upon  valua- 
tion, and  that  valuation  must  be  made 
by  a  competent  surveyor,  who  was  bound 
to  swear  that  the  land  was  let  at  a  rea- 
sonable rent.  Upon  these  terms  this 
land  was  let,  like  all  the  rest  of  ths 
Crown  Lands.  He  protested  against  a 
charge  being  made  in  thia  manner 
against  a  Crown  Agent,  in  an  unex- 
pected way  sprung  upon  the  House 
without  Notice  on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  fuUy  ad- 
mitted the  general  inoonvenieoaoe  of  auflh 
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unpromptn  debates ;  but  would  remind 
the  House  that  in  the  state  of  Public 
Business  now-a-dajs  a  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment was  sometimes  the  only 
means  which  the  House  possessed  of 
CQntrolling  the  actions  of  officials.  He 
oould  not  say  he  was  very  much  struck 
with  the  eulogium  which  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord 
Elcho)  had  pronounced  upon  the  Agent, 
because  whenever  a  public  officer  was 
spoken  of  in  that  House  in  any  terms 
except  those  of  the  most  extreme  praise, 
then  eyery  Member  who  had  the  honour 
and  advantage  of  his  acquaintanceship 
felt  bound  to  testify  that  those  who  had 
that  honour  and  advantage  must  admit 
that  that  particidar  pubUc  servant  was 
as  near  a  paragon  as  anyone  could  be. 
He  was  sure,  from  what  he  knew  of  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  J.  Howard), 
that  he  had  not  introduced  the  subject 
except  under  the  spur  of  necessity. 

Mb.  JAMES  HOWARD,  in  withdraw- 
ing the  Motion,  begged  the  House  to  un- 
derstand that  he  did  not  for  a  moment  en- 
dorse the  dying  statement  of  the  deceased 
tenant  of  the  Crown  ;  and,  therefore,  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Elcho)  had  put  words 
in  his  mouth  which  he  had  not  uttered 
or  entertained.  He  had  simply  stated 
a  fact  elicited  at  the  Coroner's  inquest. 
He  did  not  know  the  gentleman  in  ques- 
tion (Mr.  Gore) ;  but  he  would  embrace 
the  opportunity  of  saying  that  it  would 
be  better  for  the  nation  if  our  public 
offices  were  not  filled  with  aristocrats  or 
their  connections,  who  had  to  depend  on 
more  practical  men  to  do  the  work  for 
which  they  were  paid. 

Lord  ELCHO  rose  to  explain,  and 
was  met  with  loud  cries  of  ^*  Order !  " 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  If  the  noble  Lord 
desires  to  make  any  explanation,  no 
doubt  the  House  will  give  him  indul- 
gence. 

LoBD  ELCHO  explained  that  he  un- 
derstood the  hon.  Gentleman  to  accuse 
one  of  those  who  had  to  do  with  the 
administration  of  the  Department,  for 
which  Mr.  Gore  was  responsible,  of 
murder.  [Mr.  James  Howabd  :  No, 
no !]  That  was  what  he  understood  him 
to  say. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

ARMY— MILITARY  COMMANDS. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  ia  true  that 


it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
reduce  the  period  that  the  command  of 
a  regiment  may  be  held  from  five  to 
four  years,  or  after  four  years*  service  as 
a  major  to  only  two  years ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  late  lamentable  disas- 
ters in  the  Transvaal  are  alleged  to  have 
been  phiefly  attributable  to  the  manner 
in  which  young  and  inexperienced  Staff 
Officers  took  the  command  of  the  troops 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  responsible  regi- 
mental officers,  and  hurried  the  men  on 
at  critical  moments ;  and,  whether  it  is 
proposed  to  apply  the  new  rule  as  to 
regimental  commands  to  officers  on  their 
first  and  second  appointment  on  the 
Staff  of  the  Horse  Guards  and  the  Army 
generally  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,I  do  not  see  the 
connection  between  the  second  part  of 
my  hon.  Friend's  Question  and  the  first 
and  third.  A  great  many  reasons,  some 
not  improbable,  and  some  palpably 
absurd,  have  been  given  for  our  recent 
reverses  in  South  Africa ;  but  the  only 
instance  in  which  blame  has  been  attri- 
buted in  certain  quarters  to  the  inter- 
ference of  a  Staff  officer  was  in  the  in- 
stance of  a  colonel  of  about  27  years' 
service.  I  do  not  think  that  I  could 
with  advantage  explain  in  detail  what 
is  proposed  and  will  appear  in  the  War- 
rant as  to  the  length  of  a  lieutenant- 
colonel's  service;  but,  speaking  generally, 
it  will  be  from  four  to  six  years,  and 
that  of  a  major  will  be  seven  years,  as 
now. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND  —  THE  LAND 
LEAGUE— THE  CHAPIiAIN  OF  NAAS 
GAOL. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  OHUECHILL 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  Boman 
Catholic  chaplain  of  Naas  jail  is  presi- 
dent or  officer  or  member  of  the  local 
Land  League? 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law):  Yes,  Sir. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  if  he  is  aware  that  the  Roman 
Catholic  chaplain  of  Naas  gaol  is  in  re- 
ceipt of  a  salary  of  £200  ? 

Tint  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  I  am  aware 
that,  being  chaplain,  he  receives  a 
salary ;  but  the  amount  I  do  not 
know. 
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THE  MAGISTRACY  (ENGLAND)— CON- 
TAGIOUS DISEASES  ACTS. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  one  or  two 
more  surgeons  employed  in  the  com- 
pulsory examination  of  prostitutes  under 
the  Contagious  Diseases  Acts  have  been 
made  justices  of  the  peace,  in  order 
that  they  may  carry  out  the  Acts  in  a 
twofold  capacity,  administering  and  exe- 
cuting the  Law ;  whether  he  will  state 
by  what  Minister  such  gentlemen  were 
recommended  to  Her  Majesty  for  ap- 
pointment ;  whether  he  approves  of  such 
a  confusion  of  duties ;  and,  whether 
the  individuals  in  question  should  not 
be  called  upon  to  make  their  choice  in 
respect  of  those  Acts  to  act  either  as 
magistrates  or  as  surgeons  only  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:  I 
have  been  previously  asked  a  similar 
Question  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
If  he  has  any  grounds  for  thinking  that 
the  persons  he  refers  to  have  been  im- 
properly appointed,  or  that  they  have 
misconducted  themselves,  and  if  he 
will  state  such  grounds,  I  will  cause 
the  subject  to  be  inquired  into.  I  have 
no  knowledge  whatever  that  the  ap- 
pointments in  question  have  been  com- 
plained of. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  reminded  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  he  had 
written  to  him  naming  three  individuals 
at  Devonport,  Windsor,  and  South- 
ampton acting  as  magistrates,  and  he 
asked  whether  they  ought  to  perform 
these  double  functions ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther that  state  of  things  was  compatible 
with  the  Public  Service  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said, 
he  would  make  inquiry.  He  under- 
stood from  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
that  these  persons  ought  not  to  fulfil  the 
duties  he  spoke  of ;  but  that  must  de- 
pend upon  the  nature  of  the  duties,  as 
to  which  he  could  not  give  an  opinion 
until  he  had  inquired. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD :  Double  duty. 

Mr.  CAEBUTT  asked  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  in  reference  to 
his  answer  to  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Stockport,  whether  they  were  to  under- 
stand that  due  inquiry  would  be  made 
into  that  matter ;  and,  if  it  were  found 
that  the  gentlemen  referred  to  were  act- 
ing in  the  double  capacity,  he  would  ex- 
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press  an  opinion  that  that  should  not 
continue,  inasmuch  as  there  was  an 
appeal  under  the  Acts  for  an  unfortunate 
woman  from  the  examining  surgeon  to 
a  justice  of  the  peace,  and  here  they 
would  be  the  same  person  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  re- 
newed  his  assurance  that  inquiry  would 
be  instituted.  In  any  event  some  com* 
munications  must  pass  before  coming  to 
any  decision. 


NAVY— THE  TROOPSBLtP  "  KEMESIS," 

Yisoouirr  NEWPOET  asked  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  the 
troopship  **  Nemesis,"  which  conveyed 
a  portion  of  the  7th  Hussars  to  the 
Cape,  was  inspected  and  reported  favour- 
ably  upon  by  an  official  acting  under  the 
orders  of  the  Admiralty  before  ^e  was 
chartered  by  the  Gt>vemment  for  the 
conveyance  of  troops  ? 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  infer- 
mation  which  the  noble  Viscount  asks  I 
gave  to  the  House  of  Commons  in  answer 
to  a  Question  of  the  9th  of  May,  and  I 
felt  bound  then  to  give  it,  acoompanied 
by  an  explanation  of  some  length,  be- 
cause it  concerned  the  reputation  of  the 
Transport  Department,  a  Department 
which  has  never  deserved  better  of  the 
country  than  during  the  operations  con- 
nected  with  the  reoent  disturbances  in 
South  Africa.  I  have  got  a  short  Re- 
port here  which  I  have  had  prepared  for 
the  noble  Viscount,  and  which  I  wiU 
give  him  privately;  but  it  contains 
nothing  which  I  have  not  stated  pub- 
licly in  the  House,  except  that  the 
Nemesis  has  made  her  return  voyage  in 
such  a  satisfactory  time  that  there  is 
reason  to  believe  that  her  behaviour  on 
the  way  out  was  mainly  due  to  the  bad 
weather  which  she  encountered.  If  the 
noble  Viscount  wishes,  I  will  read  the 
Eeport  now  ;  but  the  House  is  already  in 
possession  of  the  information  which  it 
oontains. 

Viscount  NEWPOET  said,  that  in 
consequence  of  this  answer  he  wonld,  on 
a  future  dav,  ask  whether  it  bad  come 
to  the  knowledge  of  the  Admiralty  that 
the  troopship  I^emesie  broke  down  be- 
tween this  country  and  the  Cape  on 
several  occasions,  that  her  boilers  were 
in  an  unsafe  condition,  that  she  ran  short 
of  provisions,  and  that  the  privations  of 
those  on  board  were  so  ffreat  that  the 
troops  had  ultimately  to  be  transferred 
to  the  CaMna  to  finish  the  voyage? 
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POST  OFFICE— POSTAL  ORDERS. 

Mb.  FRASER-MAOKINTOSH  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
none  of  the  Scottish  Banks  have  seen 
their  way  to  comply  with  the  conditions 
required,  in  order  to  enable  them  to  cash 
postal  orders  for  their  customers ;  and, 
whether,  as  there  are  no  banks  ayailable 
throngh  which  crossed  postal  orders  can 
be  cashed,  local  post  offices  have  been 
authorized  to  cash  all  such  orders,  whe- 
ther crossed  or  not;  and,  if  not,  how 
payment  of  postal  orders  crossed  gene- 
rally, or  to  a  particular  bank,  can  be  ob- 
tained in  Scotland  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  that 
on  the  29th  of  April  last,  certain  arrange- 
ments were  announced  with  the  view  of 
obviating,  as  far  as  possible,  the  incon- 
venience with  reference  to  the  cashing 
of  postal  orders.  He  was  glad  to  say 
that  these  arrangements  had  been  so 
much  approved  of  by  the  bankers  gene- 
rally, that  a  great  number  immediately 
adopted  them.  The  others  were  adopt- 
ing them  every  day,  and  he  believed 
that,  with  a  single  exception,  they  had 
been  adopted  by  the  Scottish  banks ; 
and,  therefore,  he  hoped  the  incon- 
venience to  which  the  hon.  Member  re- 
ferred no  longer  existed. 

POST  OFFICE— TELEGRAPHS  IN 
RURAL  DISTRICTS. 

Mb.  bound  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  he  will  consider  whether  it 
is  possible  to  allow  telegraph  extensions 
to  be  made  in  rural  districts  under 
guarantee  on  easier  terms  than  those 
which  at  present  prevail,  and  which  re- 
quire not  only  the  payment  of  working 
expenses  and  interest  on  outlay,  but 
also  the  repayment  during  the  period  of 
the  guarantee  of  the  capital  sum  ex- 
pended? 

Mb.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  that 
telegraphs  were  always  extended  when 
it  was  reported  that  the  extension  was 
likely  to  pay.  In  other  eases,  where  a 
report  was  made  to  the  contrary,  the  ex- 
tension was  allowed  imder  a  guarantee. 
He  had  considered  whether  anything 
could  be  done  to  reduce  the  amount  of 
the  guarantee,  and  he  had  already  sub- 
mitted to  the  Treasury  some  nroposals 
which,  if  adopted,  would  reduce  the 
guarantee. 


In  answer  to  a  Question  by  Mr. 
Healt, 

Me.  FAWCETT  said,  that  the  gua- 
rantee was  given  by  any  respectable  in- 
habitants of  the  district. 

CYPRUS— CATTLE  PLAGUE. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Whether 
it  is  true  that  an  importation  of  cattle 
from  Cyprus  by  a  Member  of  this  House 
has  been  jprohibited  by  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil ;  and,  if  so,  for  what  reason  r 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  it  is  true  that 
an  application  to  land  some  goats,  not 
cattle,  from  Cyprus  has  been  refused  by 
the  Privy  Council.  There  has  been  a 
very  bad  outbreak  of  cattle  plague  at 
Cyprus,  which  has  destroyed  large  num- 
bers of  animals  in  the  island,  and  which 
was  suppressed  with  great  difficulty. 
Moreover,  by  the  Qeneral  Order  of 
Council  of  December  15, 1879,  the  land- 
ing of  animals  from  the  dominions  of 
the  Sultan  was  strictly  prohibited,  as  a 
precaution  against  rinderpest;  and  as 
Cyprus  is  included  in  the  dominions  of 
the  Sultan,  we  could  not  admit  the  ani- 
mals in  question  to  quarantine.  On  the 
grounds,  therefore,  of  illegality  and  of 
risk,  we  felt  bound  to  refuse  any  relaxa- 
tion of  the  Order. 

ARMY— AIDES-DE-CAMP  TO  THE 
QUEEN. 

Captain  PEICE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  the  case 
that  in  the  regular  Army,  and  also  in  the 
Navy,  officers  hold  the  appointment  of 
A.D.C.  to  the  Queen  for  limited  periods, 
but  that  in  the  Militia  and  Yeomanry 
these  appointments  are  held  for  life ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  would  consider 
the  advisability  of  limiting  the  appoint- 
ments in  these  services  to  a  perioa  of  five 
years? 

Mb.  CHTLDERS  :  Sir,  in  replv  to  the 
hon.  and  g^lant  Gentleman,  I  have  to 
inform  him  that  aides-de-camp  to  the 
Queen  in  the  Army  and  Navy  do  not 
hold  their  appointments  for  fixed  periods 
of  five  years,  but  until  promotion  to 
generals'  or  flag  rank,  and  that  these 
appoiDtments  are  salaried.  In  the  Auxi- 
liary Forces  there  is  no  rank  above  that 
of  colonel,  and,  consequently,  the  ap- 
pointments continue  for  life,  and  they 
are  purely  honorary.  I  will  coniider  the 
suggestion  which  he  has  made ;  but  in  no 
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case  could  it,  if  adopted,  apply  to  pre- 
sent aides-de-camp. 

AHMY— MILITIA  BANDS. 

Captain  PRICE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  will  con- 
sider the  propriety  of  making  an  allow- 
ance to  Militia  Regiments  for  their 
band^,  as  in  the  Line  Regiments  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  there  is  no  in- 
tention to  alter  the  present  system  as  to 
Militia  bands.  The  bandsmen  are  paid 
as  Militiamen.  I  may  add  that  fife  and 
drum  bands  are  maintained  throughout 
the  year  as  part  of  the  permanent  Staff. 

SOUTH   AFRICA  — THE    TRANSVAAL 
(NEGOTIATIONS). 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, before  concluding  peace  with 
the  Boers,  took  any,  and,  if  so,  what, 
steps  to  ascertain  from  the  Local  Govern- 
ment in  the  Transvaal  what  the  conduct 
of  the  Boers  was  in  the  outlying  dis- 
tricts, and  the  true  facts  of  the  case ; 
whether  Sir  Owen  Lanyon  was  consulted 
as  to  the  advisability  of  making  peace, 
and  generally  as  to  the  proposed  terms, 
either  before  or  during  the  progress  of 
the  negotiations ;  whether  Sir  Owen 
Lanyon  has  already  been  relieved  of 
his  functions;  whether  any  Despatches 
have  passed  between  Sir  Owen  Lanyon 
and  Her  Majesty's  Government ;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  will, 
prior  to  the  Debate  on  the  affairs  in  the 
Transvaal,  place  them  in  their  entirety 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  GRANT  DUFF :  Sir,  when  the 
hon.  Member  put  down  the  first  part  of 
his  Question,  1  think  it  had  escaped  his 
recollection  that  from  nearly  the  com- 
mencement of  the  outbreak  until  the 
conclusion  of  peace  communications  be- 
tween Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
the  Local  Government  of  the  Transvaal 
were  interrupted  by  armed  force.  He 
must  also  have  forgotten  that  the  Local 
Government  of  the  Transvaal  was  during 
the  war  shut  up  in  Pretoria,  and  quite 
unable  to  obtain  authentic  information 
about  the  '*  conduct  of  the  Boers  in  out- 
lying districts,  or  the  true  facts  of  the 
case."  As  to  the  second  part,  I  have  to 
say  that  Sir  Owen  Lanyon  was  not,  and 
in  the  nature  of  things  could  not  have 
been,  consulted.    As  to  the  third  part, 
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I  mentioned  some  time  ago  that  Sir 
Owen  Lanyon  had  received  leave  o! 
absence.  He  is  now  on  his  way  to 
Europe,  but  was,  when  we  last  heard  of 
him,  in  Newcastle,  ready  to  reply  to  anv 
questions  the  Commissioners  might  wita 
to  put.  As  to  the  fourth  and  fifUi  parts, 
I  have  to  say  that  we  have  given  moat 
of  Sir  Owen  Lanyon's  despatches,  and 
will  consider  if  there  are  any  others 
which  we  can  give  before  the  debate 
comes  on. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  —  INEQUALITY  OF 
SENTENCES. 

Mr.  MACFAELANE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  three 
sentences  reported  in  the  **  Times  "  of 
the  27th  instant, '  the  first  being  the  case 
of  a  man  named  Hunt,  who  was  con- 
victed of  manslaughter  for  having,  while 
intoxicated,  killed  his  wife,  and,  having 
been  told  by  the  Chief  Justice  "that 
human  life  was  a  precious  thing,"  was 
sentenced  to  six  weeks'  hard  labour ;  the 
second  being  the  case  of  a  man  named 
Lewis,  who,  being  sober,  killed  a  youDg 
woman  with  whom  he  lived,  and  ^ras 
sentenced  by  the  same  judge  to  ^^^ 
years'  penal  servitude ;  ^e  third  beiog 
the  case  of  a  man  named  Banks,  who, 
for  stealing  some  indiarubber  cuttings, 
was  sentenced  by  the  Common  Seijeant 
to  twelve  months'  hard  labour ;  and,  if 
he  will  take  into  his  consideration  the 
inequality  of  these  sentences  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET:  Sir, 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  seems 
to  be  founded  on  the  idea  that  I  am 
responsible  for  sentences.  That  respon- 
sibility is  placed  very  wisely  in  the 
Judicial,  and  not  in  the  Executive  De- 
partment. The  power  of  the  Executive 
Department  to  interfere  with  sentences 
is  very  limited  indeed.  If  a  case  is 
brought  before  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  there  is  any  good  g^und  for  reduc- 
ing a  sentence,  that,  after  consultation 
with  the  Judge,  is  occasionally  done. 
But  the  hon.  Member  suggests  that  I 
should  review  three  sentences  and  bring 
them  to  a  comparative  equality.  That 
I  cannot  do.  In  some  cases  the  sentences 
may  be  too  light ;  but  I  have  no  power 
to  aggravate  a  sentence.  I  ought  t^ 
mention  that  I  had  an  opportunity  of 
conversing  with  the  Lord  Cftiief  Justice 
on  this  subject  yesterday ;  and  he  stated 
to  me  that  the  reason  why,  in  one  of 
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these  oases,  the  sentence  might  appear 
too  light  was  that,  in  his  opinion,  the 
thing  was  as  nearly  as  possible  an  acci- 
dent, and  he  almost  doubted  whether 
there  should  be  a  conviction.  The  jury 
recommended  the  prisoner  to  mercy,  and 
he  thought  it  right  to  pass  a  light  sen- 
tence. 

Mb.  MAOFAELANE  gaye  Notice 
that  on  going  into  Oommittee  of  Supply 
he  would  move  the  following  Besolu- 
tion  : — 

*'  That  the  adminiitration  of  the  law  in  cases 
of  outrage  upon  the  person  has  loni?  been  a  re- 
proach to  our  Criminal  Courts.  That  outrages 
and  assaults  of  the  most  brutal  character,  espe- 
cially upon  married  women,  even  when  they 
cause  a  cruel  death,  are  commonly  punished  loss 
severely  than  small  offences  against  property. 
That  the  admission  of  the  crime  of  drunkenness 
aa  an  extenuation  of  other  crimes  is  immoral, 
and  acts  as  an  incentive  to  persons  about  to  com- 
mit outrages  to  wilfully  deprive  themselves  of 
the  guidance  of  reason.** 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT, 
1881— ARMS  LICENCES. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  Mr.  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  Whether  petty 
Bession  clerks  in  Ireland  are  entitled  to 
charge  a  fee  of  1«.  6</.  for  each  form 
required  for  liberty  to  have  arms  under 
the  Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Sir,  arms  licences 
are  to  be  granted  by  the  licensing  officers 
whom  the  Lord  Lieutenant  has  appointed 
for  the  purpose,  and  petty  sessions  clerks 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  granting  of 
them. 

THE  ROYAL  AGRICULTURAL  COMMIS- 
SION-REPORT  AND  EVIDENCE. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  AVhen 
the  Index  and  Appendix  to  the  evidence 
of  the  Royal  Agricultural  Commission, 
as  well  as  the  Assistant  Commissioner's 
Reports,  which  were  sent  to  the  Homo 
Office  on  the  27th  April  last,  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  Houbo. 

SiK  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  Sir, 
the  Papers  were  laid  upon  the  Table  on 
the  Srd  of  May,  and  the  Queen's  Prin- 
ters report  that  they  ought  to  be  ready 
for  distribution  in  about  a  week's  time. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— THE  LAND 
LEAGUE. 

M&.  CHAPLIN  asked  the  First  Ix>rd 
of  the  Ireasai7»  Whether  it  ia  true,  as 


stated  in  the  leading  journal  of  Tuesday, 
that  the  Irish  Executive  have  repre- 
sented to  the  Cabinet  the  necessity  of 
adopting  measures  for  the  suppression 
of  the  Land  League  ? 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  that  before  the 
Question  was  answered,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether, 
oonsidering  the  serious  state  of  affairs 
at  the  present  time  in  Ireland,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  intend  to  retain  in 
the  service  of  the  Crown,  at  salaries 
paid  for  out  of  the  taxes  of  the  country, 
officials  holding  office  under  the  Land 
League  ? 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked,  whe- 
ther  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment  were 
considering  measures  for  the  suppression 
of  that  other  Land  League  known  as 
the  House  of  Lords  ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  in- 
quired,  whether  there  was  any  truth  in 
the  report  that  at  a  Sheriff's  sale  at 
Scariff,  in  the  county  of  Clare,  four 
policemen  were  shot  dead  with  revolvers, 
and  two  others  seriously  wounded  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  with  regard 
to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  and 
without  any  intention  of  pronouncing 
any  censure  upon  him,  he  will  allow  me 
to  remind  him  that  the  responsibility  of 
the  Executive  Government  is  undivided, 
and  when  he  asks  me  whether  the  Exe* 
cutive  Government  of  Ireland  recom- 
mended something  to  be  done  to  which 
the  Executive  Government  in  England 
objected,  he  is  simply  asking  a  Question 
as  to  the  state  of  opinion  within  the 
Government,  and,  as  a  general  rule, 
such  a  Question  ought  not  to  be  an- 
swered. At  the  same  time,  the  Question 
having  been  put,  at  which  I  must  say  I 
am  not  surprised,  I  feel  that  it  would  be 
inconvenient  to  decline  to  answer  it,  and 
I  would  therefore  say  that  there  is  no 
foundation  for  the  statement  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  refers.  With  re- 
spect to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow),  the 
matter  is  one  which  only  came  under 
my  notice  a  few  moments  before  he  put 
it.  It  involves  a  point  which  requires 
serious  consideration,  and  as  to  which 
I  could  not  promise  any  information  to 
the  hon.  Member  in  the  absence  of  my 
rigljt  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Iceland.  In  reference  to  the  Ques- 
tion with  respect  to  statements  in  the 
newsi>aper8  thia  morning,  I  waa  led  b j 
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those  statements  to  send  a  telegram  to 
the  Irish  Offioe  in  Dublin  for  informa- 
tion, and  I  will  read  to  the  House  the 
precise  terms  of  a  telegram  I  received 
in  reply,  which  will  tend,  I  think,  to 
relieve  a  good  deal  of  public  anxiety, 
which,  undoubtedly,  the  Government  for 
the  moment  shared  with  them.  The 
telegram  is  as  follows :  — 

**  The  County  Inspector  at  Ennis  telegraphs  this 
morning  as  follows : — *  Attended  yesterday  to 
protect  procses-servers  serving  writs  on  Colonel 
O'Callaghan's  tenants.  Police  fired  on  by  people ; 
shots  exchanged;  no  one  shot  on  either  side.* '' 

[^Zauffhter.']  He  did  not  know  whether 
that  laugh  showed  satisfaction  or  not. 

Mr.  T.  p.  9'CONNOK  :  We  laughed 
in  common  with  the  Benches  opposite. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  (continuing  to  read 
the  telegram) — 

**  *  Eflfected  service  in  spite  of  opposition. 
County  Inspector  and  a  party  of  20  men  fired 
at  from  a  plantation  at  Fortaunbeg  at  9.30  p.m., 
when  returning  to  Ennis.  One  horse  shot  under 
police  car ;  no  policeman  hit.  The  County  In- 
spector of  Donegal  telegraphs  that  on  Tuesday 
last  he  proceeded  in  gunboat  to  Arranmore 
Island  with  police  force,  landed,  and  served 
certain  summonses.  They  met  with  no  opposi- 
tion whatever.  Report  in  this  moming*s  papers 
is,  therefore,  untrue.' " 

That  is  all  the  information  we  have  re- 
ceived. With  respect  to  a  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  Town  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor),  making  inquiry  of  me 
as  to  certain  evictions  on  Xord  Ken- 
mare's  estate  at  Kenmare,  I  have  to  say 
that  I  have  made  inquiry  on  the  subject 
of  the  Lord  Chamberlain,  and  my  noble 
Friend,  feeling  it  was  not  right  that  at- 
tention should  be  called  in  this  House 
to  any  proceedings  of  his  which  might 
be  connected  with  the  present  difficulties 
in  Ireland  without  his  making  known 
the  facts  of  the  case,  I  have,  therefore, 
received  the  following  information  from 
the  noble  Lord: — Out  of  more  than 
1,000  tenants  on  his  estate  at  Kenmare 
there  have  been  five  recent  evictions. 
Of  the  tenants  evicted,  two  defended  the 
actions  of  ejectment  brought  against 
them,  and  Lord  Kenmare  obtained  ver- 
dicts ag^nst  them  from  Dublin  juries  in 
the  month  of  February  last.  One  of 
the  remaining  cases  was  that  of  a  woman 
and  her  ohil£en,  who  appealed  to  Lord 
Kenmare  to  get  rid  of  the  stepfather, 
who  married  the  woman,  on  account — ^I 
will  not  go  into  the  particulars — of  his 
porf>onal  misconduct  rendering  him  un- 
trustworthy.   Another  was  the  case  of 
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a  woman  who  held  a  house  in  the  town 
at  a  nominal  rent  of  £5,  and  who  was 
five  years  in  arrears,  and  would  pay  no- 
thing. I  gather  from  the  evidenoe  that 
she  was  afraid  to  pay ;  but  she  did  not 
pay  an3rthing,  and  Lord  Kenmare  paid 
the  expenses  of  her  passage  to  America. 
The  fifth  case  was  that  of  a  tenant  who 
was  a-year  and  a  half  in  arrear  of  rent, 
and  who  was  re-admitted  as  caretaker. 
But  the  essential  feature  with  regard  to 
the  whole  five  cases  is  this — that  in  the 
full  conviction  and  knowledge  of  my 
noble  Friend,  in  every  one  of  them  the 
tenant  was  able,  and  thoroughly  able, 
to  pay.  The  cases  illustrate  the  enor- 
mous mischief  done,  and  the  enormous 
responsibility  incurred,  by  those  who 
advise  the  tenants  in  Ireland  who  are 
able  to  pay  their  rents  not  to  pay  them. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  inquired  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  whether 
he  was  in  a  position  to  contradict  the 
statements  made  in  some  of  the  pap^n 
as  to  the  Cavalry  charge  said  to  have 
taken  place  in  Clonmel  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  all  I  can  say 
with  reference  to  the  case  referred  to  by 
my  noble  Friend,  and  as  to  other  cases, 
is  that  the  statements  which  have  ap- 

Seared  are  very  much  exagg^erated  in- 
eed.  If  my  noble  Friend  mil  be  good 
enough  to  repeat  his  Question  after  the 
Becess,  I  shall  be  in  a  position  to  afford 
the  House  Aill  information  as  to  all  the 
circumstances. 

Mr.  PAENELL  mve  Notice  that  after 
the  Recess  he  would  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  whether  the  statement  as 
to  the  late  Cavalry  charge  at  Clonmel, 
which  appeared  in  the  "  Freeman's 
Journal  '*  of  yesterday,  was  true — to  the 
efi*ect  that  the  Cavalry  charged  a  crowd 
consisting  of  about  two  dozen  men  and 
women  and  children  who  were  standing 
on  the  footpath  listening  to  the  advice  of 
the  Rev.  Mr.  Byrne,  and  slashed  th«r 
swords  about  in  a  fearful  manner  f 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  would  an- 
swer the  Question  on  Friday  week. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Prime 
Minister,  whether  he  had  examined  into 
the  accuracy  of  the  statement  with  re- 
spect to  the  Kenmare  estate  with  which 
he  had  just  favoured  the  House  ? 

Ma.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  made  no  examination  of  the 
accuracy  of  the  statement,  and  should 
make  none.  He  had  absolute  and  im- 
plicit confidence   in   Lord   Kenmaie'i 
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honour,  and  had  reoeired  his  statement 
with  the  same. 

Mb.  HEALY  inquired,  whether  it 
was  not  the  fact  that  Lord  Eenmare  ob- 
tained his  writs  out  of  the  Superior 
Oourts  in  Dublin  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  up  costs  on  the  tenants  r 

Ma.  GLADSTONE:  What  I  said  was 
that  Lord  Kenmare  had  obtained  ver- 
dicts from  Dublin  juries  in  actions 
brought  in  the  Courts  of  that  City. 

PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS— 
THE  TRANSVAAL. 

Mb.  GORST  asked  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, Whether  he  would  to-morrow  make 
some  statement  in  reference  to  the 
Transyaal,  having  formally  stated  that 
as  soon  as  the  guns  taken  at  Potchef- 
stroom  were  restored  facilities  would  be 
given  for  the  bringing  on  of  the  debate 
in  reference  to  the  Transvaal  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  never 
made  any  statement  of  the  kind.  What 
I  said  was  that  until  the  communica- 
tions as  to  what  had  taken  place  were 
concluded  no  useful  discussion  could  take 
place.  Perhaps,  however,  it  may  be  de- 
sirable that  I  should  say  a  word  as  to 
the  course  of  Public  Business.  We  have 
got,  as  the  House  is  aware,  into  a  situa- 
tion of  competition  between  two  great 
questions — the  Irish  Land  Bill,  which  is 
before  us  especially  on  this  occasion,  and 
Supnly,  which  has  fallen  into  a  back- 
wara  state,  and  as  to  which  justifiable 
anxiety  prevails.  I  was  extremely 
anxious  that  the  debate  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Land  Bill  should  take 
place  immediatelv  after  the  Easter  Re- 
cess. I  do  not  know  that  we  gained  a 
r'eat  deal  by  commencing  it  on  that  dav. 
am  given  to  understand  that  it  would 
be  a  considerable  convenience  to  Irish 
Members  that  Supply  should  be  taken 
at  the  two  Sittings  next  week,  instead  of 
the  Land  Bill ;  and,  considering  that  we 
can  hardly  expect  to  dispose  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  liand  Bill  before  the  House 
would  insist  on  our  taking  Supply,  I 
think  we  should  act  wisely  if  wo  took 
Supply  on  Thursday  and  Friday  next 
weex,  and  then  gave  our  constant  atten- 
tion to  the  Land  Bill.  Unless  I  have 
reason  to  suppose  that  I  am  mistaken  in 
thinking  that  it  meets  with  general  ac- 
ceptance, we  shall  consider  that  that  is 
the  arrangement.  To-morrow,  at  2 
dock,  we  ^lall  be  able  to  see  positively 


whether  that  is  agreeable  to  the  wish  of 
the  House  generally. 

CONTAGIOUS    DISEASES    (ANIMALS) 

ACTS— DISEASED  CATTLE  FROM 

THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Whether 
it  is  true  that  a  cargo  of  nearly  three 
hundred  oxen  from  Boston  have  been 
landed  at  Glasgow  affected  with  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  ;  and,  whether  effec- 
tual steps  have  been  taken  to  prevent 
the  spread  of  the  disease  so  imported  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA,  in  reply,  said,  he 
regretted  to  inform  the  noble  Viscount 
that  yesterday  he  had  received  informa- 
tion that  a  cargo  of  cattle  corresponding 
very  much  to  the  description  given  in 
the  noble  Viscount's  Question  had  been 
landed  in  Glasgow  in  a  very  diseased 
state,  and  that  the  Department  had 
issued  instructions  for  the  isolation  and 
slaughter  of  the  cattle,  and  for  the  dis- 
infection of  all  the  person  who  had  had 
any  access  to  them.  It  was  hoped  that 
by  those  measures  they  would  succeed  in 
preventing  the  spread  of  any  infection. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND)— THE 
LAW  OF  ENTAIL. 

Mb.  DONALD  CTJERtE :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Lord  Advocate  a  Question  of 
which  I  have  given  him  private  Notice 
— namely.  Whether,  at  an  early  day,  we 
mav  hope  that  the  Gk)vemment  will  in- 
troduce a  Bill  dealing  with  the  Laws  of 
Entail  and  Settlement  in  Scotland  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
McLaren)  :  Sir,  I  can  inform  my  hon. 
Friend  that  the  question  has  not  been 
overlooked  by  the  Government.  Within 
the  last  few  days,  I  have  been  informed 
that  there  is  a  general  wish  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  amongst  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Scotch  constituencies, 
that  some  attempt  should  be  made  to 
deal  with  certain  parts  of  this  question, 
and  in  the  hope  that  it  may  meet  with 
favourable  consideration*  I  propose  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  for  that  purpose. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY ACT.  1881  — THE  ARREST  OF 
MR.  DILLON  AND  OTHERS. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Prime  Minister,  Whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  bo  able  to  keep  their  promise, 
that  there  shall  be  an  Evening  Sitting 
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to-morrow  for  resaming  the  discussion 
on  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford's 
(Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy's)  Motion  as  to 
the  conduct  of  the  Irish  Executive  in 
this  matter ;  and,  whether  they  will  also 
have  the  advantage  of  the  presence  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  during 
the  debate  ? 

Mr.  PAENELL  asked,  whether  any 
arrangements  had  been  made  by  the 
Government  to  take  the  adjourned  de- 
bate at  2  o'clock  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  it 
had  been  agreed  upon  that  the  discus- 
sion in  question  should  be  taken  at  the 
Evening  Sitting  at  9  o'clock.  The  case 
for  the  Government  with  regard  to  the 
Motion  had  already  been  stated,  His 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  not  be  able  to  be  in  his  place  to- 
morrow ;  but  he  had  already  spoken  in 
the  debate. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  asked,  whether 
Supply  would  stand  first  for  the  Even- 
ing Sitting  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  Supply  must 
stand  first,  according  to  the  Bules. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND—PROCLAMATION 
OF  THE  COUNTY  LIliERICK. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  Mr.  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  a  proclamation  has  been  issued 
this  day,  declaring  a  part  of  this  county 
under  martial  law  so  far  as  to  prevent 
the  people  from  assembling  in  the  dis- 
trict; and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  state 
why  martial  law  has  been  proclaimed 
without  the  authority  of  the  House  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  reply,  said, 
be  had  received  no  information  on  the 
subject. 

PARLIAMENT  —  PUBLIC    BUSINESS  — 
ARMY  RE-ORGANIZATION  SCHEME. 

Colonel  STANLEY  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  On  what  day,  or 
about  what  day,  he  proposes  to  take  the 
discussion  on  this  scheme  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS,  in  reply,  said,  he  had 
stated  the  other  night  that  taking  Vote 
10  on  that  occasion  would  not  interfere 
with  the  promise  he  had  given  to  fix 
the  earliest  day  possible  after  the  details 
of  the  plan  of  re-organization,  which 
would  be  contained  in  the  second  Memo- 
randum, had  been  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House.    That  second  Memoran- 

Mr,  r.P.  (y  Connor 


dum  was  now  nearly  completed,  as  also 
was  the  draft  Warrant;  but  they  had 
to  receive  the  approval  of  the  Treasarj. 
He  hoped  in  the  last  week  of  the  monUi 
to  be  able  to  get  a  day  for  the  discoa- 
sion  of  the  whole  matter,  after  he  bad 
laid  the  Papers  on  the  Table. 

An  hon.  Member  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  make  the  new 
scheme  come  into  force  on  the  Itt  of 
July? 

Mr.  OHILDERS,  in  reply,  said,  that 
it  was,  and  that  he  had  said  so  seratd 
times. 

POLICE  LAWS  (IRELAND)— THE 
DUBLIN  DISTRICT. 

Mr.  gill  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  following  extract  from  the 
Recollections  of  Mr.  F.  Thorp  Porter, 
who  had  twenty  years'  experience  aa  a 
Dublin  police  magistrate  : — 

"  I  ma^  mention  here  that  the  Police  Lawi 
of  the  Iriah  Metropolitan  district  are,  to  th/B 
highest  de^ee,  complex,  volaminons,  inTolred, 
and  puzzling.  In  the  English  Metropolitan 
district  two  statutes  regulate,  one  the  PoUoe 
Force  and  the  other  the  Police  Courts.  In  Dub- 
lin we  have  a  statute  passed  in  1808,  another  in 
1824,  a  third  in  1836,  a  fourth  in  1S37,  a  fifth 
in  1838,  a  sixth  in  1839,  a  seventh  in  1842,  and 
an  Act  in  relation  to  Public  Carriages,  whk^ 
may  be  also  termed  a  Police  statute,  in  184S. 
They  contain  three  hundred  and  sixty-six  mc- 
tions,  and  may  be  designated  as  disgraceful 
to  the  several  Executive  Governments  which 
have  left  them  unconsolidated  and  uncodified ;  '• 

and,  if  he  will  endeavour  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  at  the  earliest  possible  oppor- 
tunity, to  consolidate  and  simplify  thoea 
statutes  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  roa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Sir,  I  have  not 
had  an  opportunity  of  reading  Mr.  Por- 
ter's book,  which,  however,  I  lun  told 
is  interesting  and  amusing.  I  am  not 
aware  that  any  difficulty  is  experienced 
in  administering  the  police  laws  in  the 
Dublin  Metropolis,  and,  therefore,  do 
not  at  present  propose  to  lay  before 
Parliament  any  Bill  on  the  subject 

ELECTIONS  (IRELAND)  1880— POUCE 
EXPENSES  AT  LONDONDERRY. 

Mr.  lewis  asked  Mr.  AUomey 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  the  charge 
for  expenses  of  extra  police  drafted  into 
the  county  of  Londondenr  for  the  county 
election  of  1880  haa  not  been  demanded 
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of  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  Derry; 
whether  such  an  asseesment  of  the  ex- 
pense connected  with  the  county  on  the 
city  (which  is  a  distinct  constituency  of 
itself)  is  in  accordance  with  the  law ; 
and,  whether  the  charge  of  any  portion 
of  such  expenses  on  the  respective  con- 
stituencies is  directly  authorised  by  law 
or  rests  merely  on  usage  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law):  Sir,  the  ex- 
penses of  extra  police  drafted  into  the 
county  of  Londonderry  for  the  county 
election  of  1880  have  been  duly  charged 
on  the  county,  and  have  not  been  de- 
manded from  the  corporation  of  the  city. 
The  charge  is  made  without  any  refer- 
ence to  constituencies,  and  is  in  accord- 
ance with  law. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  136.] 
(Mr.  QladMtone,  Mr,  Forittr,  Mr.  Bright,  Mr. 

Attorney  General  for  Irelan/i,    Mr.  Solicitor 

Oenoral/or  Ireland.) 

OOMiaTTEE.      [fifth  NIGHT.] 

[^Progress  31  tt  if  ay.] 
Bill  eomidered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 
Part  I. 
Ordinary  Conditions  of  Tenancies. 
Clause  1  (Sale  of  tenancies). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  I,  lino  8,  aft<»r  the  word  "sell,**  to 
insert  the  words  **  such  interest  as  under  any 
contract,  express  or  implied,  between  himself 
and  his  landlord,  or  by  any  Irp^l  custom  or 
usage  ho  may  then  have  in  unexhausted  im- 
provements or  in  the  unexpired  torm  of." — 
{Sir  Richard  Cro$$.) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  HARDINGE  GIFFARD  thought 
that,  from  some  of  the  phrases  used  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, this  Amendment  was  absolutely 
necessary.  The  Bill,  as  it  stood,  pro- 
Tided  that  the  tenant  for  the  time  being 
of  every  tenancy  to  which  the  Act  ap- 
plied must  sell  his  tenancy  for  the  best 
price  that  could  be  got  for  the  same ; 
and  within  that  provision  they  wore 
bound  to  include  the  Interpretation 
Clause,  from  which  it    appeared  that 

YOL.  CCLXl.      [thi&d  sjuu£s.] 


"tenancy*'  meant  the  interest  on  the 
holding  of  a  tenant  and  his  successors 
in  title  during  the  continuance  of  a  ten- 
ancy ;  and  a  **  tenant "  meant  a  person 
occupying  land  under  a  contract  of  ten- 
ancy, and  included  the  successors  in  title 
to  a  tenant.  If  they  were  to  ask  for  the 
limit  of  the  interest  which  the  tenant 
waste  possess  within  the  contract,  express 
or  implied,  which  existed  between  the 
landlord  and  the  tenant.  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  had  been  much  misunderstood 
if  they  had  been  credited  with  the  desire 
to  let  the  interest  of  the  tenant  be  only 
that  which  was  contemplated  by  the  con- 
tract between  him  and  his  landlord.  If 
the  only  interest  the  tenant  was  to  have 
was  that  which  the  law  gave  him — 
namely,  the  right  of  assigning  the  un- 
expired term  of  the  tenancy,  there  could 
be  no  difficulty  in  adopting  his  right 
hon.  Friend's  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross's) 
Amendment.  But  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
there  was  something  more  to  be  placed 
in  the  power  of  the  tenant — something 
upon  the  mere  fact  of  occupancy— one 
searched  through  the  Bill  m  vain  in 
order  to  ascertain  the  nature  and  extent 
of  the  new  thing  which  the  tenant  was 
to  sell.  The  Prime  Minister,  in  dis- 
cussing the  Bill,  used  two  remarkable 
phrases.  He  said  the  tenant's  interest 
was  an  interest  made  up  of  what  the  law 
gave  him ;  and  he  also  used  that  extra- 
ordinary phrase,  **or  should  give  him." 
[Mr.  Gladstone:  ** Gives,"  or  **  shall 
give."]  He  accepted  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  ;  but  if  what  was  meant 
was  what  the  law  gave  the  tenant  by  that 
Bill,  what  was  the  interest  of  the  ten- 
ant ?  Was  it  to  be  measured  by  time 
or  value?  Were  there  any  circum- 
stances that  went  to  show  that  the  in- 
terest had  been  created  by  the  tenant  ? 
In  his  concluding  words,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  it  was  a  right  which 
meant  nothing  more  than  the  occupancy 
of  the  tenant,  together  with  such  inci- 
dents as  the  LegiHlature  might  be  pleased 
to  attach  to  it.  They  were  enacting  now 
that  the  tenant  might  sell  that  thing 
whatever  it  was;  and,  apart  from  the 
phrnso  to  which  he  had  referred,  he 
looked  in  vain  through  the  Bill  to  find 
anything  limiting  the  power  to  sell  be- 
yond phrasos  which  meant  nothing.  It 
wa^  said  that  the  interest  was  to  be  aUo 
created  by  the  contract.  Be  it  so  ;  but 
here  must  be  something  beyond  the 
contract.    He  thought  he  had  some  right 
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to  appeal  to  his  kon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
W.  M.  Johnson),  because  he  had  ob- 
served in  his  speech  that  when  it  was 
sought  to  draw  him  into  a  definition  of 
what  the  interest  was  which  the  tenant 
possessed,  he  said  that  he  declined  to  be 
inveigled  into  a  verbal  discussion  as  to 
what  the  thing  was.  Now,  he  (Sir  Har- 
dinge  Qiffard)  did  not  think  that  that 
was  altogether  a  satisfactory  reply,  be- 
cause the  matter  was  not  a  mere  question 
of  words,  but  what  was  the  principle 
underlying  what  the  Government  thought 
proper  to  introduce  into  the  Bill.  What 
was  it  that  was  to  be  sold  ?  As  lawyers 
they  knew  what  the  interest  was.  They 
knew  it  was  the  unexpired  term  of  the 
tenant's  lease  whatever  it  might  be ;  but 
in  this  case  there  was  no  limit  to  the 
thing  that  was  to  be  sold.  If  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  meant  to  limit  the 
tenant's  interest  to  that  which  the  law 
gave  him  by  the  Bill,  no  alteration  in 
the  law  would  be  necessary.  Then,  what 
was  it,  and  in  what  part  of  the  Bill  was 
he  to  find  the  definition  ?  It  must  be 
remembered  that  this  was  an  ambiguity 
which  had  been  leffc  in  the  Bill — he  did 
not  say  intentionally,  but  of  which  hon. 
Members  opposite  had  availed  them- 
selves abundantly.  In  the  course  of 
these  discussions,  a  touching  picture  had 
been  drawn  of  cases  in  which  the  tenant 
had,  by  his  own  exertions,  turned  use- 
less bogs  into  arable  land,  and  had  ap- 
plied his  capital  to  arrangements  which 
had  given  to  the  land  its  present  value. 
That  was  a  very  striking  case;  but  this 
power  to  sell  was  imiversal  and  indis- 
criminate, and  there  was  no  part  of  the 
Bill  which  described  the  cases  in  which 
either  of  these  indications  existed.  It 
was  given  universally,  whatever  the  con- 
tract, or  however  much  it  might  actually 
negative  the  existence  of  any  such  right 
of  disposition.  The  Bill,  and  the  parti- 
cular clause  they  were  passing,  gave 
that  right  universally,  whatever  the  ten- 
ant's right  might  be,  although  the  ten- 
ant might  not  have  added  one  farthing 
to  the  value  of  that  which  he  held.  He 
was  not  at  present  arguing  whether  it  was 
right  or  wrong  that  the  tenant  should 
have  that  interest.     He  assumed  for  the 

E resent  that  it  was  proper  that  he  should 
ave  such  an  interest,  and  that  he 
should,  by  statute,  be  permitted  to  deal 
with  it  in  that  way ;  but  he  thought  it 
should  be  plainly  set  forth  what  it  was, 

Sir  ^arding$  Oiffard 


and  what  were  its  limits.  He  did  not 
know  what  the  Land  Commission  might 
say  should  be  given  to  the  tenant,  or 
what  the  law  said  ought  to  attach  to  the 
tenant.  He  was  not  arguing  whether  it 
was  right  or  wrong  to  give  him  this  in- 
terest ;  but  it  ought  to  be  shown  within 
the  four  comers  of  the  Bill  what  the 
circumstances  were  that  were  adverted 
to.  At  present,  upon  the  face  of  the 
Bill  that  was  altogether  uncertain  ;  and, 
therefore,  some  Amendment  of  this  kind 
was  necessary.  This  ambiguity  affected 
the  whole  BiU.  It  was  shown  in  the  Ist 
clause,  and  the  moment  they  came  to 
Clause  7  they  would  be  in  exactly  the 
same  difficulty,  because  there  they  were 
to  have  regard  to  the  interest  of  the 
tenant.  What  did  that  mean  ?  Was  it 
that  he  was  to  be  a  tenant  from  year  to 
year,  or  that  he  was  made  a  tenant  for 
seven  or  15  years?  Where  in  the  four 
corners  of  the  Bill  was  there  any  defini- 
tion to  show  the  Committee  that  if  they 
passed  the  1st  clause  in  the  form  in 
which  it  stood  it  would  not  be  said — 
"You  have  now  admitted  whatever  the 
tenancy  may  be,  whatever  the  cirrum- 
stances  of  it  may  be,  you  have  enacted 
by  that  1st  clause  that  any  tenant,  under 
any  tenancy,  may  be  able  to  sell  that 
thing,  and  yet  you  have  not  defined 
what  that  thing  is  in  the  BiU?"  On  a 
former  occasion,  in  reference  to  the  Bill 
introduced  by  the  late  Mr.  Butt,  it  was 
pointed  out  that  what  was  disrespectfully 
described  as  *  *  legal  jargon  "  ran  through- 
out the  measure,  about  the  profits  of  the 
soil  making  up  that  which  was  the  fee 
simple  of  the  land ;  and  if  by  any  cir- 
cuituous  language  they  gave  to  the 
tenant  the  right  of  perpetual  succession, 
what  thev  did  would  have  the  effect  of 
making  the  landlord  a  mere  rent-charger. 
He  contended  that  they  were  doing  pre- 
cisely the  same  thing  now.  They  were 
concealing,  in  a  multitude  of  words,  no 
one  of  which  was  capable  of  being  ex- 
pounded, not  what  the  legal  interest  was, 
but  some  interest  or  another,  which 
somebody  hereafter  was  to  acquire,  and 
they  were  declaring  that  that  was  the 
interest  which  the  tenant  might  dispose 
of  and  sell.  He  thought  they  had  a 
right  to  know,  before  they  went  any 
further,  whether  it  was  intended  by  the 
Government  to  accept  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  Amendment,  or  some  other 
Amendment,  which  should  define  and 
make  clear  that  which  was  intended. 
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Mb.  MOBOAN  LLOYD  said,  that 
what  rights  were  giyen  to  the  tenants  of 
Ireland  tinder  the  Bill  was  a  matter 
which  would  have  to  be  discussed  upon 
the  subsequent  clauses  of  the  Bill.  The 
only  question  now  was  whether  or  not  the 
tenant  was  to  be  allowed  to  sell  or  part 
with  whatever  -interest  he  might  hare. 
The  clause  gave  no  interest  whatever  to 
the  tenant  which  he  had  not  got  already. 
It  simply  gave  him  the  riR:ht  to  sell 
his  interest  in  his  tenancy.  If  be  was  a 
tenant  at  will  he  would  have  no  interest 
to  sell,  because  the  landlord  might  de- 
termine his  will  at  any  moment ;  but  if 
he  was  a  tenant  from  year  to  year,  he 
would  have  his  unexpired  term  to  sell 
increased  in  value  by  the  right  to  com- 
pensation for  disturbance,  to  which  he 
was  entitled  under  the  Land  Act  of  1870. 
If  he  was  a  leaseholder,  he  would  have 
still  more  to  sell.  Even  as  the  law  now 
stood,  if  a  tenant  from  year  to  year,  he 
would  have  a  right  to  sell  his  tide  to  the 
improvements  he  had  effected.  All  that 
was  proposed  by  this  clause  was  that  he 
should  have  a  right  to  sell  whatever  in- 
terest he  had.  It  was  said  that  that 
meant  something  besides  a  legal  in- 
terest. Now,  he  (Mr.  Morgan  Lloyd) 
contended  that  it  meant  nothing  more 
than  a  legal  interest — whatever  interest 
the  tenant  had  must  be  a  legal  interest. 
By  the  words  of  the  clause  the  tenant's 
interest  was  a  legal  interest ;  and,  there- 
fore, what  was  proposed  to  be  done  now 
was  simply  to  give  the  tenant  a  right  to 
part  with  whatever  he  now  had,  or 
what  might  be  given  to  him  by  the  Bill. 
The  discussion  as  to  what  interest  the 
tenant  had  or  might  have  was  prema- 
ture, and  would  come  before  the  Com- 
mittee much  more  conveniently  on  the 
subsequent  clauses  of  the  Bill. 

Me.  RITCHIE  said,  they  all  agreed 
with  what  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Morgan  Lloyd)  had  just 
said,  that  the  tenant  should  have  a 
right  to  sell  his  interest.  But  what  the 
Amendment  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
fSir  E.  Assheton  Cross)  intended  to 
ao  was  to  define  exactly  what  the  in- 
terest of  the  tenant  was,  so  that  there 
should  not  be  any  trouble  in  inter- 
preting what  the  House  intended  to 
give.  In  one  part  of  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
in  criticizing  the  words  of  the  Amend- 
ment, he  quite  agreed.  It  seemed  to 
bim    that   the    words    as    they    stood 


would  deprive  the  tenant  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  selling  his  own  improvements, 
unless  there  was  some  contract  between 
him  and  his  landlord.  He  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
was  satisfied  that  that  could  not  be  the 
intention  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
R.  Assheton  Cross),  because  they  were 
all  agreed— even  those  who  were  most 
bitterly  opposed  to  the  Bill  as  it  stood — 
that  the  tenant  ought  to  be  able,  at 
least,  to  sell  his  own  improvements ; 
and  be  would  suggest  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend  that  it  would  be  as  well  to  leave 
out  the  words  from  the  word  **  under  " 
to  "  improvements,''  in  his  Amendment. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  seemed  to  find  great  diffi- 
culty in  defining  what  it  was  the  tenant 
was  to  have  the  right  to  sell.  Over  and 
over  again  the  Government  had  been 
pressed  to  say  what  they  meant  by  cer- 
tain clauses  of  the  Bill,  and  there  had 
always  been  a  delightful  vagueness 
in  their  explanations.  He  did  not  know 
whether  it  was  that  the  Government 
themselves  did  not  understand  what  the 
result  of  many  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  would  be;  but  he  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
thought  it  was  desirable  that  the  ques- 
tion should  be  fought  out  now,  rather 
than  be  fought  out  in  a  Court. 
It  was  essential  that  they  should  lay 
down  for  the  guidance  of  the  Court,  in 
fixing  a  fair  rent,  what  it  was  that  the 
tenant's  interest  consisted  of.  He  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  he  had 
always  been  in  favour  of  conferring  upon 
the  tenantry  of  Ireland  a  moderate 
amount  of  tenant  right.  He  thought 
the  evidence  nven  before  the  Commis- 
sioners pointed  clearly  in  that  direction  ; 
but  he  by  no  means  considered  that  the 
method  provided  in  the  Bill  was  the 
right  and  proper  method.  On  the  con- 
trary, he  was  convinced  that  it  would 
impose  a  considerable  amount  of  hard- 
ship upon  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  and 
that  it  was  desirable  and  necessaiy  to 
modify  it.  They  must  take  care,  in 
removing  the  injustice  under  which  cer- 
tain tenants  of  Ireland  certainly  suf- 
fered, that  they  did  not  inflict  a  much 
greater  grievance  upon  the  whole  body 
of  landlords.  If  they  gave  power  to 
the  tenant  to  sell  the  unrestricted  tenant 
right,  one  of  two  things  must  occur. 
Either  part  of  it  must  come  out  of 
the  landlord's  pocket  in  the  shape  of 
a  reduction  of  rent,  or  they  would  be 
giving  something  to  the  present  tenant 
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at  the  expense  of  the  fature  tenant,  and 
would  be  thereby  laying  up  for  the 
future  tenant  a  mass  of  injustice  far 
greater  than  that  which  they  proposed 
to  remove.  The  only  way  to  remedy 
this  evil  was  to  insert  in  the  Bill  some 
provision  for  securing  to  the  incoming 
tenant  the  value  of  the  money  he  paid  ; 
and  if  they  did  that,  neither  the  land- 
lord nor  the  incoming  tenant  would  be 
aggrieved.  The  Amendment  specified 
that  the  tenant  would  be  entitled  to  sell 
the  interest  he  had  in  unexhausted  im- 
provements, and  the  value  of  his  unex- 
pired term  of  the  15  years  in  which  the 
rent  could  not  be  raised.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister  told 
them  there  was  another  interest  beyond 
these,  and  that  was  the  right  of  con- 
tinued occupancy.  He  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  right  of 
continued  occupancy  was  something  of 
value  which  they  were  conferring  upon 
the  tenant ;  but  he  disagreed  with  the 
right  hon.  GFentleman  that  that  was 
something  which  the  tenant  ought  to 
have  the  right  to  sell.  He  assumed 
that  it  was  intended  by  the  Bill  to  confer 
that  right  of  uninterrupted  occupancy 
not  only  on  the  present  tenants,  but  on 
the  tenants  of  Ireland  present  and 
future ;  but  the  result  of  allowing  the 
present  tenants  to  sell  would  be  to  take 
away  from  the  future  tenants  the  boon 
they  were  conferring  by  the  Bill.  It 
would  be  no  boon  at  all  if^  while  con- 
ferring it,  on  the  one  hand,  upon  the 
present  tenant,  they  declared  that  it 
should  be  paid  for  by  the  future  tenant. 
They  did  not  propose  that  the  present 
tenant  should  pay  anything  to  the 
landlord  for  this  right  of  continued 
occupancy;  but  they  proposed  that 
the  man  who  succeeded  him  should 
pay  for  it,  although  the  present  tenant 
paid  nothing.  Now,  it  seemed  to  him 
that,  while  appearing  to  confer  on  the 
whole  of  the  tenants  of  Ireland  for  the 
future  the  right  of  continued  occupancy, 
they  were  taking  away  the  value  of  the 
gift  by  saying  to  the  incoming  tenant — 
''You  shall  pay  for  it  when  you  come 
into  possession  of  the  holding.''  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  support  of  his 
position,  used  one  argument  which  told 
conclusively  against  the  Bill.  Speaking 
of  the  payment  the  incoming  tenant 
was  to  make  to  the  outgoing  tenant,  the 
right  hon.  Q^ntlenan  the  Prime  Minis- 
teraaid,  with  vigour  aad  energy—'*  Why 
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is  it  hard  upon  the  inoomine  tenant 
that  he  should  pay  for  a  thing  that 
which  he  is  willing  to  pay  for  it?"  A 
more  conclusive  argument  against  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  could  not  have  been 
adduced.  The  necessity  fbr  the  Bill 
was  based  upon  the  fact  that  the  land- 
lords were  receiving,  and  the  tenants 
paying,  a  higher  rent  than  the  one  ought 
to  receive  and  the  other  to  pay;  that 
there  was  such  a  land  hunger,  and 
such  a  desire  to  possess  land  and  enter 
upon  a  farm,  that  the  tenant  was  willing 
to  pay  any  rent  which  might  be  de- 
manded. Therefore  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  unwilling  to  allow  free- 
dom of  contract  to  exist  between  the 
landlord  and  tenant.  He  would  not 
allow  the  landlord  to  take  the  rent 
which  the  tenant  was  willing  to  pay; 
but  the  moment  he  came  to  deal  with  a 
contract  between  tenant  and  tenant,  he 
threw  all  this  argument  over,  and  said — 
"  The  proper  price  for  a  tenant  to  pay 
and  for  a  tenant  to  receive  ia  what  the 
outgoing  tenant  can  get  and  the  incoming 
tenant  is  willing  to  pay."  Now,  he  (Mr. 
Ritohie)  should  like  to  know  what  differ- 
ence there  was  in  the  two  positions,  so 
far  as  the  tenant  was  concerned,  whe- 
ther the  tenant  paid  a  high  rent  to  the 
landlord,  or  a  low  rent  and  a  high 
premium  to  the  outgoing  tenant  ?  The 
only  difference  was  that  the  money, 
instead  of  going  into  the  landlord's 
pocket  in  the  shape  of  rent,  went  into 
that  of  the  outgoing  tenant  in  the  shape 
of  premium,  and  me  incoming  tenant 
paid  rent  to  the  owner  as  interest  for 
the  money  he  borrowed  to  pav  the  pre- 
mium; and  the  position  of  the  tenant 
was  really  worse,  owing  to  the  exorbx- 
tent  interest  he  had  to  pay  to  the  usurer. 
He  held  that  if  they  were  to  allow 
free  contract  to  exist  the  necessity  for 
this  Bill  was  done  away  with  altogether. 
If  the  tenant  was  to  be  a  free  party  to 
the  contract,  as  between  tenant  and 
tenant,  then  there  was  no  earthly  reason 
why  they  should  destroy  the  freedom  of 
contract  between  him  and  his  landlord. 
There  was  another  argument  used  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  support  of 
the  position  he  took  up,  and  that  was 
the  comparison  which  he  made  with 
reference  to  Ulster.  They  had  heard, 
over  and  over  again,  comparisons  made 
between  the  condition  of  Ulster  and 
other  parts  of  Ireland ;  but  in  Ulster 
tenant  right  had  been  bought  and  sold 
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for  generations.  There  was  no  question 
of  conferring  something  new  on  the 
tenant,  but  something  which  had  been 
bought  and  sold  for  a  long  series  of 
years ;  therefore,  there  was  no  analogy 
between  the  two  cases.  It  must  be 
borne  in  mind,  also,  that  the  habits  of 
the  people  were  different  from  those  in 
other  parts  of  Ireland,  and  that  there 
were  manufacturing  and  other  interests 
in  Ulster  which  existed  in  no  other  part 
of  Ireland.  But  even  in  Ulster  tenant 
right  was  not  unrestricted,  as  was  pro- 
posed by  this  Bill.  The  proposal  in 
the  Bill  was  that  the  sale  of  tenant  right 
between  tenant  and  tenant  should  be 
unrestricted.  [**  No,  no  !  '*]  Then,  all 
he  had  to  say  was  that  that  was  a  feature 
of  the  Bill  he  had  failed  to  understand. 
He  wished  to  point  out  that  in  Ulster  the 
tenant  right  had  been  by  no  means 
unrestricted.  If  this  Bill  did  what 
it  professed  to  do,  two  things  were 
necessary.  Some  definition  must  be  laid 
down  as  to  what  it  was  the  tenant  had 
to  sell,  and  in  that  definition  the  ques- 
tion of  quiet  possession  should  be  en- 
tirely excluded,  or  else  they  were  con- 
ferring an  immense  boon  on  the  present 
tenantry,  but  no  boon  on  the  future  ten- 
antry of  Ireland.  He  trusted,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  accept 
the  proposal  which  had  been  made  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross),  that  he  would  indicate  some 
means  by  which  the  tenant's  interest 
might  be  defined,  and  that  he  would  be 
prepared  to  support  the  proposal  that 
it  should  not  be  free  sale  in  the  open 
market ;  but  that  there  should  be  some 
kind  of  tribunal  to  settle  the  price  be- 
tween the  outgoing  tenant  ana  the  in- 
coming tenant,  so  that  the  incoming 
tenant  should  not  lose  a  great  part  of 
the  benefit  intended  t6  be  conferred  on 
him  by  the  Bill. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  never  said  a 
single  word  in  favour  of  an  absolutely 
unrestricted  tenant  right ;  but  wo  shall 
come  to  that  point  by-and-byo,  and  then 
it  will  be  seen  whether  the  Government 
are  in  favour  of  unrestricted  tenant 
right  or  not.  The  sole  question  now 
has  reference  to  the  propriety  of  at- 
tempting to  define  tenant  right. 

Colonel  CoLTUURST  said,  there 
oould  be  no  doubt  whatever  that  the 
effect  of  the  Act  of  1870,  as  far  as 
the  South  of  Ireland  was  concerned,  was 
to  ore*te  a  tenant  right,  or  some  sort  of 


right  of  occupancy.  He  challenged  oon« 
tradiction  on  that  point,  and  he  con- 
tended that  a  great  majority  of  the 
tenants  in  Cork  and  Kerry  were  now  in 
possession  of  a  right  which  some  people 
valued  at  seven  years'  purchase,  and 
some  at  10  years.  They  were  in  posses- 
sion of  a  certain  right  totally  irrespec- 
tive of  improvements,  and  the  question 
was  whether  Parliament  was  going  to 
take  away  that  right,  or  to  allow  the 
tenant  to  sell  it.  Judge  Longfield,  who 
was  originally  an  opponent  of  tenant 
right,  starting  from  the  Act  of  1870, 
and  viewing  the  matter  in  the  light  of 
coming  legislation  after  an  experience 
of  10  years  of  the  working  of  the  Act 
of  1870,  said  that  that  Act  did  |^ve  to 
every  tenant  a  certain  qualified  right  of 
occupation  and  security  to  enjoy  it  at  a 
fair  rent.  Judge  Longfield  went  on  to 
say  that,  having  given  that  right,  the 
right  of  free  sale  followed  as  a  matter 
of  course.  The  learned  Judge  ar^ed, 
and,  in  his  opinion,  most  conclusively, 
that  of  all  the  ''  three  P's  "  the  right  of 
free  sale  was  the  one  that  injured  the 
landlord  least  and  conferred  the  greatest 
benefit  upon  the  tenants  generally.  How 
was  the  right  worked  in  Ulster?  He 
would  quote  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Yemon, 
one  of  the  largest  land  agents  in  Ireland. 
He  was  askea  by  Sir  John  Leslie — 

**  Are  not  these  largo  sums  so  much  capital 
subtracted  from  what  the  tenant  ought  to  hare 
in  order  to  manage  the  farm  properly  P  " 

The  answer  was — 

^*  Perhaps  it  is ;  but  look  at  your  own  county 
of  Monaghan.  A  man  pays  Uie  fee  simnle  of 
the  land  for  the  right  of  occupation,  and  still 
he  will  thrive." 

Sir  John  Leslie  asked  no  further  ques- 
tions. The  late  Major  D' Alton  was  exa- 
mined in  reference  to  land  belonging  to 
I»rd  Headfort  in  one  county  where  the 
tenant  riffht  was  worth  18  years*  pur- 
chase, and  land  in  another  county  where 
there  was  no  tenant  right  allowed,  the 
tenants  being  of  the  same  class  in  each 
county.  He  was  asked  which  tenants 
were  the  most  prosperous,  and  his  reply 
was — 

"  The  tenants  of  the  county  of  Carmd,  who 
paid  18  years'  purchase  for  tenant  right,  are 
more  prosperous  than  those  who  hare  paid 
nothing.'* 

On  being  asked  to  account  for  it,  he  said 
that  he  oould  account  for  it  in  no  other 
way  than  that  there  existed  a  senae  of 
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^tt^Mt-ownersbip — in  other  words,  a  se- 
ouritj  similar  to  that  proposed  to  be 
created  by  the  present  Bill. 

Mr.  STAYELEY  HILL  thought  it 
might  not  be  inconvenient  at  that  point 
to  say  a  few  words  with  reference  to  an 
Amendment  standing  in  his  name.  He 
ventured  to  think  that  the  word  '^ten- 
ancy/' as  it  was  used  in  line  8,  could 
scarcely  stand  with  the  definition  of  the 
term  ** tenancy"  in  Clause  44.  The 
words  in  line  8  of  Clause  1  were  *'  may 
sell  his  tenancy; "  but. the  definition  of 
the  term  in  Clause  44  was — 

**  *  Tenancy '  means  the  interest  in  a  holding  of 
a  tenant  and  his  successors  in  title  during  the 
continuance  of  a  tenancy." 

He  (Mr.  Staveley  Hill)  said  that  defini- 
tion could  not  apply  generally  to  the 
term  **  tenancy/'  as  used  throughout  the 
Bill;   indeed,  the  Qovemment  had  al- 
ready altered  it  in  the  first  line  of  the 
present  clause  by  substituting  for  the 
word  **  tenancy  "  the  word  **  holding." 
Now,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  would  look  at  that  part 
of  the  Srd  clause  where  the  word  ''  ten- 
ancy "  occurred,  he  would  find  the  words 
**  beginning  of  such  tenancy."  The  word 
'*  tenancy  "  could  scarcely  be  used  there, 
because  it  was  the  beginning  of  his  oc- 
cupancy that  was    really  referred    to. 
Again,  at  the  end  of  the  4th  clause, 
page  5,  line  21,  the  word  ** tenancy" 
was  also  used  in   a  sense  inconsistent 
with  the  definition  contained  in  Clause  44. 
It  was  clear  that  the  words  **  provided 
that  the  rent  of  any  tenancy  "  could  not 
mean  the  rent  of  the  ''interest,"  but 
the  rent  of  the  occupancy ;  and,  there- 
fore, the  word  ** tenancy"    in  this  in- 
stance, as  also  in  Clause  3,  could  not 
stand  with  the  definition  as  given  in 
Clause  44.     It  would  be  better  to  stick 
to  the  meaning  of  **  tenancy  "  as  John- 
son defined  it,  **the  temporary  posses- 
sion of  that  which  belongs  to  another," 
and  not  to  give  it  a  new  sense  as  a  vox 
artis.     It  was  obvious  that  the   right 
hon.    Gentleman    and    himself,     upon 
the  wording  of  the  Bill,  differed  as  to 
what  it  was  that  might  be  sold;  and, 
although  he  agreed  with  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Beau- 
maris (Mr.  Morgan  Lloyd)  that  this  was 
not  the  proper  part  of  the  Bill  in  which 
the  Committee  should  say  what  it  was 
the  tenant  had  to  sell,  and  he,  there- 
fore, could  not  support  the  Amendment 
now  before  the  Committee,  as  he  thought 
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that  no  words  should  come  in  here  which 
would  at  all  prejudge  the  great  question 
which  they  would  have  to  decide  in 
Clause  7,  still  he  thought  that  they 
might  with  propriety  indicate  that  he 
might  sell  his  improvements  and  any 
right  he  had  gained.  On  the  other 
hand,  he  did  not  think  the  Committee 
ought  to  preclude  a  future  definition  bv 
adopting  the  words  ** sell  his  tenancy; 
and,  therefore,  he  suggested  that  it  would 
be  better  to  substitute  for  them  the  words 
''may  sell  any  interest  he  has  in  his 
tenancy." 

Mr.  GIYAN  said,  the  matter  involved 
in  the  Amendment  before  the  Committee 
appeared  to  him  to  lie  in  a  nut-shell.  The 
question  was  whether  the  tenant  had  the 
right  of  free  sale  of  whatever  interest 
he  had  in  his  holding,  and  the  first  test 
was  to  ascertain  what  was  his  interest  in 
the  holding.     By  the  1st  section  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1870  it  was  provided  that 
the  tenant    should    have    the   interest 
known  as  the  Ulster  tenant  right,  custom, 
or  usage  subject  to  certain  limitations. 
It  was  clear  from  the  observations  which 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  TMr.  Bitchie)  that 
the  object  of  some  of  the  Amendments 
which  had  been  placed  on  the  Paper  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  was  to  intro- 
duce into  this  clause  a  wording  which 
would    enable    landlords    hereafter   to 
place  some  restrictions  upon  what  the 
tenant  had  to  sell.     He  pointed  out  to 
the   Committee  that  it  had   been  the 
practice  on  some  estates  to  institute  office 
rules,  many  of  which  were  not  in  exist- 
ence before  the  Act  of  1870,  and  that 
these  had  gone  on  increasing  in  strin- 
gency until  the  benefit  conferred  by  the 
Act  had  been  in  many  cases  cut  away 
altogether.  Now,  if  there  was  one  thing 
more  than  ahothei'  upon  which  the  Irish 
people  had  set  their  hearts,  it  was  the 
total  abolition  of  office  rules,  and  every 
unreasonable  and  local  restriction  upon 
the  right  of  free  sale.    It  was  the  power 
of  selling  what  was  known  as  the  Ulster 
tenant  right  which  made  the  tenant  right 
so  valuable,   and    had    contributed  so 
much  to  the  prosperity  of  the  Province 
of  Ulster,  and  it  was  the  want  of  that 
which  made  it  indispensable  in  the  Act 
of  1870  to  give  the  tenant  the  benefit 
of  the  provisions  contained  in  the  Srd 
clause— that  was  to    say,  the  right  to 
compensation  in  case   of   distorbanoe. 
The  Compensation  Olauae  of  the  Act  of 
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1870  was,  therefore,  tlie  equivalent  giyen 
to  the  other  Proyinces  for  the  Ulster 
tenant  right.  And  if  the  tenants  in  the 
ProviDoe  of  Ulster  had  profited  under 
the  right  of  free  sale,  surely  the  tenants 
in  the  other  Provinces  were  entitled  to 
sell  the  right  given  to  them  by  the  Act 
of  1 870.  If  the  tenants  of  Ulster  had 
the  right  of  free  sale  of  their  holding^, 
why,  he  asked,  should  the  tenants  of 
the  rest  of  Ireland  be  placed  in  a  worse 
position  under  the  present  Bill  by  taking 
away  from  them  the  right  of  free  sale  in 
respect  of  the  equivalent  given  to  them 
by  the  Act  of  1870  ?  He  contended  that 
no  such  power  ought  to  be  given  to  the 
landlord.  The  effect  of  this  Bill  would 
be  the  taking  away  of  those  dishonest 
and  improper  restrictions  which  land- 
lords had  put  upon  tenants  in  the  way 
of  cutting  Qown  their  tenant  right;  and, 
therefore,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
wording  of  the  clause  was  wholly  unob- 

i'ectionable.  There  was  no  tenant  in 
'reland  who  had  not  some  kind  of  inte- 
rest to  sell,  and  the  clause  simply  im- 
plied that  it  might  be  sold.  He  thought 
the  only  proper  way  of  dealing  with  this 
matter  in  order  to  give  the  tenant  that 
free  right  which  he  was  so  anxiously 
looking  for«  and  in  order  to  take  from 
the  landlord  the  temptation  of  introduc- 
ing office  rules  and  thereby  causing  irri- 
tation to  the  tenants  on  his  estate,  was 
to  allow  the  explicit  language  of  the 
clause  to  remain  without  alteration. 

Mr.  GEEGOHY  thought  that  some 
alteration  of  the  wording  of  the  clause 
was  needed.  That  had  been  admitted, 
to  a  certain  extent,  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Law),  who  had  substituted 
the  word  "holding"  for  that  of  *•  ten- 
ancy ; "  and  he  (Mr.  Gregory)  thought 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
might  have  gone  a  little  further  in  the 
same  direction,  because,  after  Clause  44 
had  defined  *'  tenancy''  to  be  '*the  inte- 
rest in  a  holding  of  a  tenant,"  it  went 
on  to  say  '*and  his  successors  in  title." 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  Bill 
did  contemplate  a  succession  of  interests 
in  the  present  holding ;  and,  therefore, 
if  the  Committee  agpreed  to  the  word 
''tenancy"  standing  in  the  clause,  they 
would  be  admitting  the  principle  of  suc- 
cession, which  would  have  to  be  dis- 
cussed hereafter.  Some  qualification  was 
therefore  necessary,  and  he  thought 
that  neoettary  qualification  would  be 


best  introduced  by  adopting  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Staffordshire  (Mr. 
Staveley  Hill). 

Mb.  H.  DAYEY  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that,  under  the  gtuse  of  an  Amend- 
ment for  the  purpose  of  making  clear 
the  meaning  of  the  Bill,  the  Committee 
were  asked  to  agree  to  a  restriction  of 
that  right  of  free  sale  which  it  was  the 
object  of  the  Bill  to  give  to  the  tenant. 
For  his  part,  he  saw  no  necessity  for 
giving  any  further  definition  than  was 
contained  in  the  Bill  of  that  which  the 
tenant  was  to  sell.  His  answer  to  the 
question — "  What  is  it  that  the  tenant 
has  to  sell  ?  "  would  be — '*  He  is  to  sell 
whatever  he  has  got."  The  object  of 
the  clause  was  not  to  define  the  interest 
of  the  tenant,  but  to  allow  him  to  make 
a  free  sale  of  his  tenancy,  whatever  his 
tenancy  might  be.  Further  definition 
was,  therefore,  unnecessary.  For  hia 
own  part,  he  found  no  diffictilty  in  de- 
fining that  which  the  tenant  had  to  sell. 
He  would  endeavour,  as  well  as  he 
could,  to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  in 
discussing  what  it  was  that  the  tenant 
bad  to  sell.  The  right  ho;i.  Gentleman 
had  stated,  with  perfect  accuracy,  that 
the  tenant,  before  the  Act  of  1870,  was 
a  tenant  from  year  to  year.  But  it  ap- 
peared to  him  (Mr.  Davey)  that  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  that 
statement,  he  omitted  a  very  material 
factor  in  what  constituted  the  interest  of 
the  tenant  before  the  passing  of  the  Act 
of  1870.  Because,  not  only  was  he  a 
tenant  from  year  to  year,  but  he  was  a 
tenant  from  year  to  year  with  the  rea- 
sonable expectation  that  he  would  be 
continued  in  his  tenancy ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Davey)  regarded  that  reasonable  expec- 
tation as  just  as  a  valuable  incident  to 
the  legal  right  to  his  farm.  That  reason- 
able expectation  was  founded  on  a  deep- 
rooted  tradition,  and  on  a  sentiment 
which  pervaded  the  entire  Irish  people, 
which  few  landlordscould  afford  to  ignore, 
and  which  most  landlords  did,  in  fact,  re- 
cognize. The  Committee  won  Id  remember 
the  strong  terms  in  which  the  Report  of 
the  Bessborough  Commission  spoke  of 
that  deep-rooted  tradition  and  that  senti- 
ment which  pervaded  the  whole  Irish 
Eeople,  that  a  man  in  the  possession  of 
ma,  so  long  as  he  continued  to  comply 
with  the  terms  of  his  tenancy,  bad  a 
right  to  continue  to  occupy  it.     It  was 
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therefore  necessary  to  look  facts  in  | 
the  face,  and  admit  that  what  the  ten-  | 
ant  had,  even  before  the  passing  of 
the  Land  Act  of  1870,  was  something 
more  than  a  mere  tenancy  from  year  to 
year.  He  felt  sure  the  experience  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Laun- 
c'eston  (Sir  Hardinge  Giffard)  would 
confirm  the  statement  that  in  cases  of 
claims  for  compensation  in  London  the 
resonable  expectation  of  being  continued 
in  occupancy  had  been  treated  as  ground 
for  compensation.  A  great  deal  had 
been  said  by  hon.  Members  opposite  by 
way  of  comment  on  the  language  used 
by  the  Prime  Minister  in  the  course  of 
the  debates  upon  the  Land  Act  of  1870 ; 
but  it  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Davey) 
quite  irreleyant  to  consider  whether 
in  the  speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, especially  when  divorced  from 
the  context  and  the  circumstances  under 
which  they  were  spoken,  there  might 
not  be  found  some  inconsistency.  The 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Land  Act  of  1870  did  not  confer 
any  new  estate  or  interest  on  the  tenant, 
but  was  intended  merely  to  protect  that 
estate  and  interest  which  he  had  already, 
in  his  opinion,  described  exactly  what 
was  the  object  and  effect  of  that  Act, 
inasmuch  as  it  gave  a  legislative  recog- 
nition to  that  reasonable  expectation  on 
the  part  of  the  tenant  of  being  continued 
in  his  tenancy.  It  also  gave,  as  far  as 
the  compensation  clauses  went,  a  statu- 
tory protection  to  that  interest.  What 
the  tenant  had  to  sell,  then,  would  be 
his  position  as  tenant  from  year  to  year, 
coupled  with  his  '^  reasonable  expecta- 
tion ; "  and  when  the  right  to  sell  this 
interest  was  proposed  to  be  given  to  him, 
why  should  it  be  said — **  We  will  give 
you  the  right  to  sell  part  of  your  interest, 
but  not  that  part  which  is  the  most 
valuable?"  Therefore,  as  he  had  before 
pointed  out,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross),  in  moving 
the  Amendment  before  the  Committee, 
omitted  to  give  consideration  to  a  fact 
which  was  one  of  the  most  material  ele- 
ments in  this  discussion.  He  held  that 
the  neglect  of  that  sentiment  referred 
to  in  the  Beport  of  the  Bessborough 
Commission  lay  at  the  root  of  all  agrarian 
crime  in  Ireland.  It  was  the  fact  that 
this  tradition  and  sentiment  existed, 
and  that  the  reasonable  expectation 
founded  upon  it  had  been  disregarded, 
that  presented  to  his  mind  the  most 

Mr.  H,  D<¥D9y 


ample  justification  of  the  legiflUttion  in 
which  they  were  then  engaged;  and, 
therefore,  if  it  became  necessary  to  con* 
sider  what  it  was  that  the  tenant  had  to 
sell,  it  was  impossible  to  leave  out  his 
reasonable  expectation  of  being  con- 
tinued in  his  tenancy.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bitchie) 
had  argued  that  the  Bill  would  take 
away  a  portion  of  the  landlord's  interest 
merely  to  give  it  to  the  future  occupant ; 
but  to  that  he  (Mr.  Davey)  replied,  that 
the  experience  derived  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Ulster  Custom  showed  that 
this  was  not  so.  The  hon.  Member  also 
asked  what  difference  did  it  make  to  the 
occupier  whether  he  paid  in  the  form  of 
increased  rent,  or  in  the  form  of  pur- 
chase money  ?  It  appeared  to  him  (Mr. 
Davey)  that  the  difference  lay  in  the 
fact  that  in  one  case  the  tenant  paid  for 
something  which  became  his  own  pro- 
perty, wMle,  in  the  other,  he  paid  an 
annual  charge  for  nothing  beyond  the 
annual  enjoyment.  It  was  the  payment 
by  the  incoming  tenant  to  the  outgoing 
tenant  which  gave  a  sense  of  property 
to  the  tenant,  and  it  was  the  want  of 
this  which  was  said  to  lie  at  the  root  of 
the  discontent  in  Ireland.  It  made  a 
very  great  difference  to  a  man  whether 
he  paid  for  something  in  the  nature  of 
property  which  he  could  sell,  or  whe- 
ther he  paid  simply  in  the  form  of  rent 
to  the  landlord.  The  unearned  incre- 
ment upon  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South- West  Lan- 
cashire had  addressed  the  Committee 
was  a  subject  of  extreme  interest.  He 
(Mr.  Davey)  had  no  doubt  in  his  own 
mind  that  the  idea  of  the  tenant's  getting 
the  whole  of  that  increment  was  perfectly 
illusory.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
in  the  ca^e  of  a  tenant  with  a  statutory 
term  the  landlord  would,  at  the  expira- 
tion of  such  term,  be  able  to  reap  a  por- 
tion of  the  unearned  increment.  The 
unearned  increment  would  be  divided 
proportionately  between  the  landlord 
and  the  tenant,  according  as  the  ten- 
ant was  an  ordinary  tenant  or  a  tenant 
under  this  Act.  On  the  whole,  he  re- 
garded the  definition  attempted  to  be 
given  in  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  both  insufficient  and 
inaccurate,  and  he  was  of  opinion  that 
the  Committee  would  do  well  not  to 
define  exactly  what  the  tenant  might 
sell.  The  intention  of  the  dauae  was 
that  he  should  sell  his  tenancy,  and 
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better  words  than  those  could  not  be 
inserted.  What  the  term  ''his  tenancy" 
included  might  be  a  matter  about  which 
theoretical  political  economists  would 
dispute ;  but  the  tenant's  occupancy  of 
the  land,  with  all  the  incidents  which 
attached  to  it  by  common  law,  custom, 
or  statute,  was  what  the  tenant  had  to 
sell. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  I 
must  say,  Sir,  that  this  discussion,  and 
not  least  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
(Mr.  Davey),  have  gone  far  to  justify  the 
terms  of  the  Amendment  put  upon  the 
Paper  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  North  Leicestershire  (Lord  John 
Manners),  in  which  this  Bill  was  referred 
to  as  calculated  to  confuse,  without 
settling,  the  relations  between  landlords 
and  tenants  in  Ireland.  In  what  condi- 
tion those  relations  will  ultimately  be 
left  it  is  difficult  to  conceive.  I  under- 
stand the  point  to  be  this — we  are  called 
upon  to  provide  that  the  tenant  shall  be 
at  liberty,  freely,  or  subject  to  certain 
conditions,  to  sell  his  interest ;  and  we 
want  to  know  what  that  interest  is.  It 
is  obvious  that  if  you  leave  that  uncer- 
tain you  will  be  in  g^eat  difficulty.  If 
the  tenant  is  only  to  sell  the  improve- 
ments which  he  has  actually  effected, 
no  other  condition  is  necessary  than  that 
you  should  have  a  fair  and  proper 
valuation  of  those  improvements.  But 
if  he  is  to  sell  something  more  than 
those  improvements,  we  ought  to  know 
what  it  is,  so  that  both  parties  should 
understand  the  rights  about  to  be  created 
and  the  interests  which  will  come  into 
existence.  What  is  to  bo  the  nature  of 
the  right  of  the  tenant  to  sell  ?  We  do 
not  find  that  either  in  this  clause,  or  in 
any  clear  form  in  Clause  44,  where  we 
might  have  expected  to  meet  with  a  de- 
finition which  would  enable  us  to  know 
precisely  what  this  new  thing  was  that 
*  the  tenant  had  to  sell.  We  have  had 
this  evening  an  intimation  from  the 
Prime  Minister  which  was  something  to 
this  effect — you  have  at  present  to  con- 
sider about  giving  the  right  to  sell ;  but 
if  there  is  any  question  as  to  what  is  to 
be  sold  we  can  settle  that  hereafter. 
That  is  really  leaving  the  matter  in  a 
very  curious  position,  particularly  when 
it  is  coupled  with  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  made  a  few  nights 
ago,  when  asked  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  the  Amendments  he  was 


about  to  move  to  Clause  7 — that  the 
Committee  could  not  deal  with  Clause  7 
until  they  had  dealt  with  Clause  1 .  We 
find  ourselves  quite  unable  to  understand 
what  it  is  that  the  Government  propose 
to  do  in  order  to  clear  up  this  state  of 
uncertainty.  I  think  it  is  desirable,  in 
the  interest  of  both  parties,  that  these 
matters  should  be  made  perfectly  clear, 
because,  as  I  presume,  the  object  of  this 
legislation  is  to  prevent  quarrels  and  dis- 
putes, to  clear  up  the  rights  of  parties, 
and  to  diminish  litigation.  We  have, 
however,  to  thank  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  forChristchurch  (Mr.  Davey)  for 
cutting  the  Gordian  knot.  He  said — 
''The  tenant  is  to  be  at  liberty  to  sell 
whatever  he  has  got."  I  will  not  attempt 
to  say  whether  or  not  that  solution  is 
satisfactory — it  is  the  old  rule  **  that 
those  should  take  who  have  the  power, 
and  those  should  keep  who  can.''  This, 
as  it  seems  to  me,  is  the  point  at  issue — 
what  is  it  that  the  man  has  got  ? — in  all 
these  quarrels,  litigations,  and  outrages. 
The  landlord  says — "This  is  not  your 
property,  it  is  mine."  The  tenant  says— 
''It  is  not.  I  have  possession;  you 
cannot  turn  me  out  without  infringing 
my  rights."  If  we  are  to  leave  the 
matter  as  it  stands  we  are  thrown  back 
on  the  solution  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Christchurch, 
and  in  that  case  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  the  last  state  of  Ireland  is  worse 
than  the  first.  But  I  cling  to  the  hope 
that  before  we  get  to  the  end  of  the  Bill 
a  definition  of  a  more  intelligible  cha- 
racter will  be  arrived  at.  If  you  do  not 
like  the  definition  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  let  us 
take  yours.  We  should  prefer  to  have 
any  definition  that  is  clear  to  being  left 
without  any  definition  at  all. 

Me.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  that 
in  expressing  difficulty  in  understanding 
what  was  the  interest  of  the  tenant,  which 
this  section  dealt  with,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  spoke  as  if,  with 
all  respect  to  him,  he  had  not  studied 
even  the  elements  of  the  question.  He 
appeared  not  to  have  in  his  mind  the 
pronouncement  of  the  Devon  Commis- 
sion of  1846,  which,  although  it  did  re- 
cognize the  existing  state  of  affairs  in 
Ireland,  did  not  recommend  legislation 
with  reference  to  them.  It,  however, 
did,  in  plain  terms,  assert  what  was 
reiterated  in  the  Report  of  the  Bess** 
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borough  Commission,   that  there   had 
long  been  a  practical  assumption  in  deal- 
ings relating  to  land  in  Ireland  of  a 
joint  proprietorship.     That  meant  that 
the  very  thing  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  ignored  was  in  accord 
with  the  prevailing  sentiment  and  prac- 
tice both  in  and  out  of  Ulster.     No 
doubt  the  Act  of  1870  was  a  bold  effort 
of  statesmanship,  but  still,  as  he  (Mr. 
Charles  Bussell)  thought,  an  imperfect 
mode  of  dealing  with  the  Land  Ques- 
tion in  Ireland.    It  did,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, recognize  that  interest  of  the  tenant 
by  providing  a  scale  of  compensation  for 
disturbance,  which,  by  putting  a  check 
on  the  right  of  eviction,  gave  to  the  occu- 
pying  tenant  an  increased  reasonable 
expectancy  of  occupation  in  his  holding ; 
nevertheless,  he  had  thought,  and  con- 
tinued to  think,  that  the  Act  did  not  go 
far  enough.   He  was  glad  to  find  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister 
declined  to  commit  himself  to  a  definition 
of  the  tenant's  interest.     He  wished  the 
Committee  to  mark  this,  that  **  interest" 
was  something  more  than  interest  in  un- 
exhausted improvements — it  was  that 
**  legal  recognition"  for  which  they  who 
represented    Irish    constituencies    con- 
tended.   What  was  the  state  of  things 
as  regarded  this  goodwill?    The  hon. 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Givan) — 
and  no  one  knew  the  actual  working  of 
the  matter  better  than  he  did — had  said 
that  even  in  Ulster  it  was  interfered  with, 
to  some  extent,  by  office  rules.     The  re- 
sult was  that  the  tenant  was  uncertain 
as  to  what  his  interest  might  be — he 
might  be  allowed  to  realize  it,  and  he 
might  not  be  allowed  to  do  so  ;  whereas, 
if  he  could  sell  to  his  neighbour,  who 
might  be  a  stronger  man  than  himself, 
he  would  not  go  out  of  his  holding  a 
dependent,  but  with  some  money  in  his 
pocket  and  with  a  career  before  him. 
The  landlord  was  sufficiently  protected 
by  his  right  of  pre-emption.     The  best 
answer  that  could  be  given  to  the  argu- 
ments against  the  right  of  free  sale  was 
the  practical  answer  that  in  the  part  of 
the  country  where  the  highest  prices  were 
paid  by  the  incoming  to  the  outgoing 
tenants   there  the  greatest  prosperity 
prevailed.     Why  was  that  ?    It  was  be- 
cause the  heart  of  this  matter  was  not 
merely  a  question  of  rent,  but  a  ques- 
tion of  security;    and  because  a  man 
who  had  paid,  it  might  be,  an  extra- 
vagant price  to  come  into  possession  of 

Mr.  Charles  Ruisell 


the  holding,  worked  with  a  property 
in  it,  and  with  a  sense  of  security.  The 
result  was  that  the  question  of  rent  wm 
often  of  comparatively  little  import- 
ance ;  and  he  would  add  this,  as  follow- 
ing from  it,  that  the  greater  security  tha 
tenant  enjoyed,  the  greater  secarity  the 
landlord  had  for  the  collection  of  his 
rent.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Barnstaple  (Viscount  Lymington)  had 
pointed  out,  very  clearly,  how  this 
tended  to  the  security  of  the  landlord. 
It  was  because  the  money  paid  by  the 
incoming  tenant  was  a  secuiitj  for 
arrears  of  rent,  and  a  security  again»t 
waste  on  the  farm.  The  man  who  paid 
to  come  in,  and  had  invested  his  ail  in 
the  farm,  would  struggle  as  though  it 
were  a  matter  of  life  and  death  to  make 
due  payment.  Money  was  not  the  only 
capital ;  energy  was  capital ;  bone  and 
sinew,  and  the  energy  to  struggle  man- 
fully for  an  existence,  were  often  the 
best  capital.  On  those  grounds,  he  sub- 
mitted this  was  not  an  Amendment 
which  ought  to  be  accepted.  Let  thoae 
who  voted  on  the  question  clearly  under- 
stand that  the  object  of  the  Amendment 
was  to  cut  out  of  the  Bill  that  which  the 
Irish  people  strongly  desired,  and  that 
which  the  needs  of  the  country  strongly 
i*6o  iiii*ed 

Sir  E."  ASSHETON  CROSS  eaid.  he 
did  not  wish  unnecessarily  to  prolong 
the  discussion,  and  his  Amendment  was 
intended  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating 
the  proceedings  of  the  Committee  rather 
than  the  reverse.  He  had  understood 
the  Prime  Minister,  when  he  (Sir  B. 
Assheton  Cross)  had  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  about  the  Amendment 
on  Clause  7,  to  say  that  this  matter 
would  be  postponed  until  that  clause 
was  reached.  He  should  like  to  see 
what  the  Amendment  on  Clause  7  would 
be;  and  if,  on  consideration  of  the 
merits,  he  could  see  his  way  to  aocept- 
ing  it,  he  would  not  press  his  proposiiL 
If  he  could  be  sure  that  the  question 
could  be  dealt  with  in  the  Government 
Amendment  on  Clause  7,  he  should  be 
happy  to  withdraw  his  proposal. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  It  certainly  seems 
to  me  at  present.  Sir,  that  we  shall  not 
gain  anything  by  endeavouring  exhaus- 
tively to  define  <' tenant  rieht."  That 
is  the  impression  of  Her  Majesty *s  Go- 
vernment. We  believe  that  tenant  right 
consists  of  the  interests  of  a  man  in  nit 
ocoupanqy,  and  our  impretaion  ia  that 
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we  cannot  mend  tbe  matter  by  defining 
it.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman  will  cer- 
tainly lose  nothing  by  the  course  he  pro- 
poses to  take,  because  it  is  plain  that  he 
will  have  a  legitimate  opportunity  of 
making  his  proposal  when  we  come  to 
the  Interpretation  Clause. 

Thb  O'DONOGHUE  wished  to  point 
out  in  one  word  that  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  (the  Conservative)  side  of 
the  House  seemed  to  be  in  a  complete 
state  of  ignorance  as  to  what  took  place 
in  Ireland.  They  wished  to  save  the 
incoming  tenant;  but  they  forgot  that 
it  was  the  invariable  practice  for  that 
tenant  to  pay  a  fine  to  the  landlord. 
IJ*No,  no!"]  He  said  ''Yes,  yes." 
The  practical  effect  of  the  Bill  would 
be  to  give  the  outgoing  tenant  money 
which  was  now  pocketed  by  the  land- 
lord. There  seemed  to  be  intense  cu- 
riosity as  to  what  it  was  the  tenant  had 
to  sell ;  and  he  would  suggest  that  this 
matter  should  be  left  to  the  purchaser, 
for  they  might  depend  upon  it  that  if 
there  was  nothing  to  sell  there  would 
not  be  a  buyer. 

Mb.  a.  MOOEE  said,  his  experience 
was  very  different  to  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tralee  (the  0*Donoghue). 
Very  large  sums  of  money  were  in  many 
cases  passing  from  tenant  to  tenant. 
This  happened  sometimes  openly,  and 
with  the  consent  of  the  landlord  ;  some- 
times it  was  restricted  and  forbidden ; 
but,  all  the  same,  the  money  was  pass- 
ing. It  sometimes  happened  in  case  of 
a  marriage  that  the  man  paid  a  large 
sum  of  money  to  the  father  or  mother 
of  the  bride  to  obtain  the  occupancy  of 
a  farm  ;  and,  in  a  thousand  ways,  these 
valuable  considerations  were  passing. 
They  were  psBsing  under  the  sanction 
of  the  Civil  Bill  Courts,  and  under  the 
sanction  of  the  Court  of  Chancery.  A 
learned  Judge,  who  administered  the 
.estates  of  lunatics  and  so  on,  had  stated 
in  evidence  that  he  permitted  it.  This 
Bill  would  give  the  tenant  a  very  sub- 
stantial and  tangible  interest,  which  it 
would  be  a  great  hardship  to  prevent 
him  from  selling.  It  was  said  that  the 
passing  of  these  large  sums  of  money 
would  be  found,  in  the  course  of  time, 
to  oust  the  interest  of  the  landlord,  and 
the  reply  to  that  was  that  practical  ex- 
perience in  Ulster  showed  the  very  oppo- 
site. In  conclusion,  he  would  point  out 
that  free  sale  was  very  much  desired  by 
many  landlords,  aa  it  would  enable  them 


to  get  rid  of  insolvent  and  unsatisfactory 
tenants.  It  was  all  very  well  to  bring 
companies  of  soldiers  to  carry  out  eject- 
ments; but  they  could  not  always  en- 
force the  payment  of  arears  of  rent  by 
such  means 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that  many  references  had  been  made 
to  the  Ulster  Custom  and  its  practical 
working.  Well,  he  believed  that  they 
could  raise  that  question  much  better 
on  the  next  Amendment,  which  related 
to  the  tenant  being  permitted  to  sell  at 
the  best  price.  He  had  heard  of  one  of 
the  largest  estates  in  Ulster,  which,  he 
believed,  was  rented  at  below  Griffith's 
valuation,  on  which  tenants  had  asked 
for  50  per  cent  reduction  on  their  rents. 
He  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  had  in- 
quired the  reason  for  the  demand,  and 
had  found  the  answer  in  a  very  tempe- 
rate and  able  letter  written  by  one  of 
the  tenants  in  The  Belfast  News  Letter. 
The  claim  was  as  distinct  as  it  could  be, 
and  was  to  this  effect — ''  I  pay  a  certain 
sum  for  tenant  right  on  a  certain  farm, 
and  the  money  is  my  property,  and  unless 
I  can  get  that  money  backtne  rent  is  too 
high.''  When  hon.  Gentlemen  stated  that 
tenant  right  did  not  interfere  with  the 
payment  of  rent,  that  was  one  fact  they 
should  bear  in  mind.  A  Paper  had 
been  issued,  showing  the  number  of 
ejectments  in  Ireland,  and  he  was  sorry 
to  see  that  those  which  took  place  in 
Ulster  far  outnumbered  those  in  other 
parts  of  the  country. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  contended  that  there 
was  every  reason  for  defining  accurately 
the  tenant's  interest,  because  a  little 
later  on  they  came  to  a  clause  which 
stated  that,  under  certain  circumstances, 
the  Court  might  be  called  upon  to  fix 
the  price  of  the  tenant*s  interest;  but 
how,  he  would  ask,  could  the  Court  fix 
the  price  if  the  interest  was  not  defined? 
Were  they  going  to  ask  the  Court  to 
define  something  which  they  were 
unwilling  or  unable  to  define  them- 
selves ?  There  appeared  to  him  to 
be  the  strongest  possible  reason  for 
defining  the  tenant's  interest  in  his 
farm ;  and  for  that  object  and  for  this 
reason,  before  this  clause  was  disposed 
of,  he  should  certainly  propose  an 
Amendment. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  enter  into  any  argument  upon  the 
question,  but  desired  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment, as  a  step  towards  further  clauses, 
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to  clearly  define  in  Clause  1  what  they 
considered  to  be  the  tenant's  interest  in 
his  holding.  This  seemed  to  him  to  be 
a  very  simple  question,  and  one  the  Go- 
yernment  should  give  a  sufficient  answer 
to.  What  they  had  heard  from  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  was  no  answer  at  all. 
What  was  the  tenants  **  reasonable  ex- 
pectation?" 

Mr.  MACAETNEY  said,  that  the 
large  number  of  evictions  which  had 
taken  place  in  Ulster  had  been  referred 
to ;  but  those  evictions  could  be  easily 
explained.  In  other  parts  of  Ireland 
the  tenants  were  not  entitled  to  sell,  and 
the  only  thing  they  had  was  compensa- 
tion for  disturbance.  In  the  North  of 
Ireland,  however,  they  had  the  right  to 
sell,  which  was  a  right  worth  a  good 
deal  of  money.  When  the  rent  was  over 
due,  the  landlord  had  no  compunction 
whatever  in  selling  out  his  tenant. 
[**  No,  no !  "]  If  the  rent  was  not  paid 
the  tenant  must  go  out.  He  sold  his 
holding,  he  was  compelled  to  sell  it,  and 
out  of  the  interest  due  to  him  he  paid 
the  landlord  his  rent. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE 
said,  that,  as  had  been  stated  in  evi- 
dence, there  existed  in  some  parts  of 
the  South  of  Ireland  that  which,  to  all 
intents  and  purposes,  was  equivalent  to 
the  Ulster  Custom.  He  was  glad  to 
take  that  opportunity  of  saying  that  he 
believed  that  custom  had  never  been 
interfered  with.  The  discussion  had  per- 
fectly convinced  him — even  if  his  mind 
had  not  been  made  up — that  it  was  a 
very  great  mistake  for  the  Government 
not  to  attempt,  simply  and  boldly,  to 
say  in  the  Bill  what  the  measure  was 
— what  ought  to  be  found  in  it,  and 
what  ought  not.  He  believed  it  con- 
ferred on  the  tenants  of  Ireland  a  very 
valuable  right,  giving  not  merely  a  rea- 
sonable expectation,  but  something  more 
— it  enabled  them  to  continue  undis- 
turbed in  the  occupation  of  their  hold- 
ing, so  long  as  they  fulfilled  certain  sta- 
tutory conditions.  That  went  quite  two- 
fifths  of  the  way  towards  giving  what 
had  been  sometimes  called  the  **  three 
F's,"  and  sometimes  '*  perpetuity  of 
tenure."  The  great  misfortune  of  the 
position  they  were  in  was  that,  although 
these  things  were  in  the  Bill,  theGk>vem- 
ment  would  not  acknowledge  that  such 
was  the  case.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  came  for- 
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ward  and  said  that  that  was  not  **  per* 
petuity  of  tenure,"  but  that  it  wa»  "  con- 
tinuity of  occupation" 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  Foa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  I  do  not  beliere 
that  I  used  that  expression  at  all. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  he  should  be  sorry  to  misrepresent 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man ;  but  he  had  actually  taken  down 
the  words  which  had  been  used.  Be- 
tween perpetuity  of  tenure  and  con- 
tinuity of  occupation  he  failed  to  see 
any  difference;  but  perhaps  an  Irish 
lawyer  might.  He  had  voted  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  because  it 
contained  an  admission  of  that  which  he 
had  always  believed  in  in  regard  to 
small  tenants  in  Ireland — namely,  that 
in  regard  to  holdings  below  a  certain 
amount  in  value  they  could  not  main- 
tain freedom  of  contract  or  anything  of 
that  kind.  He  believed  that  in  the  case 
of  tenancies  above  a  certain  value  thej 
might  leave  everjrthing  to  freedom  of 
contract;  but  with  regard  to  small 
tenants,  it  was  necessary  to  give  them 
a  certain  determined  right,  and  a  cer- 
tain determined  interest,  such  as  ex- 
isted in  Ulster.  That  interest  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
attempted  to  define  as  ''  continuity  of 
occupation."  He  (Lord  Edmond  Fitx- 
maurice),  however,  did  not  shrink  from 
defining  the  tenant's  interest  as  the  right 
or  custom  of  yearly  tenants  to  continue 
in  undisturbed  possession,  so  long  as 
they  acted  properly  as  tenants  and 
paid  their  rents.  This  was  what  he 
believed  to  be  the  tenant's  interest  in 
Ulster;  and  he  regretted  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  instead  of  giv- 
ing them  this  confused  and  involved 
measure,  had  not  plucked  up  their 
courage  and  given  boldly  that  which 
was  undoubtedly  in  the  Bill.  Although 
they  gave  those  rights  in  the  Bill,  they 
gave  them  in  such  a  confused  manner 
that  the  peasant  on  the  Kerry  moun- 
tains, of  whom  he  knew  something, 
would  have  very  great  difficulty  in  un- 
derstanding that  they  had  given  him 
anything  at  all.  Therefore,  their  mea* 
sure,  although  framed  with  very  great 
troul3le,  might  fail  of  the  beneficial  effect 
they  wished  it  to  possess. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  must  remind 
the  Committee  that  the  Question  before 
it  is — **  Is  it  your  pleasure  that  the 
Amendment  be  withaniwn  ?  "    If  it  is 
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not  jonr  pleasure  snoh  discussion  as  we 
have  had  is  quite  legitimate. 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  said,  they  had 
a  right  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Gk>yem- 
ment  what  this  thing  was  that  was  to 
be  sold  by  the  tenant.  Let  it  be  little, 
or  let  it  be  much,  whatever  it  was  it 
should  be  clearly  explained  to  them. 
If  the  measure  left  the  House  in 
its 

Mr.  erVAN  :  I.  rise  to  Order.  I  re- 
spectfully submit,  Sir,  that  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  K.  H.  Paget)  is  disobeying 
your  ruling. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  did  not  give  it 
as  a  ruling ;  but,  finding  that  the  dis- 
cussion was  a  very  long  one,  I  reminded 
the  Committee  of  what  the  Question 
really  was. 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  said,  he  wished  to 
refer  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  who  had  complained,  with  great 
justice,  that  the  interest  of  the  tenant 
had  been  left  undefined  in  the  Act  of 
1870.  One  hon.  Member  after  another 
had  been  obliged  to  admit  that  one  of 
the  great  causes  of  the  present  difficulty 
was  that  the  Act  of  1870  had  left  things 
in  a  state  of  confusion.  No  doubt  some- 
thing was  given,  or  intended  to  be  given ; 
but  that  something  was  not  defined.  He 
ventured  to  say,  without  contradiction, 
that  if  the  Bill  left  that  House  in  its  pre- 
sent state,  indefinite  apd  uncertain,  it 
would  prove  no  more  a  settlement  of  the 
question  than  the  Act  of  1870.  That 
Act  failed  because  the  House  did  not 
know  what  it  gave,  and  if  it  was  in- 
tended to  give  something  the  House 
ought  to  know  what  it  was. 

Mr.  WARTON  regretted  that  the 
Amendment  was  about  to  be  withdrawn, 
because  the  more  time  was  spent  in 
getting  from  the  Government  something 
Uke  a  clear  statement  as  to  what  was  really 
to  be  given  to  the  tenant,  the  more  would 
the  way  be  smoothed.  Nothing  was  ob- 
tained from  the  Government  but  confused 
and  indistinct  statements.  One  evening 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentlt^man  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law) 
used  the  word  **  deduction,"  and  the  next 
official  disavowed  it.  There  had  never 
been  one  decided  statement,  and  he  ^  Mr. 
Warton)  believed  the  Government  in- 
tended to  leave  the  matter  in  confusion 
in  order  that  the  country  should  not 
know  what  it  was  that  was  taken  from 
the  landlord  and  given  to  the  tenant. 


He  warned  that  Government  that  the  Bill 
would  go  to  "  another  place." 

Mr.  TILLETT  asked  whether  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member's  remarks  were 
in  Order? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is  not  in  Order. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  there  seemed  to 
be  a  determination  on  the  other  side  to 
prevent  discussion.  He  was  giving  the 
Gx>vernment  a  friendly  warning,  in  order 
that  they  might  avoid  a  collision  be- 
tween the  two  Houses.  They  wanted 
to  provoke  a  collision,  and  in  such  a 
way  that  they  should  get  the  best  of  it ; 
but  the  way  to  prevent  that  was  to  send 
the  Bill  to  **  another  place  "  with  a  clear 
definition.  To  send  it  up  in  a  confused 
state,  so  that  the  country  would  see  that 
one  House  refused  to  have  a  clear  defi- 
nition, while  the  other  wanted  it,  would 
not  be  to  the  interest  of  the  Government. 
There  were  men  in  ''  another  place " 
who  would  g^ve  a  clear  definition  to  the 
object  of  the  Bill.  In  1870  something 
was  taken  away,  and  the  Government 
were  now  going  to  take  something  more 
away.  The  Prime  Minister  had  said 
that,  in  addition  to  the  value  of  his  im- 
provements, the  tenant  was  entitled  to 
something  else,  he  having  paid  the  com- 
petition rent.  It  was  put  somewhat  in 
this  way.  First,  there  was  the  land 
hunger,  and  it  was  assumed  that  that 
existed  on  every  farm  in  Ireland.  There 
mfght  be  places  where  it  did  not  pre- 
vail ;  but  supposing  it  did  exist,  and  the 
competition  rent  of  a  farm  was  forced  up 
from  £400  to  £500,  then,  as  he  under- 
stood the  Premier,  if  a  tenant  paid  £100 
more  than  the  farm  was  worth,  that 
would  give  him  a  property  in  the  farm. 
He  should  say  it  should  be  the  other  way; 
but  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  giVe 
every  tenant,  whether  he  paid  a  fair 
rent — or  on  some  properties  more  or  less 
than  the  value — something  else.  This 
iron  rule  was  to  be  applied  alike  to  the 
Ulster  tenants  and  to  others ;  and  the 
man  who  had  not  paid  was  to  be  put  in 
the  same  position  as  the  man  who  had. 
Then  there  was  another  thing,  the  desire 
to  benefit  present  tenants  only.  Present 
tenants  were  to  be  benefited ;  but  the 
Government  cared  nothing  about  the 
landlords  or  the  future  tenants.  That 
was  why  the  Bill  was  a  premium  to  agi- 
tation. 

Lord  ELCHO  thought  the  Committee 
wasetitled  to  have  acl  ear  definition  from 
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the  Goyemmenty  for  tbey  oould  not  legis- 
late without  knowing  the  meaning  and 
intention  of  the  Government.  He  trnsted 
the  Government  would  reconsider  the 
matter,  and  before  the  clause  passed  say 
clearly  what  they  considered  to  be  the 
tenant's  interest,  which,  in  fixing  the 
rent,  the  Court  would  have, to  take  into 
account. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  thought  the  Mover  and 
supporters  of  the  Amendment  were  more 
or  less  unreasonable  ;  because,  if  the 
Amendment  was  carried,  it  would  take 
away  something  which  the  Act  of  1870 
gave.  At  the  same  time,  he  thought  the 
opponents  of  the  Amendment  had  some 
cause  for  complaint  against  the  Govern- 
ment, for  the  Government  seemed  to 
leave  a  great  deal  to  chance;  and  he 
would  suggest  to  them,  as  much  for  the 
satisfaction  of  the  friends  of  the  tenant 
as  of  those  of  the  landlord,  to  be  a  little 
more  clear  in  their  definitions  with  re- 
gard to  some  parts  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Me.  STAVELEY  HILL  said,  he  did 
not  propose  to  make  a  speech  upon  his 
Amendment;  but  he  proposed  in  page  1 , 
line  8,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*  his ''  and 
insert  the  words  **  any  interest  he  has 
in  such,"  and  so  make  the  clause  simpler 
to  the  end  of  it.  He  believed  his  Amend- 
ment would  be  a  clearer  definition,  and 
would  do  more  justice  than  the  clause  .as 
it  stood. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
8,  to  leave  out  "his,**  and  insert  "any 
interest  he  has  in  such.** — {Mr.  Staveley 
Eill) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  his'  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  proposed 
words  were  quite  unnecessary,  and  ex- 
plained that  "  tenancy,"  according  to  the 
Definition  Clause,  meant  the  interest 
the  tenant  had  in  his  holding.  It  was 
more  convenient  to  use  one  than  half-a- 
dozen  words,  and  the  Bill  had  been 
framed  with  a  view  to  using  the  word 
"tenancy**  throughout.  The  change 
was  at  most  only  a  verbal  one,  and  he 
should  prefer  to  retain  the  words  in  the 
clause. 

Mr.  staveley  HILL  thought  "in- 
terest** was  very  little  longer  than 
"tenancy;**  but  after  what  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  said 
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he  would  not  put  the  Committee  to  the 
trouble  of  dividing. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  pointed 
out  that  the  words  proposed  by  his  hoiu 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Staveley  Hill) 
were  used  in  Clause  7,  and  he  thooght 
they  might  be  used  in  Clause  1 . 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Captain  AYLMER  proposed,  aa  aa 
Amendment,  to  leaye  out,  in  page    1, 
line   8,   the  words  **  for  the  best  price 
that  pan  be  got  for  the  same.*'     It  was 
one  thing  to  tell  a  man  to  sell  something 
which  was  not  defined ;  but  it  waa  not 
necessary  to  add  *'  the  best  price  to  be 
got  for  the  same.**     He  thought  that 
was  going  too  far,  and  the  words  were 
also  contradictory,  because  further  on 
in  the  clause  it  would  be  seen  that,  un- 
der certain  circumstances,  the  higheet 
possible  price  could  not  be  obtained.    If 
a  landlord  wished  to  make  use  of  his 
pre-emptive  right,  he  would  have  to  go 
to  the  Court  to  fix  the  price.    The  Coort 
would  naturally  fix  a  fair  and  just  price 
between  the  parties,  and  it  would  be 
contradictory  for  ^he  tenant  to  say  he 
would  get  a  higher  price,  and  that  the 
Bill  said  he  was  to  get  the  best  price  he 
could.     He  would  be  dissatisfied,  and 
his  confidence  in  the  Court  would   be 
shaken.     He  did  not  wish  to  go  over 
the  question  of  what  tenant  right  was ; 
but  it  was  almost  impossible  to  avoid 
doing  so,  because  the  Bill  was  so  much 
involved.     The  Prime  Minister  had  in- 
variably said  the  tenant  right  was  to 
be  limited.     But  how  ?    It  might   be 
limited  by  a  clause  saying  the  tenant 
might  sell  this  or  that ;  but  they  most 
restrict  the  price.     He  had  never  been 
able  to  find  out  what  the  interest  was ; 
and  there  should  be  some  principle  by 
which  the  landlord  and  the  Court  and 
everybody  concerned  could  know  what 
they  had  to  deal  with.     The  landlord 
would  think  it  hard  if  the  pre-emptive 
clause  forced  him  to  pay  the  higheet 
price  to  be  got  in  the  market — namely, 
a  fancy  price  for  a  fictitious  value.     He 
believed,  as  the  Bill  proceeded,  it  would 
be  necessary  to  introduce  some  restric- 
tions ;    but  it  was  unwise  to  hamper 
themselves  at  the  beginning  by  sayixi^ 
**  the  highest  price  to  be  obtained."     It 
was  sufficient  to  say  the  tenant  might 
sell.     There  was  another  point  worthj 
of  attention.     The  tenants  in  Ireland 
had  always  been  eeaily  misled;  they 
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neTer  oared  to  stud  j  Acts  of  Parliament, 
and  the  very  Ist  clause  of  this  Bill,  tell- 
ing them  to  get  the  highest  price,  would 
lead  them  to  imagine  themselves  with 
their  pockets  full  of  money.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  concluded  by  mov- 
ing the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1 ,  line 
8,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  **  for,"  to 
the  word  '*  same,"  in  line  9. — {Captain 
Aylm$r,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
*  for '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Me.  MACFARLANE  thought  the 
Amendment  involved  almost  a  truism. 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
prevent  the  Bill  from  saying  that  the 
tenant  should  sell  for  the  best  price. 
He  did  not  think  it  at  all  necessary  to 
say  that,  because  the  tenant  would  sell 
for  the  best  price  he  could  get,  and  the 
Amendment  was  only  a  verbal  one, 
which  it  was  not  worth  while  to  discuss 
at  any  length.  The  tenant  would  not 
sell  except  for  the  best  price,  and  it  was 
a  matter  of  little  practical  importance 
whether  the  words  were  left  in  or  not. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
would  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  LITTON  observed,  that  the 
Amendment  must  be  taken  in  connec- 
tion with  other  Amendments  on  the 
Paper,  which  were  limited  to  the  right 
of  free  sale.  The  way  to  look  at  it  was 
this.  The  Ulster  Custom  was  originally 
an  unrestricted  right  of  free  sale ;  but 
recently  it  had  been  restricted  by  office 
rules.  The  first  lines  of  the  Bill  con- 
tained a  declaration  that  the  tenant 
should  sell  for  the  best  price.  That  re- 
cognized the  right  of  the  tenant  to  get 
the  best  price;  but  if  these  words  were 
struck  out,  that  would  enable  the  land- 
lord to  come  in  and  say — '*  You  may  sell, 
but  we  will  restrict  the  price."  The 
words  oould  do  no  harm,  and  he  hoped 
they  would  be  retained. 

Mb.  B.  H.  PAGET  said,  that  having 
an  Amendment  very  much  to  the  same 
effect  as  this,  he  would  state  the  reasons 
why  he  thought  the  words  should  be 
omitted.  He  did  not  object  that  the 
words  were  too  indefinite ;  on  the  con- 
trary, they  definitely  stated  that  the 
price  for  which  the  article  was  to  be 
•old  was  to  be  the  very  best  price.  They 
defined  that  only  too  well,  because  they 
aatablished  an  inoonslBtenoy  with  sub- 


section 3  of  the  clause,  according  to 
which,  in  certain  cases  of  disagreement 
as  to  the  price,  the  price  was  to  be 
settled  by  the  Court ;  and  if  the  words 
"the  best  price"  remained  in  the  Bill 
it  would  be  clearly  held  in  Court,  when 
the  Court  was  called  upon  to  decide 
the  value  of  a  tenancy  for  sale,  that  the 
principle  of  assessment  and  value  had 
been  laid  down  in  the  Act.  There  would 
be  no  limitation,  and  whatever  the  ten- 
ant had  to  sell,  he  was  to  get  the  '*  best 
price"  for  it ;  and  it  would  become  a 
nice  question  whether  the  Court  would 
have  to  define,  not  only  what  it  was 
that  the  tenant  had  to  sell,  but  what 
the  best  price  was  to  be.  If  the  price 
was  to  be  defined  as  the  best  price, 
what  would  be  the  best  price?  The 
open  unrestricted  market  price.  He 
wanted  to  understand  where  they  were 
in  this  matter.  There  were  many  reasons 
for  omitting  these  words.  He  recognized 
to  the  fullest  extent  the  Ulster  Custom — 
not  because  he  approved  of  the  theory 
of  tenant  right,  but  because  the  system 
had  grown  up  and  he  was  not  g^ing  to 
disturb  it.  But  they  were  dealing  now 
with  cases  in  the  South  of  Ireland  where 
there  was  no  such  custom;  they  were 
dealing  with  a  number  of  cases  in  parts 
where  all  kinds  of  habits  and  customs 
were  in  vog^e.  It  was  said  that  in  many 
cases  estates  were  managed  on  the  Eng- 
lish principle,  and  improvements  were 
made  by  the  landlord  and  not  by  the 
tenant.  One  of  the  great  difficulties  of 
the  Bill  was  that  it  proposed  to  proceed 
on  one  system  with  regard  to  aU  kinds 
of  tenancies.  Suppose  a  tenant  had 
entered  a  holding  without  paying  any- 
thing, and  in  a  few  years,  without  hav- 
ing made  any  improvements,  he  desired 
to  leave  and  to  sell  his  interest,  what 
sort  of  interest  could  he  be  considered 
to  have  created  ?  He  had  made  no  im- 
provements and  spent  no  money  on  the 
farm ;  and  yet,  according  to  the  Bill,  he 
would  be  enabled  to  sell  for  the  best 
price  that  to  which  he  had  no  legal  right 
by  any  action  of  his  own.  That  would 
establish,  in  such  cases,  a  usage  which 
had  never  before  existed,  and  by  which 
a  tenant  would  obtain  property  to  which 
he  had  not  contributed  one  sou.  There 
was  another  reason  for  the  Amendment. 
Thoy  had  been  constantly  assured  that 
it  was  intended  to  deal  out  even-handed 
justice  as  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
If  the  State  thought  fit  to  restrain  the 
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authority  of  the  landlord  and  prevent  him 
from  dealing  in  open  market  and  getting 
the  best  price  he  could  in  the  way  of 
rent  for  his  farm — and  he  was  not  con- 
tending against  that  principle,  for  it 
might  be  quite  necessary  to  do  so — 
even-handed  justice  demanded  that  if, 
on  the  one  hand,  they  limited  the  inte- 
rest of  the  landlord  by  preventing  his 
going  into  open  market,  on  the  other 
hand  they  should  limit  the  right  of  the 
tenant  to  go  into  open  market.  It 
seemed  to  him  the  commonest  act  of 
justice  to  treat  the  landlord  and  the  ten- 
ant equally  in  this  matter.  But  there 
was  another  reason,  which  he  considered 
stronger  still,  for  these  words  to  be 
omitted.  They  were  dealing  with  Ire- 
land, unfortunately,  in  a  state  in  which 
they  would  not  wish  to  see  it.  Ireland's 
misfortunes  existed,  despite  the  fact  that 
in  the  last  few  years  many  remedial 
measures  had  been  passed  with  the  ob- 
ject and  intention  of  iniproving  the  con- 
dition of  the  people.  If  that  was  the 
condition  of  Ireland  despite  those  Acts 
— he  might  almost  say  owing  to  those 
very  Acte 

Mr.  BIGGAE  rose  to  Order,  and 
asked  whether  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
E.  H.  Paget)  was  speaking  to  the 
Amendment  before  the  Committee  ? 

Mr.  E  H.  PAGET  said,  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oavan  would  have  a  few 
minutes'  patience,  he  would  see  that  the 
remarks  had  some  bearing  on  the  point. 
The  Encumbered  Estates  Act  had  in- 
duced speculation  and  jobbing 

Mr.  O'KELLY  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  what  that  Act  had  to  do 
with  the  Amendment  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  I  am  waiting  to 
see  whether  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  E. 
H.  Paget)  does  make  his  remarks  ap- 
plicable to  the  Question. 

Mr.  E.  H.  PAGET,  again  resuming, 
said,  he  maintained  that  the  Encumbered 
Estates  Act  had  failed  in  a  large  mea- 
sure, and  was  responsible  for  much  of 
the  present  state  of  things  in  Ireland. 
He  contended  also  that  the  Act  of  1870 
was  likewise  responsible,  and  that  under 
that  Act  there  had  grown  up  exorbitant 
rents  which  had  led  to  the  present  dis- 
turbances. Why  did  those  two  Acts 
fail?  Because,  in  spite  of  them,  ex- 
travagant rents  had  grown  up,  and  there 
had  been  undue  competition  for  land. 
Competition  for  land  had  caused  the 
failure  of  those  Acts ;  and  he  wished  to 
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prove  that  if  the  present  Bill 
as  it  was,  unamended  in  this  particolar 
respect,  there  would  be  the  same  com- 
petition and  the  same  result.  To  nve 
the  tenant  the  power  to  get  the  best 
possible  price  would  give  rise  with  the 
most  absolute  certainty  to  this— step  by 
step,  as  each  successive  occupier  went 
into  a  holding,  the  amount  of  payment 
would  be  more  emd  more  heavy;  that 
would  continue,  and  although  the  land- 
lord would  be  unable  to  get  ^d.  more 
of  rent,  the  tenflint  would  be  unre- 
stricted in  selling  his  interest,  and 
the  value  would  go  on  increasing  iintil 
the  rents  would  be  as  exorbitant  as 
ever.  The  term  *'  the  beet  price  "  might 
satisfy  the  present  tenant,  and  the  pre- 
sent landlord  ;  but  they  alone  were  not 
to  be  considered.  How  would  the  Act 
affect  the  future  tenants  ?  He  believed 
it  would  lead  to  those  exorbitant  rents 
which  were  one  of  the  chief  causes  of 
Ireland's  difficulties.  But  how  as  to  the 
future  landlord?  If  exorbitant  rents 
existed  in  future,  the  tenants  who  paid 
them  would  never  stop  to  consider  that 
the  landlord  was  not  to  blame ;  but  that 
they  were  due  to  the  fact  that  they  them- 
selves on  entering  tenancies  paid  extra- 
vagant prices  for  what  they  bought.  If 
the  story  of  landhunger  was  true;  if 
men  would  still  continue  to  commit  the 
folly  of  bidding  against  each  other,  and 
paying  for  occupation  a  great  deal  more 
than  it  was  worth,  what  would  be  the 
inevitable  result  ?  The  successful  com- 
petitor would  be  launched  by  his  suc- 
cess on  the  high  road  to  ruin,  and 
his  only  possible  escape  would  be  to 
sell  to  some  equally  deluded  nurchaser. 
With  their  experience  it  would  be  mad- 
ness to  deal  only  with  present  landlords 
and  present  tenants.  Everybody  wished 
to  restore  peace  and  prosperity  to  Ire- 
land ;  and  if  they  took  a  lesson  from  the 
past,  and  appUed  that  to  the  present 
difficulties,  they  might  hope  for  a 
happier  future  for  Ireland.  But  if 
these  words  were  left  he  believed  thej 
would  have  but  one  effect — to  prepare 
for  Ireland  a  certain  future  of  exorbi- 
tant rents.  He  hoped  the  appeal  to  the 
Government  would  not  be  vain  on  this 
point.  There  was  nothing  in  the  Amend- 
ment out  of  harmony  with  the  principle 
of  the  Bill.  The  pnociple  of  the  Bill 
was  not  absolutely  uudiluted  free  sale. 
It  was  conditional  free  sale,  and  the 
object  of  the  Amendment  he  propoeed  to 
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move  was  to  infuse  into  that  free  sale 
the  principle  of  justice.  He  believed  it 
would  secure  the  fullest  right  to  the 
tenant  without  injury  to  the  landlord. 

Mb.  BIOOAE  said,  that  with  ref^rd 
to  these  Amendments  by  English  Mem- 
bers, he  would  suggest  that  inasmuch  as 
this  was  a  Bill  entirely  affecting  Irish 
Members,  it  would  be  well  if  English 
Members  abstained  from  taking  part 
in  the  discussion.  As  to  the  particular 
Amendment  before  the  Committee,  he 
hoped  the  GK>yernment  would  not  agree 
to  it,  and  for  this  reason,  that,  after 
all,  the  best  test  of  the  value  of  any 
article  was  what  it  would  fetch  in  the 
open  market.  It  was  very  desirable  the 
clause  should  remain  unchanged.  Fi*o- 
yision  was  made  in  a  subsequent  part  of 
the  clause  that  the  holding  might  be 
taken  into  the  possession  of  the  landlord, 
and  if  these  words  were  struck  out,  there 
would  be  nothing  to  show  what  the  land- 
lord was  to  g^ve.  It  was  argued  that 
tenants  were  very  likely  to  give  too  high 
a  price  for  a  holding,  and  that  they 
might  impoverish  themselves.  Hon. 
Members  who  argued  in  this  way  forgot 
that  in  most  of  these  cases  the  tenants 
probably  had  money  lying  in  various 
oanks  and  bearing  interest  at  1  and  \^ 
per  cent,  and,  taking  that  into  account. 
It  would  be  found  that  althoagh  a  very 
largo  number  of  years'  purchase  mieht 
bo  given,  the  price  coula  not  be  called 
exorbitant.  No  tangible  reason  had 
been  c^ven  for  the  acceptance  of  the 
Amendment. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  the 
Amendment  now  before  the  Committee 
was  to  strike  out  certain  words  which 
cithor  had  or  had  not  any  meaning.  He 
bolieved  they  had  a  distinct  meaning, 
and  tborefore  he  was  disposed  to  sup- 
port the  Amendment.  What  was  the 
condition  of  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  con- 
trasted with  those  who  wished  to  become 
tenants?  Speaking  roughly,  ho  might 
say  there  were  some  600,000  men  at 
present  in  the  occupation  of  land,  and 
thore  were  some  4()0,000  who  wished  U> 
become  tenants.  Now,  the  clause  as  it 
stood  gave  an  enormous  advantage  to 
the  600,000  at  the  expense  of  the 
400,000.  The  whole  measure  was  sup- 
ported up)n  the  idea  that  the  "  land 
nunger  '*  was  so  great  that  the  tenants 
must  be  protected  against  the  landlord". 
But  what  class  of  Irishmen  were  most 
possessed  of  this  hunger?    Was  it  that 
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class  already  in  the  occupation  of  land,  or 
that  class  who  were  not  in  occupation,  but 
who  wished  to  become  so;  and  which 
class  was  most  deserving  of  the  protec- 
tion of  the  Legislature  ?  Why,  clearly 
the  latter,  and  not  the  former.  The 
clause  as  it  stood  was  entirely  in  favour 
of  the  existing  race  of  tenant  farmers, 
and  against  the  400,000  who  wished  to 
become  tenants.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar), 
following  the  lead  of  the  Prime  Minister 
the  other  night,  defended  the  clause  as 
at  present  framed,  on  the  ground  that 
after  all  a  bargain  made  in  the  open 
market  was  the  best.  If  there  was  any- 
thing just  in  the  principle  of  the  BiU,  it 
was  ten  times  more  just  to  limit  the 

Eurchase-money  which  was  to  be  paid 
y  these  most  dependent  people  in  Ire- 
land to  the  men  who  were  now  in  pos- 
session. It  seemed  to  him  the  Bill,  as 
drawn,  was  nothing  more  or  less  than, 
one  huge  bribe  to  the  men  in  occupation. 
These  men  were  a  very  powerful  class 
politically ;  but  it  was  said  that  socially 
and  morally  they  were  without  power. 
It  was  a  great  bribe  to  this  class  at  the 
expense  of  their  landlords  on  the  one 
side,  and  against  the  interests  of  the  in- 
coming tenants  or  would-be  tenants  of 
Ireland,  who,  politically  speaking,  were 
a  powerless  class  on  the  other.  The 
clause  as  now  drawn  was  essentially  un- 
fair, and  he  should  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  gallant  GenUeman 
(Captain  Aylmer). 

Dr.  LYONS  pomted  out  that  the  total 
number  of  occupiers  of  agricultural  hold- 
ings in  Ireland  was,  on  the  authoritv  of 
the  Registrar  General,  not  more  than 
576,040  in  1879,  and,  by  the  present 
Census,  was  shown  to  be  not  more  than 
523,609.  What  particular  argument  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North  Lei- 
cestershire (Lord  John  Manners)  chose 
to  draw  from  the  fact  that  there  were 
400,000  labourers  in  the  position  of 
expectant  tenants,  he  (Dr.  Lyons)  was 
not  able  to  see,  because  no  one  could 
conceive  that  the  labourers  of  Ireland 
were  in  a  position  to  replace  in  any  con- 
siderable number  the  present  tenant 
occupiers.  It  might  be  a  very  desirable 
thing  at  a  later  stage  of  the  Bill  to  dis- 
cuss whether  additional  provision  should 
not  be  made  to  place  a  certain  portion  of 
the  labouring  class  upon  the  waste  lands. 
That  was  entirely  beside  the  question  at 
proftont.     An  absolute  necessity  existed 
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for  retaining  the  words  in  the  clause,  or 
for  substituting  some  other  words  which 
should  preserve  to  the  occupying  tenant 
the  right  of  selling  his  holding.  This  was 
really  one  of  the  most  vital  and  essential 
clauses  of  the  whole  Bill.     For  the  first 
time  for  many  centuries  in  this  country 
the  Legislature  now  proposed  to  recog- 
nize what  anyone  who  took  the  trouble 
to  inquire  into  the  historical  position  of 
the  Irish  tenant  must  and  could  easily 
find  out — namely,  that  the  tenant  had 
an  undoubted  right  to  the  position  which 
he  at  present  occupied  ;  that  he  was,  in 
fact,  the  historical  successor  of  the  pri- 
mary owner  or  occupier.  He  trusted  the 
Government  would  see  the  absolute  ne- 
cessity of  standing  firm  to  this  clause. 
There  was  no  question   whatever  that 
the  great  expectation  existing  through- 
out Ireland  was  that  there  was  now  to 
be,  not  a  confiscation,  but  a  restoration 
of  those   rights  to  which  the  tenants 
firmly  believed  they  were  entitled  by 
an  unbroken  tradition.     Unless    these 
traditional  rights  which  the  tenants  had 
in  their  hearts,  and  which  all  the  Com- 
missions plainly  showed  really  existed, 
and  were  habitually  acted  upon,  were 
fully  acknowledged,  they  would  never 
be  able  to  produce  a  condition  of  stable 
equilibrium  in  Ireland,  or  one  that  would 
give  satisfaction  to  the  Irish  tenants.    In 
point  of  fact,  the  right  to  an  occupation, 
and  a  continuous  transmission  of  occupa- 
tion in  Ireland,  was  far  more  clear  and 
far  more  ancient  in  other  Provinces  in 
Ireland  than  it  was  in  Ulster.    In  the 
Province  of  Ulster  it  dated  from  the 
reign  of  James  I.,  while  in  the  other  Pro- 
vinces it  dated  from  periods  earlier  than 
the  Desmond  confiscations  of  property  in 
the  reign  of  Elizabeth.     In  many  in- 
stances'where  large  seig^ories  were  con- 
ferred upon  the  English  settlers,  it  was 
only  upon  the  conditions  that  they  should 
plant  me  lands  and  establish  a  certain 
and  defined  number  of  tenants  upon  them, 
with  a  clearly  determined  acreage  for 
each  class  of  tenant.     It  was  worthy  of 
note  that  the  Irish  property  so  ably  re- 

£  resented  in  that  House  by  the  noble 
lOrd  the  Member  for  Barnstaple  (Lord 
Lymington),  and  on  which ''free sale'' 
eziBted  with  such  happy  results,  as  shown 
in  theeloquentspeechof  his  nobleFriend, 
was  held  in  direct  descent  from  one  of 
the  original  grantees  of  a  seignory  (Sir 
Henrv  Wallop).  It  was  said  that  it  was 
the  Act  of  1870  which  first  created  an 
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interest  in  the  tenancies  of  Ireland.  He 
believed  that  was  a  mistake,  for  that  Act 
only  went  a  short  way,  and  it  was  simply 
a  timorous  step  towards  the  reoog^tion 
by  the  Legislature  of  a  pre-existent  right; 
and  one  reason  why  it  did  not  give  full 
satisfaction  to  the  Irish  tenants  was 
that  it  did  not  recog^nize  what  the^ 
themselves  knew  very  well  from  tradi- 
tion to  be  the  fact — namely,  the  right 
they  had  to  continuous  residence  on  the 
land  they  now  occupied.  He  believed 
the  great  step  they  were  now  taking 
would  undoubtedly  have  the  effect  of 
producing  a  state  of  tranquillity  by  re- 
cog^zing  in  the  tenants  the  right  to 
dwell  in  the  lands  they  now  occupied, 
so  long  as  they  fulfilled  the  conditions 
imder  which  they  held  them.  He  would 
venture  to  cite  to  the  House  the  words 
of  the  Statute  18  Edward  I.— 

**  Lieeat  unieuigue  libera  homini  Urram  #u4Mi, 
vel  tenementum,  vtl  partem,  inde  pro  volunUUe  »u4 
vendere" 

To  the  operation  of  that  statute  miffht 
be  traced  the  g^wth  of  that  dasa  which 
in  a  shortly  subsequent  period  had  fur- 
nished the  soldiers  who  fought  at  Creasy, 
at  Poictiers,  and  at  Agincourt.  He  had 
never  heard  it  alleged  that  that  was 
a  Confiscation  or  Spoliation  Statute  as 
against  the  great  lords,  the  magnates, 
and  the  Domini  CapitaUt  of  the  Kingdom. 
He  trusted,  as  he  had  said,  that  the 
Government  would  stand  firm  upon  this 
clause,  and  he  regretted  that  any  inti- 
mation had  as  yet  been  given  that  it 
was  possible  it  might  be  altered.  He 
believed  that  nothing  would  be  more 
dangerous  with  regiml  to  the  future 
effed;  of  this  clause  than  trying  to  whittle 
it  away  or  qualify  it.  Such  a  step  would 
only  be  to  open  up  groimd  of  future 
dissension  among  the  tenants.  Anv 
attempt  made  to  minimize  or  qoali^ 
the  clause  would  only  be  laying  ground 
for  future  discontent  and  trouble.  If 
they  had  the  courage  to  take  as  their 
precedent  the  great  Statute  of  Edward  I., 
now  nearly  600  years  old,  they  would 
go  a  long  wa^  towards  putting  an  end 
to  the  dissatisfaction  and  discontent 
which  prevailed  in  Ireland,  and  in  pro- 
ducing a  condition  of  permanent  tran- 
quillity. 

Sm  ANDREW  LUSK  did  not  in- 
tend to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the 
clause  at  all,  but  would  confine  his 
remarks  to  the  Amendment,  and  he 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
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Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Law)  the  meaning  of  the 
words  "  the  beet  price  that  can  be  got." 
Was  it  not  a  very  clumsy  phrase  to  put 
in  an  Act  of  Parliament?  What  was 
the  best  price  that  could  be  got  ?  If  a 
price  were  named,  and  they  went  up  to 
a  Judge  upon  the  Bench,  with  one 
lawyer  on  tne  one  side  and  another  on 
the  other,  the  one  would  say  whatever 
the  price  was,  that  it  was  the  best  that 
could  be  got,  while  the  other  would  as 
certainly  say  that  it  was  not ;  and  where 
were  they  tnen  ?  Was  it  the  best  phrase 
that  could  be  used,  or  was  it  not  a  most 
clumsy  phrase  ?  He  did  not  find  fault 
with  the  clause ;  but  he  did  not  think  that 
the  Judge  should  be  bothered  and  an- 
noyed because  they  could  not  under- 
stand the  meaning  of  any  particular 
expression  in  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
Surely  they  would  never  dream  of  put- 
ting into  tne  clause  **  the  best  industry 
that  could  be  got,"  ''  the  best  honesty 
that  could  be  got."  No  Court  could 
understand  the  meaning  of  such  phrases. 
He  hoped  the  phrase  would  be  left  out, 
and  that  some  words  would  be  after- 
wards inserted  to  define  what  it  was 
that  was  meant.  It  was  by  such  clumsy 
legislation  that  Courts  of  Law  were 
puzzled  when  they  came  to  consider  Acts 
of  Parliament. 

Thk  ATTOENEY  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  words 
referred  to  would  occasion  no  embarrass- 
ment to  any  Judge  who  had  ever  been 
in  the  habit  of  interpreting  the  common 
trust  for  sale  which  was  contained  in  ordi- 
nary deeds.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  (Sir  Andrew  Lusk)  asked 
tho  meaning  of  the  phrase.  He  would 
tell  the  hon.  Baronet  the  meaning.  It 
moant  that  a  tenant  should  have  the 
power  of  transferring  what  was  his  to 
another  tenant  for  the  best  price  that 
could  be  got  for  it  in  the  market. 
They  did  not  mean  to  authorize  any 
restrictions,  or  to  enable  the  landlord  to 
insist  upon  the  tenant  not  selling  to  a 
stranger.  Thoy  meant,  as  a  general  rule, 
that  the  tenant  should  be  able  to  transfer 
his  property — namely,  what  belonged  to 
himself  as  distinguished  from  what  bo- 
longed  to  the  landlord — and  by  no  pos- 
sibility could  a  provision  of  that  kind 
operate  to  the  disadvantage  of  anybody. 
The  tenant  simply  transferred  property 
that  was  his  own,  and  subjected  the  land- 
lord to  no  more  injury  Uian  the  tenant 


would  be  subjected  to  by  the  landlord 
transferring  his  reversion.  The  clause 
provided  that  whatever  the  tenant  might 
have  to  sell,  he  should  be  able  to  sell  in 
the  open  market  for  the  highest  price 
that  he  could  obtain  for  it. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said,  he 
trusted,'  before  they  came  to  a  decision, 
the  Government  would  recognize  the 
immense  gravity  of  the  question  before 
them.  The  statement  just  made  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  was  not 
quite  consistent  with  the  BiU.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
that  the  clause  gave  the  tenant  the  power 
of  selling  only  what  belonged  to  him.  If 
it  only  gave  the  tenant  the  power  to  sell 
what  belonged  to  him,  why  did  they 
give  power  in  the  Bill,  if  he  sold  some- 
thing that  did  not  belong  to  him,  to  re- 
coup the  owner  ?  [The  Attobney  Ge- 
KKBAL  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law) :  Where 
is  that?]  It  was  in  that  very  clause, 
which  said  that  if  the  outgoing  tenant 
sold  the  improvements  which  the  land- 
lord had  made,  the  landlord  could  then 
claim  irom  the  person  to  whom  the  im- 
provements were  sold  the  value  of  them ; 
and  in  Clause  7  it  was  specially  provided 
that  if  the  rent  was  below  what  tne  Court 
considered  a  fair  rent,  and  the  outgoing 
tenant  sold  the  difference  between  that 
rent  and  a  fair  rent,  the  landlord  might 
get  compensation  from  the  person  to 
whom  the  property  had  been  sold.  Those 
words  in  the  feill  appeared  to  be  utterly 
inconsistent  with  the  declaration  of  tho 
Prime  Minister,  because  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  them  that  it  was  not 
intended  to  give  by  the  Bill  an  unlimited 
right  of  free  sale.  The  argument  which 
had  been  used  in  favour  of  unlimited 
right  of  free  sale  had  been  naturally 
derived  from  the  experience  gained  by 
what  was  going  on  in  Ulster.  Now,  he 
lived  a  great  deal  in  Ulster,  and  in  a  part 
of  the  county  where  the  tenant  right 
was  higher  than  almost  anywhere  else. 
It  was  perfectly  true  that  in  the  North 
of  Ireland  there  was  a  more  satisfactory 
condition  of  things  so  far  as  land  tenure 
was  concerned  than  in  other  parts  of 
Ireland ;  and  it  was  also  true  tnat  free 
ealo  was  an  ingredient  of  the  Ulster 
truant  right  system.  Therefore,  it  was 
argued  that  if  they  extended  that  system 
of  &ee  sale  to  other  parts  of  Ireland, 
they  would  establish  a  state  of  things 
as  satisfactory  as  that  which  existed  m 
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UlBter.  Now,  that  was  an  entire  illusion. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk  (Mr.  Charles  Eussell)  had  given  an 
eloquent  description  of  the  wrongs  which 
Ireland  had  so  long  been  suffering — 
social,  political,  religious,  and  commer- 
cial. But  it  must  be  remembered  that 
Ulster  was  especially  free  from  such 
disabilities.  In  the  first  place,  there 
was  a  similarity  in  creed,  an  affinity 
in  race  between  the  occupiers  and  the 
owners  of  the  soil  in  Ulster  which 
did  not  exist  in  any  other  part  of  Ire- 
land. Secondly,  they  had  concentrated 
in  the  North  of  Ireland  the  one  great 
manufacturing  industry  —  namely,  the 
cultivation  of  flax  and  the  manufacture 
of  linen.  The  enormous  advantage  of 
that  manufacturing  industry  in  Ulster 
might  be  stated  in  a  sentence.  The  in- 
crease in  the  population  of  Belfast  alone 
was  greater  than  the  increase  over  the 
whole  of  Ireland.  Outside  Ulster,  the 
population  of  no  town  had  increased; 
whereas,  in  Ulster,  the  population  of 
almost  every  town  had  increased. 
Thirdly,  there  had  never  been  among 
the  Northern  districts  the  same  dislike 
of  emigration ;  and  fourthly,  and  lastly, 
the  people  of  Ulster  had  brought  to  bear 
more  concentrated  habits  of  industry 
than  existed  elsewhere.  The  advantages 
of  tenant  right  were  self-evident  under 
these  circumstances.  Every  tenant  had 
a  riffht,  which  he  could  realize  when- 
ever ne  wanted  to  sell.  In  many  parts 
of  Ulster,  what  were  called  roadside 
evictions  were  almost  unknown — that 
was  to  say,  that  people  were  not  turned 
out  houseless  and  penniless  on  the  road- 
side. But  if  any  pressure  were  put  upon 
them,  they  could  realize  their  tenant 
right  at  once.  He  had  no  wish  to  de- 
preciate the  enormous  advantages  of 
Ulster  tenant  right ;  but  there  were  cer- 
tain disadvantages.  The  most  prepos- 
terous price  was  paid  for  tenant  right, 
80  that  a  new  tenant  came  in  rack-rented 
up  to  the  very  hilt.  Ho  had  seen  cases 
in  which  the  tenant  had  put  forward 
improvements  effected  by  we  landlord 
as  an  inducement  to  purchasers  to  buy 
the  farm,  and  had  stated  that  the  land- 
lord was  considerate,  and  would  not 
press  for  arrears.  In  Ulster,  what  were 
Known  as  ** sweeteners"  went  round 
and  forced  up  the  price  of  tenant  right, 
80  that  men  who  desired  to  obtain  land 
were  compelled  to  pay  a  tremendous 
price  for  it.    He  had  no  wish  to  attack 
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the  system  of  tenant  right  in  Ulster.  He 
approved  of  that  part  of  the  Bill  which 
prevented  the  rifiphts  of  the  tenant  from 
being  confiscatea  at  the  termination  of 
a  lease.  Therefore,  he  was  not  arguing 
against  the  question  of  tenant  right; 
but  he  contended  that  that  clause  did 
not  apply  to  Ulster  tenant  rieht.  And 
he  would  go  further,  and  say  tnat  wher- 
ever the  Ulster  tenant  right  did  here- 
after apply  to  a  tenancy,  the  principle 
of  free  sale  should  be  eiven  to  the  ten- 
ant. They  knew  the  advantage  of  the 
Ulster  Custom,  and  its  disadvantages 
also.  Then,  could  not  they,  in  the  new 
statutory  tenant  right  they  were  about 
to  apply  all  over  Ireland,  give  to  the 
tenant  all  that  he  could  justly  daim, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  g^ve  it  to  him 
free  from  the  unquestionable  daneer 
which  attended  unlimited  free  sale? 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  (Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  said 
he  had  never  known  a  case  where  the 
incoming  tenant  was  not  wealthier  than 
the  outgoing  tenant.  That  meant  that 
the  only  tenants  in  future  would  be  rich 
ones.  Another  argument  which  natur- 
ally occurred  why  Ulster  tenant  right 
remained  so  hira  was,  that  very  few 
farms  changed  hands.  That  being  so, 
it  would  appear  to  follow  that  the  effi- 
cacy of  the  proposed  arrangements  would 
be  shown  in  their  being  practically  in- 
operative. He  quite  agreed  that  as 
the  House,  by  a  large  majority,  had 
assented  to  the  second  readmg  of  the 
Bill,  and  as  the  condition  of  Ir^and  was 
very  critical,  it  was  the  duty  of  all  of 
them  to  point  out  any  dangers  that 
existed,  in  order  to  make  the  remedies 
as  complete  as  possible.  There  was  one 
suggestion  which  he  himself  would  make 
to  the  House,  and  he  had  placed  an 
Amendment  on  p&go  4  of  tne  Paper 
with  that  view.  He  would  give  to 
every  tenancy  to  which  the  Ulster  Cus- 
tom at  the  present  moment  applied,  or 
to  which  it  might  hereafter  ap{Mv,  with 
the  consent  of  the  landlord,  an  unlimited 
right  of  free  sale.  But  to  those  tenan- 
cies to  which  that  section  applied  out- 
side Ulster,  he  would  give  the  landlord 
power  in  any  case  to  ask  the  Court 
to  value  the  tenancy  the  tenant  pro- 
posed to  sell ;  and  in  this  way  a  ten- 
ant would  get  complete  security  for 
his  improvements  and  for  any  interest 
he  might  have.  But  if  they  did  not 
enact  some  such  limitation  as  that,  they 
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might  find  themselves  inyolved  in  yerj 
great  difficulties.  He  might  enumerate 
one  or  two  which  unquestionably  would 
occur.  It  was  difficult,  however,  to 
raise  the  question  without  referring  to 
Clause  7,  which  affected  rent.  He  would 
illustrate  his  meaning  by  a  casual  refer- 
ence to  that  clause.  The  reason  why 
the  Gt>vemment  brought  in  this  Biu 
was,  he  understood,  that  owing  to  the 
land  hunger  which  existed  the  prices 
given  for  land  were  very  high,  and  that 
the  landlord  took  advantage  of  this  land 
hunger  to  charge  excessive  rents.  The 
Bill  said — *'  You  shall  have  a  rent  as- 
signed to  you  by  the  Court,  and  not  one 
farthing  more  shall  you  get;"  and  to 
the  tenant  they  said — **  lu>u  shall  sell 
your  share  for  the  maximum  competitive 
price  you  can  get  in  the  market.'^  Then 
what  followed  ?  It  was  a  matter  of  cer- 
tainty that  if  the  landlord's  interest  was 
so  reg^ated  by  statute  as  to  prevent 
him  getting  one  farthing  of  this  inflated 
price  for  land,  and  the  tenant  could  get 
what  price  he  could  obtain,  that  ne 
would  get  the  inflated  value,  not  only 
on  his  share,  but  on  the  landlord's 
share  al^.  This  was  what  did  happen 
now,  and  would  happen  again.  Then 
what  did  they  do  ?  They  deducted  tho 
interest  they  had  given  to  the  tenant 
from  the  commercial  or  full  value  of 
the  farm.  He  had  talked  pretty  often 
to  the  farmers  of  the  North  of  Ire- 
land about  their  tenant  right,  and  the 
argument  they  always  used  was  this 
— **  We  have  a  property  in  this  farm." 
Had  the  Prime  Minister  ever  attemptt^d 
to  define  what  that  interest  was?  It 
was  tho  simple  definition  of  **  pounds, 
shillings,  and  pence; "  and  if,  hereafter, 
any  landlord  allowed  any  tenant  to  sell 
any  portion  of  his  interest,  and  the  in- 
coming tenant  had  paid  money  for  it, 
the  tenant  would  regard  the  sum  he  had 
so  paid  as  a  pecuniary  charge  upon  that 
farm.  It  would  naturally  be  suggested 
at  once  to  that  tenant,  that  if  hereafter, 
owing  to  a  fall  of  prices,  or  to  a  series 
of  bad  years,  he  could  not  realize  in  tho 
market  the  money  he  had  given  for  that 
interest,  it  was  due  to  the  rent  being 
too  high.  That  had  happened  before, 
and  would  happen  again;  and  what 
were  they  going  to  do  under  the 
Bill  ?  A  great  deal  had  been  said  as  to 
the  satisfactory  relations  which  existed 
between  Ijord  PortsmouUi  and  his 
tenants.     No  doubt,  Lord  Portsmouth 


treated  his  tenants  with  kindness  and 
consideration  ;  but  his  estates  were  in  a 
different  position  from  the  majority  of 
estates.  The  land  was  exceptionally 
good  ;  there  were  no  holdings  under  20 
acres ;  and,  lastly,  it  was  situated  close 
to  an  excellent  market — the  town  of 
Enniscorthy.  If  those  conditions  ex- 
isted elsewhere,  they  would  not  have 
the  Irish  difficulty  to  deal  with ;  and  it 
was  because  they  did  not  exist  that  they 
were  called  upon  to  deal  with  it.  There- 
fore, they  could  not  draw  any  conclusion 
from  what  was  the  result  of  unlimited 
free  sale  on  Lord  Portsmouth's  estate. 
The  fact  was,  that  if  they  split  an  Irish 
tenancy  into  two,  the  two  halves  would 
exceed  the  whole.  It  was  a  curious 
fact,  but  it  was  so.  He  challenged  con- 
tradiction of  the  statement  that  if  the 
landlord  bought  the  tenant  right  on  his 
farms,  he  would  get  a  better  price  by 
keeping  them  separate  than  by  amalga- 
mating them.  If  this  clause  passed  in 
its  present  shape,  he  was  afraid  that  the 
result  would  be  that  the  landlords  whose 
rents  would  be  most  reduced  would  be 
those  who  had  shown  the  g^reatest  con- 
sideration for  their  tenants.  It  was  ad- 
mitted that  rent  regulated  tenant  right— > 
that  was  to  say,  the  higher  the  rent  the 
lower  the  tenant  right.  If  that  was  so, 
the  position  could  not  be  reversed;  it 
could  not  be  said  that  unlimited  tenant 
right  meant  higher  rents.  It  was  an 
entire  fallacy  to  assume  that  rents  in  the 
North  of  Ireland  were  so  much  higher 
than  they  were  elsewhere,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  existence  of  tenant  right. 
Rents  were  higher  because  in  that  part 
of  the  country  there  were  a  certain 
number  of  towns,  each  with  a  largely 
increasing  population,  which  afforaed 
better  markets  for  the  produce  of  the 
neighbouring  farms.  Having  advanced 
what  he  considered  to  be  good  reasons 
why  the  words  *'  for  the  best  price  that 
can  be  got  for  the  same  "  should  not 
stand  in  this  section,  he  said  he  was 
anxious,  in  every  possible  way,  to  pro- 
tect the  Ulster  Custom.  At  the  same 
time,  he  thought  the  Committee  would 
be  acting  unwisely  deliberately  to  ignore 
the  experience  derived  from  the  work- 
ing of  that  custom  during  some  years. 
Some  years  ago,  when  the  Prussians 
had  beaten  the  French,  it  was  deter- 
mined to  adopt  in  England  the  short- 
service  system,  in  spite  of  the  waminKs 
that   tho  eouditions  of  its  success    m 
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Prussia  were  wanting  here;  and  the 
result  had  been  recurring  difficulties, 
which  could  be  met  only  by  expendi- 
ture. The  defects  of  Army  organization 
might  be  remedied  by  the  expenditure 
of  money;  but  if  we  now  insisted  on 
an  unlimited  extension  of  tenant  right 
in  Ireland,  ignoring  the  disadvantages 
which  accompanied  it  in  Ulster,  we 
should  not  find  it  easy,  by  expenditure 
or  any  future  le^slation,  to  remedy  the 
mistake.  We  should  be  giving  every 
tenant  a  right  in  his  tenancy,  the  value 
of  which  would  vary  as  the  landlord 
was  good  or  bad,  and  the  better  he  was, 
the  higher  would  be  the  tenant's  in- 
terest. This  seemed  to  him  very  hard 
upon  those  who  treated  their  tenants 
well.  On  those  groimds,  he  asked  the 
serious  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
his  proposal,  which  was  to  protect  the 
Ulster  Custom  where  it  now  existed,  or 
where,  hereafter,  it  might  exist,  but  to 
prevent  a  tenant  selling  that  which  un- 
questionably did  not  belong  to  him,  be- 
cause hereafter  he  would  claim  it  as  his 
property,  and  that  claim  would  have  to 
DO  made  good. 

Mr.  8HAW  said,  he  had  listened  with 
interest  to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord  George 
Hamilton),  who  spoke  with  g^at  fairness 
as  well  as  knowledge  of  the  subject.  The 
question  of  Ulster  tenant  right  occupied 
a  large  share  of  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  which  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  had 
served.  Evidence  of  all  kinds  had  been 
laid  before  them,  and  they  had  endea- 
voured to  find  out,  as  far  as  they  could, 
the  defects  of  the  system,  and  how  they 
could  be  remedied.  The  result  of  their 
investigations  was  that,  according  to  the 
experience  of  every  man  who  knew  the 
country,  it  was  not  of  the  slightest  use 
to  attempt  to  limit  the  Ulster  Custom, 
and  that  any  attempt  to  do  so  must  end 
in  failure.  None  of  the  office  rules  that 
it  should  be  limited  either  to  five  or 
10  years'  purchase  had  been  effective; 
for  when  a  sale  took  place  it  was  in- 
variable that  a  sum  of  money  was  paid 
outside  the  office  in  addition  to  that 
which  was  paid  within  it.  Take  the 
most  prosperous  parts  of  Lreland — the 
Downshire  property,  the  estates  of  the 
noble  Lord  s  father,  and  almost  any  in 
the  North  of  Ireland,  where  the  ten- 
ant right  had  been  unlimited  and  prac- 
tically uninterfered  with  by  the  lanolord 
in  any  way — would  there  not  be  found  on 
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these  estates  the  best  olass  of  tenants  in 
Ireland,  [who  had  been  in  all  respects 
the  most  prosperous,  and  who  had  im- 
proved their  holdings  to  the  greatest  ex- 
tent ?  There  were  other  things  than  high 
rents  to  be  considered  by  landlords; 
there  was  such  a  thing  as  safety  in  the 
matter  of  rents  to  be  borne  in  mind. 
The  man  who  was  content  with  mode- 
rate rents,  when  his  neighbour  fixed 
them  10  or  15  per  cent  higher,  would  in 
in  a  number  of  years  obtain  the  most 
money,  with  the  satisfaction  of  bein^p 
surrounded  with  a  more  prosperous  ana 
contented  tenantry.  What  had  made 
Ulster  prosperous  ?  It  was  the  fact  that 
the  landlords  had  been  kind  and  indul- 
gent, and  the  security  afforded  to  the 
tenants  had  induced  them  to  lay  oat 
money  in  improvements  upon  their 
farms,  until  there  was  better  farming 
than  was  to  be  found  on  some  of  the 
crack  farms  of  England.  If  they  could 
embody  the  7th  clause  with  the  Ist,  he 
believed  there  would  be  little  trouble 
with  the  rest  of  the  Bill.  As  to  the  ten- 
ant right,  that  was  about  to  be  extended 
to  the  rest  of  Ireland.  The  Bill  would 
not  create  it.  On  almost  every  estate  it 
had  existed,  not  only  since  the  Land 
Act,  but  before  the  passing  of  that 
measure.  Wherever  a  tenant  got  into 
arrears  and  wished  to  move,  no  landlord 
prevented  him  realizing  something  for 
the  goodwill  of  the  holding  and  for  im- 
provements. Thb  was  rooted  in  the 
minds  of  the  people,  and  there  was  no 
use  in  trying  to  interfere  with  it.  Ton 
might  as  well  attempt  to  root  out  the 
Irish  brogue  or  an  English  accent.  The 
English  system  of  managing  estates 
hardly  existed  in  Ireland,  and  no  land- 
lord would  try  to  adopt  it;  he  most 
accept  the  conditions  of  the  country,  and 
in  that  way  he  would  get  more  rent  in 
the  long  run  from  a  happier  popalation 
around  him. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  could  not 
pass  without  contradiction  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  County 
(Mr.  Shaw)  that  there  was  absolutely  no 
part  of  Ireland  in  which  tenant  riffht  did 
not  exist.  He  was  bound  to  point  out 
that  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member 
did  not  tally  with  the  evidence  given  be- 
fore the  Aericultural  Commission,  and 
to  remind  him  that  there  were  cases 
in  which  the  landlords  had  actually 
bought  up  and  extinguished  the  tenant 
right 
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Oaptadt  AYLMER  reminded  the 
Committee  that  the  only  objectioa  that 
had  been  taken  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  to  the  Amendment  was  that 
it  would  enable  landlords  to  fix  office 
rules.  There  was  amongst  landlords  no 
particular  objection  to  the  fixing  of  fair 
rents,  nor  to  a  certain  continuity  of 
tenure ;  but  they  very  much  objected  to 
unlimited  free  sale.  It  was  clearly  un- 
fair that  the  landlords  should  have  the 
value  of  their  property  fixed,  and  that 
the  tenants  shoula  be  able  to  sell  their 
holdings  in  the  open  market.  He 
thought  that  sufficient  reasons  had  now 
been  given  to  enable  the  Committee  to 
come  to  a  decision. 

Mb.  p.  martin  did  not  understand 
on  what  grounds  landlords  should  thus 
strongly  press  these  objections  to  the 
right  of  free  sale.  It  had  been  admitted 
that  instead  of  insolvent  tenants,  solvent 
tenants  would  be  substituted.  In  con- 
sequence, more  capital  would  be  applied 
to  the  cultivation  of  the  land,  and  the 
arrears  of  rent  due  to  the  landlord  would 
be  made  good.  Ho  submitted  that  it  was 
a  great  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  right 
of  continuous  occupation  iu  unimproved 
land  had  sprung  into  existence  only  under 
it  in  consequence  of  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1 870.  That  right  had  been  recog- 
nized by  the  Devon  Commission^  and  the 
Keport  showed  that  it  was  created  not 
alone  by  the  improvements  effected  by 
the  tenant,  but  that  it  existed  also 
in  connection  with  land  on  which  there 
had  not  been  a  shilling  expenditure  in 
that  way  by  tenants.  It  arose,  as  shown 
in  the  evidence,  from  the  fact  only  of 
occupation  by  the  tenant.  Therefore,  he 
appealed  to  hon.  Members  to  dismiss 
£nom  their  minds  the  idea  that  this  ri^ht 
of  sale  which  existed  under  it  was  in- 
cident to  the  Ulster  Custom.  The  ten- 
ant's interest  had  been  alone  created  by 
the  tenant's  improvements. 

Mb.  BEODRICK  said,  there  was  a 
distinct  divergence  in  the  statements 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  as  to  what 
was  intended  by  the  words  which  stood 
in  the  clause  at  the  point  now  before 
the  Committee.  The  former  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that  he  did  not  mean 
there  should  be  unlimited  tenant  right ; 
while  the  rieht  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman stated,  with  equal  distinctness, 


that  the  meaning  was  that  the  best  price 
that  could  be  got  should  be  obtained  for 
the  tenancy.  In  view  of  so  complete  a 
divergence  between  the  statements  of 
those  right  hon.  Gentlemen,  he  did  not 
think  the  Committee  should  go  to  a  di- 
vision without  further  explanation. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down  fMr. 
Brodrick)  has  pointed  to  a  supposea  di- 
vergence in  the  statements  of  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  and  myself, 
which  I  am  able  to  show  is  no  diver- 
gence whatever.  My  right  hon.  and 
leamed  Friend,  whose  opinions  I  know, 
and  who  is  in  the  closest  communication 
with  me  on  the  Bill,  in  supporting  the 
wording  of  the  clause,  declared  that  to 
obtain  the  best  price  that  could  be  had 
in  open  market  was  the  general  rule  in 
Ulster.  With  regard  to  the  inflated 
state  of  the  market,  and  the  consequent 
unhealthy  competition — these  are  mat- 
ters which  have  created  the  exceptional 
conditions  which  we  are  about  to  deal 
with,  and  can  be  considered  sepa- 
rately. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  141 ; 
Noes  55  :  Majority  86. — (Div.  List, 
No.  225.) 

Amendment  negatived. 

Ma.  R.  H.  PAGET,  who  had  the  fol- 
lowing Amendment  on  the  Paper : — ^In 
page  1,  line  8,  omit  ''the  best  price 
that  can  be  got  for  the  same,''  and 
insert — 

"A  fair  pric6 — that  is  to  say,  in  the  cafe  of 
any  holding  subject  to  the  Ulster  tenant-right 
custom,  or  to  any  usage  corresponding  there- 
with in  which  the  customary  sale  of  such  ten- 
ant-right has  hitherto  been  in  open  market,  the 
best  price  to  be  obtained  by  such  sale  in  open 
market 

"And  in  erery  other  caae  such  price  as  may 
be  agreed  upon  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
or,  in  case  of  dispute,  may  be  settled  by  the 
Court,  after  consideration  of  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  caae,  as  the  fair  price  i<a  such 
tenancy;** 

said,  he  had  hoped  that  the  last  Amend* 
ment,  which  was  one  of  a  liberal  charac- 
ter, would  have  been  met  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  a  friendly  spirit. 
It  was  not  hostile,  and  it  had  not  been 
conceived  in  a  spirit  of  hostility,  to  the 
Bill.  But  it  had  not  been  its  fate  to  be 
accepted,  and  they  had  an  important  ad- 
mission from  the  Prime  Minister  that 
the  ^)oint  the  Committee   had  decided 
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was  to  be  the  ordinary  law  for  tlie  pre- 
sent, and  that  exceptional  cases,  the  re- 
sult of  which  was  feverish  excitement, 
intense  competition,  and  extravagant 
prices,  could  he  dealt  with  subsequently. 
They  had  had  a  most  important  admis- 
sion from  the  Prime  Minister  ;  and, 
seeing  that  they  were  to  have  another 
opportunity  of  considering  the  matter 
under  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord 
George  Hamilton),  in  order  to  shorten 
the  debate,  he  should  be  willing  to  with- 
draw his  proposal. 

The  CHAJBMAN  said,  the  Amend- 
ment which  stood  in  the  naine  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  had  been  decided  by  a  pre- 
vious Vote. 

Si&  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
he  had  an  Amendment  to  move  which 
he  thought  deserved  to  receive  some 
consideration  from  the  Prime  Minister. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  practi- 
cally declared  that  he  was  prepared  to 
entertain  any  reasonable  Amendment  to 
the  proposal  for  free  sale  which  had  just 
been  carried — that  where  it  could  be 
proved  that  there  were  oases  deserving 
consideration,  where  tenant  right  had 
been  bought  up  by  the  landlord,  an  ex- 
ception should  be  made.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand),  had  stated 
that  in  cases  of  new  tenancies,  where 
the  landlord  let  at  a  reasonable  rent, 
there  was  a  primd  facia  case  for  saying 
that  no  tenant  right  should  exist.  Would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  how  far 
he  was  prepared  to  go  with  regard  to 
these  exceptions?  He  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  had  put  down  a  very  reason- 
able Amendment,  to  the  effect  that  ex- 
ception should  be  made  where  the  land- 
lord had  purchased  the  tenant  right 
from  the  tenant,  or  where  the  tenant 
had  received  some  equivalent  for  the 
same ;  but  if  the  Prime  Minister  would 
give  a  satisfactory  answer  to  his  ques- 
tion, he  would  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment and  accept  the  words  the  Govern- 
ment would  put  in  the  Bill.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  felt  sure,  at  any 
rate,  he  hoped,  would  not  run  away 
from  his  promise,  and  he  would  ask  him 
to  rise  in  nis  place  and  state  to  the  Com- 
mittee how  far  he  was  prepared  to  go. 
In  the  meantime,  he  would  formally  move 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Mr.  B.  H,  Paget 


Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  9,  after  the  word  "  Bazne,"  to 
insert  the  words  **  except  where  the  landlord 
has  purchased  the  tenant  right  from  the  tenant, 
or  whore  the  tenant  has  received  eome  eqaiva- 
lont  for  the  same."— (5ir  WtkUtr  B,  Bartttht,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  H.  R.  brand  said,  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
opposite  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  dealt 
with  the  point  that  he  (Mr.  Brand)  had 
raised  in  the  Amendment  he  had  moved; 
in  fact,  it  went  further,  and  he  was 
therefore  unable  to  support  it.  He 
would  remind  the  Committee  of  what 
occurred  on  the  occasion  to  which  he 
referred.  He  had  moved  to  omit  from 
the  operation  of  this  clause  future  ten- 
ancies. It  was  acknowledged  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  and  by  the 
Prime  Minister  that  there  was  some 
good  in  the  Amendment;  but  it  was  said 
that  it  would  prevent  a  certain  class  of 
tenants  from  selling  that  which  they  had 
bought.  It  was  not  his  intention  to  do 
that ;  and,  therefore,  as  he  had  under- 
stood the  Prime  Minister  to  make  a  eon- 
cession  to  the  effect  that  in  regard  to 
exceptional  cases — namely,  where  a  man 
rented  land  which  the  landlord  had  in  his 
own  hands  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of 
the  Act,  or  land  of  which  the  landlord 
had  bought  up  the  tenant  right,  there 
should  be  an  exception  made,  and  that 
favourable  consideration  would  be  given 
to  any  new  Amendment  on  the  question, 
he  had  withdrawn  his  proposal.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  had 
rather  complained  of  his  action  in  this 
respect,  and  seemed  to  think  that  he 
(Mr.  Brand)  ought  to  have  pressed  his 
Amendment,  even  if  it  were  shown  to 
be  an  unreasonable  one.  The  Amend- 
ment, as  it  was  clearly  shown,  went 
too  far  ;  therefore,  he  thought  he  was 
justified  in  withdrawing  it,  and  trust- 
ing to  the  concession  which  he  under- 
stood the  Prime  Minister  to  make. 
Well,  he  had  considered  the  question  of 
making  further  Amendments  to  the  Bill; 
and  as  the  effect  of  the  Bill  as  it  stood 
would  be  to  rack  rent  the  future  tenant, 
he  thought  the  best  way  to  meet  the 
point  would  be  by  a  permissive  clause, 
enabling  the  tenant,  m  the  cases  con* 
templated,  to  contract  himself  out  of  the 
Act.    That  Amendment  had  better  come 
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in  another  part  of  the  Bill;  but  it 
Beemod  to  him  that  this  was  the  best 
way  of  meeting  the  point.  His  Amend- 
ment would  give  the  landlord  an  oppor- 
tunity to  offer  the  tenant  an  alternative, 
and  would  enable  him  to  say — **If  you 
will  contract  yourself  out  of  this  sale 
clause,  1  will  not  charge  you  any  pre- 
mium ;  it  will  not  be  necessary  for  me 
to  charge  you  the  full  commercial  rent." 
Ho  (Mr.  Brand)  might  be  right,  or  he 
might  be  wrong ;  but  that  was  the  way 
the  matter  struck  him,  and  he  would 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  how  far  he  would 
be  able  to  go  in  accepting  it  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  was  about  to 
rise  when  I  saw  that  my  hon.  Friend 
behind  me  (Mr.  Brand)  wished  to  address 
the  Committee ;  otherwise  I  should  not 
have  lost  a  moment  in  replying  to  the 
hon.  and  g^ant  Baronet  opposite  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot).  If  this  had  been 
a  matter  of  confiscation^  I  should  have 
requested  him  not  to  introduce  the 
Amendment  on  this  portion  of  the  clause ; 
because  I  think  it  evident  that  the  best 
thing  to  do  would  be,  first  to  decide  upon 
the  general  construction  of  the  clause, 
and  then  proceed  to  introduce  the  limit- 
ing conditions  or  exceptions  which  it 
might  be  proper  to  introduce.  With 
rogard  to  what  has  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  behind  me,  I  may  say  that  I 
am  fully  prepared  to  carry  out  the  pledge 
I  gave  the  hon.  Member  the  other  night 
in  qualified  terms — in  qualified  terms, 
because  then  I  had  not  been  able,  as  I 
have  had  an  opportunity  since,  of  con- 
sidering the  matter  fully  and  discussing 
it  with  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  As 
my  hon.  Friend  has  observed,  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
n  further  in  one  respect  than  the 
ndment  my  hon.  Friend  moved  on  a 
former  occasion,  because  it  deals  with 
two  cases ;  first,  where  the  landlord  has 
purchased  the  tenant  right  from  the 
tenant ;  and  next,  where  the  tenant  has 
received  some  equivalent  for  the  same. 
With  these  last  words  I  must  own  I  do 
not  feel  able  to  deal.  I  am  not  sure 
what  they  might  mean.  I  do  not  know 
into  what  they  might  lead  us  ;  therefore, 
I  could  not  give  any  pledge  as  to  that. 
But,  with  regard  to  the  first  category, 
and  likewise  some  other  classes  of  land 
touched  by  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  behind  me,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  does  not  mean,  I  presiune,  to 


include  cases  in  which  the  tenant  has 
been  evicted  and  a  caretaker  has  been 
put  in  possession,  but  only  those  in  which, 
by  voluntary  arrangement  between  the 
landlord  and  tenant,  the  tenant  right  has 
been  bought  up.  There  is  also  another 
class  of  cases  which  have  not  been  men- 
tioned in  the  debate,  but  which  are 
strictly  analogous  in  substance — oases 
where  the  converse  process  has  occurred, 
and  where  the  tenant  has  purchased  the 
interest  of  the  landlord.  With  regard 
to  both  these  classes  of  cases,  what  we 
propose  is  to  allow  the  parties  interested 
to  contract  themselves  out  of  the  Act. 
That  is  what  my  hon.  Friend  suggests. 
As  to  demesne  lands,  none  of  these  are 
subjected  to  the  ordinary  conditions  of 
agricultural  holding^,  and  we  should 
propose  to  include  them  with  the  classes 
to  which  I  have  just  referred  in  the 
clause,  which  would  give  freedom  to 
contract  out  of  the  Act.  That  is  applied 
to  the  whole  mass  of  agricultural  hold- 
ings in  Ireland,  and  I  do  not  think  it 
would  interfere  with  the  general  action 
of  the  Bill.  I  have  much  pleasure  in  so 
far  meeting  the  views  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet;  and  if  there  is  in  the 
latter  part  of  the  clause  anything  that  he 
thinks  it  material  to  propose,  it  will  be 
fully  considered.  I  would  suggest  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Amendment,  in  order 
to  insert  in  their  proper  place  words 
making  the  clause,  in  certain  instances, 
permissive. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  saw,  in  the 
proposal  to  render  the  Act  in  certain 
cases  permissive,  the  germ  of  an  exceed- 
ingly grave  danger.  The  spirit  of  the 
Bill  was  to  throw  a  shield  over  the  class 
who  were  not  in  position  to  make  free 
contracts  ;  and  if  they  admitted  the  right 
to  make  free  contracts,  they  would  be 
abandoning  the  object  of  the  Bill.  Look- 
ing at  the  condition  of  the  Irish  ten- 
antry, all  contracts  ouffht  to  be  within 
the  view  of  the  equitable  tribunal  which 
the  Government  were  setting  up  for  the 
protection  of  the  tenant.  He  could  quite 
see  that  it  might  be  right  to  meet  some 
such  case  as  this — that  was  to  say, 
where  the  landlord  had  bond  fids  extin- 
guished the  tenant  right.  No  one  could 
pretend  that  the  tenant  should  be  paid 
twice  over ;  but  lie  would  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  to  beware.  He  thought  he 
should  be  able  to  show,  in  his  humble 
way,  that  most  inequitable  written  con- 
tracts were  extorted  from  the  tenants  by 
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the  landlords.  Knowing  that  the  whole 
Bpirit  of  this  Bill  was  so  equitable,  he 
trusted  that  the  Prime  Minister  would 
accompany  it  by  a  safeguard  framed  in 
this  spirit. 

Mb.  CHAELE8  EUSSELL  pointed 
ought  that  there  might  be  cases  where 
the  landlord  had  purchased  the  tenant 
right  20  years  ago,  and  where,  since  that 
time,  there  had  come  into  existence  a 
new  tenant  right  of  a  different  value, 
yarpng  in  kind  and  character,  but  still 
a  right  which  ought  to  be  protected — 
namely,  the  right  of  occupancy,  with  a 
reasonable  expectation  of  its  being  con- 
tinued, and  that  right  fortified  by  the 
Oompensation  for  Disturbance  Clauses. 
There  were,  besides,  the  improvements 
which  the  industrious  tenant  from  year 
to  year  created. 

Mb,  W.  FOWLEE  said,  he  under- 
stood from  the  Prime  Minister  that  he 
did  not  accept  the  words  proposed,  and 
that  the  whole  matter  was  to  be  left  over 
for  a  new  clause  to  come  afterwards.  He 
knew  cases  where  the  landlord  had  for 
many  years  g^ven  up  all  arrears  of  rent 
in  order  to  prevent  the  sale  of  tenant 
right  on  his  estate.  For  instance,  a 
man  might  go  out  owing  a  great  deal 
of  money  to  the  landloi^.  He  might 
say  to  the  landlord — **  I  want  to  sell ; " 
and  the  reply  might  be — *'  No,  you  shall 
not  sell ;  but  I  will  forgive  you  all  your 
arrears,  and  you  shidl  go  out  free.'' 
That  had  been  done  on  a  very  large 
scale  in  Ireland ;  and  although  it  might 
not  be  a  distinct  purchase  of  the  tenant 
right  out-and-out  in  form,  yet  it  would 
be  practically  purchasing  it.  It  ought 
to  be  quite  clear  that  a  case  of  this 
kind  would  not  be  lost  sight  of  in  the 
clause 

Mb.'  CHAPLIN  said,  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  objected  to  the  second  part 
of  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  gal- 
land  Friend,  because  he  did  not  know 
how  far  it  might  lead ;'  but  if  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  would  divide  his 
Amendment  into  two,  there  would  be 
no  difficulty  in  accepting  the  first  part. 
As  to  allowing  the  tenant  to  contract 
himself  out  of  the  Act,  that  concession 
did  not  seem  to  have  any  considerable 
weight,  because  if  the  Bill  became  law 
he  failed  to  see  what  there  was  in  the 
world  to  induce  anyone  to  contract  him- 
self out  of  it.  The  tenant  would  be  in  a 
most  advantageous  position ;  and  if  it  was 
proposed  to  him  that  he  should  contract 
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himself  oat  of  the  Bill,  he  would  mj — "  I 
will  see  the  landlord  somewhere  fiivt." 
No  one  could  propose  that  if  a  landlord 
had  hondfide  purchased  tenant  right,  that 
the  tenant  should  be  paid  for  that  right 
a  second  time.  

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHUECHXLL 
said,  that  if,  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  1870,  the  landlora  had  pnrriiased 
the  tenant  right,  the  Prime  Minister  was 
willing  to  bring  up  a  clause  to  preeenre 
and  secure  that  contract.  That  was  a 
statement  of  the  case  as  it  stood. 

Mb.  H.  E.  BEAND  said,  that,  as  he 
understood  it,  the  Amendment  proposed 
by  the  Government  would  only  affect 
cases  where,  in  the  past,  the  landlord 
had  bought  up  the  tenant  right — that 
was  to  sav,  cases  since  the  paasing  of 
the  Land  Act.  Was  it  also  to  apply  to 
cases  in  the  future  where  the  landlord 
had,  by  voluntary  arrangement  with  his 
tenant,  purchased  up  the  tenant  right  ? 
["No,  no!"] 

Sib  STAFFOED  NOETHOOTE:  I 
do  not  wish  to  enter  into  this  particular 
discussion  ;  but  I  rise  for  the  purpose 
of  asking  the  Government  whether  they 
will  be  able,  before  we  meet  again  after 
the  Holidays,  to  lay  on  the  Table  the 
Amendment  they  really  propose  to  sub- 
mit to  the  House  ?  We  have  now  so  far 
discussed  the  Bill  as  to  raise,  in  a  prac- 
tical form,  several  of  the  difficulties  that 
occurred  to  us  in  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion, and  we  have  had  promises  from  the 
Government  that  they  will  consider  and 
endeavour  to  meet  some  of  the  difficul- 
ties so  raised.  It  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage to  us  if  the  Prime  Minister 
would  put  the  Amendments  he  propoeea 
to  make  on  the  Paper — the  Amendments 
he  proposes  to  make  either  in  the  7th 
clause  or  in  any  other  part  of  the  Bill. 
It  is  not  unreasonable  that  we  shoold 
be  allowed,  as  soon  as  possible,  to  see 
the  Amendments  in  print. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  request  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  is  not  unreason- 
able ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  is  detdr- 
able  to  remember  what  progress  we  have 
actually  made  with  the  fiill.  Before 
the  Government  proceed  to  stereotype 
any  alteration  of  their  views  by  laying 
Amendments  on  the  Table,  from  which 
it  would  not  be  desirable  for  them  sub- 
sequently to  recede,  we  must  be  allowed 
to  consider  what  ground  we  have  made 
when  we  re-aasemble  to-morrow.  To- 
morrowi  I  will  saj  aU  that  I  can,  when 
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I  see  the  progress  we  have  made  to- 
night. As  to  creating  a  power,  in  the 
cases  I  have  described,  for  contracting 
out  of  the  operation  of  the  clause,  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  will  be  pre- 
pared to-morrow,  or  certainly  before  the 
House  meets  again  after  Whitsimtide, 
to  lay  on  the  Table  the  words  of  the 
proposal  we  shall  make. 

Mr.  macartney  asked  whether 
the  provisions  as  to  free  sale  would  refer 
to  town  parks  ? 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  con- 
sidered this  an  important  Amendment ; 
but  he  was  not  altogether  satisfied  with 
what  the  Prime  Minister  had  stated. 
What  they  distinctly  wanted  to  know 
was  whether  all  who  had  purchased  the 
tenant  right  in  tenancies  which  now 
existed  would  be  exempt  irom  the  pro- 
visions of  free  sale  under  this  Bill  ? 
Future  tenancies  were  altogether  dif- 
ferent from  tenancies  existing  at  the 
present  moment  in  which  solemn  con- 
tracts had  been  made ;  and  what  was 
wanted  was  an  explicit  declaration  from 
the  Prime  Minister  that  present  tenants 
should  not  come  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill.  That  was  a  clear  and  simple 
statement,  and  he  felt  sure  the  Prime 
Minister  would  see  that,  with  a  view  to 
passing  this  Bill,  it  would  be  better  to 
state  fuainly  what  he  meant. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Baronet  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
seemed  to  think  that  if  a  man  bought  up 
the  tenant  right  he  could  extinguish  it 
for  ever.  That,  however,  was  not  so. 
Some  years  ago  a  man  bought  up  the 
tenant  right,  and  thought  he  was  all 
right ;  but  the  land  was  sold,  and  the 
tenant  right  revived,  and  was  as  strong 
as  ever.  They  might  as  well  try  to  make 
water  run  up  a  hifl  as,  by  legislation,  to 

Srevent  this  or  that.  No  matter  what  they 
id,  tenant  right  would  go  on.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  seemed  to  think 
there  were  a  great  many  estates  in  Ire- 
land where  the  tenant  right  would  be 
bought  up  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  thought 
there  were  very  few,  and  that  in 
the  future  there  would  bo  fewer.  No 
landlord  would  bo  such  a  fool  as  to 
spend  his  money  in  buying  up  tenant 
nght,  getting  1  or  1 }  per  cent  for  his 
money ;  he  would  rather  leave  the  ten- 
ant right  where  it  was,  and  put  the 
money  into  some  good  outside  invest- 
ment. 


VisooTTNT  LTMINGTON  hoped  the 
Prime  Minister  would  not  accept  the 
Amendment.  He  thought  it  would  lead 
to  great  difficulty,  possibly  in  some 
cases  to  great  imposition,  and  that  it 
would  be  much  better  to  leave  the  matter 
to  the  Court. 

Mr.  GIBSON  objected  to  the  proposal 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  thought  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  was  un- 
reasonable. As  he  understood,  they  pro- 
posed to  deal  with  this  question  under 
the  1 7th  clause,  and  with  a  new  Amend- 
ment. This  Amendment  proposed  to 
deal  with  present  tenancies,  and  there 
was  not  a  single  syllable  to  narrow  it 
down  to  future  tenancies.  [The  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law) : 
It  includes  both.]  Then,  there  was  no 
difference  on  the  point;  and  if  it  in- 
cluded both,  then  the  way  in  which 
present  tenancies  were  to  be  dealt  with 
was  this — every  contract  in  which  a 
landlord  had  purchased  or  acquired,  be- 
fore the  passing  of  this  Bill,  possession 
of  the  tenant  right  would  be  exempt. 
If  that  was  not  meant,  then  he  failed 
to  see  how  the  Government  proposed  to 
deal  with  the  question.  The  Government 
proposed  to  deal  with  the  present  Amend- 
ment in  respect  of  both  present  and  future 
tenancies.  [The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Law) :  Only  future  tenan- 
cies.] It  appeared,  then,  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  going  to  deal  with  the 
Amendment  as  if  it  was  absolutely  con- 
fined to  future  tenancies,  and  to  leave 
out  of  view  present  tenancies.  Was  it 
to  be  imderstood  that  under  no  cir- 
cumstances whatever,  no  matter  what 
were  the  privileges  the  landlord  might 
have  given,  no  matter  how  bene- 
volent his  conduct  or  how  wide  and 
generous  his  consideration  for  the  tenant, 
the  Government  did  not  intend  to  deal 
with  his  control  of  free  sale  in  any  re- 
medial form  ?  If  so,  there  had  better 
be  some  further  explanation.  Was  it 
to  be  understood  that  under  no  circum- 
stances whatever  was  any  present  tenancy 
to  be  dealt  with,  no  matter  what  the 
landlord  had  given  to  acquire  the  right 
to  control  free  sale?  [The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law) :  Yes.] 
Then  he  was  prepared  to  wait  for  the 
way  in  which  the  Government  proposed 
to  deal  with  future  tenancies.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  pointed  out  that  it 
would  be  a  hardship  to  exclude  fiituro 


1943 


Land  Law 


(OOM*fONS| 


{iMknd)  Bill.        1944 


tenancies  &om  the  benefits  of  this  clause 
in  cases  were  they  had  purchased  from 
the  last  present  tenant  the  right  of  oc- 
cupation. He  understood  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  prepared  to  deal  with 
future  tenants,  and,  therefore,  there  was 
no  difficulty  about  that ;  but  there  was 
a  difference  of  opinion  as  to  present 
tenants. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  stated,  that  the 
Government  proposed  to  deal  simply 
with  future  tenancies,  and  called  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  the  whole  matter 
arose  from  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand),  who 
wished  to  exclude  all  future  tenancies 
from  the  Bill.  The  Government  objected 
to  that,  and  they  did  not  propose  to 
allow  any  present  tenant  now  in  occupa- 
tion to  exempt  himself  in  any  way  firom 
the  operation  of  the  Bill,  unless  it  were 
a  tenant  who  held  above  a  limit  of  £  150 
valuation.  In  cases  where  a  landlord 
had  bought  up  the  Ulster  tenant  right, 
leaving  the  tenant  in  possession,  the 
tenant  right  was,  by  the  Act  of  1879, 
extinguished,  and  there  was  nothing  in 
this  Bill  to  revive  it.  The  Irish  tenant 
in  possession  at  the  time  this  Bill  passed 
would  be  practically  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  the  tenant  in  Ulster  alone  had 
hitherto  been.  He  would  have  the  same 
protection  as  the  tenant  in  Ulster ;  his 
occupation  rights  were  protected  by  the 
Act  of  1870 ;  and  the  Government  did 
not  intend  in  any  way  to  enable  the 
tenant  whose  Ulster  Custom  had  been 
bought  up  to  contract  himself  out  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  unless  his  valua- 
tion exceeded  the  proposed  limit.  Sub- 
ject to  this,  all  would  be  in  the  same 
position. 

Mr.  HEALY  regarded  the  Amend- 
ment as  being  conceived  in  the  spirit  of 
the  Emergency  Committee.  What  was 
proceeding  in  Ireland  now  was  that  the 
landlords  were  going  on  evicting,  and 
where  they  could  not  evict  they  bought 
up  the  tenant's  interests.  Forced  sales, 
not  in  free  auction,  but  siirrounded  by 
the  police  and  the  military,  were  taking 
place,  and  yet  the  hon.  and  gallant  Ba- 
ronet, whUe  the  country  was  in  that 
condition,  desired  that  the  entire  right 
of  free  sale  should  be  extinguished. 
He  appealed  to  the  Gt>vemment  to  re- 
member that  while  making  concessions 
to  the  opposite  Party  on  the  one  hand, 
they  were  on  the  other  storing  up  reser- 
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voirs  of  future  danger  to  themselTee. 
Itwas  those  Gentlemen  who  had  brought 
Ireland  to  its  present  state — ^by  tho 
policy  of  repression  and  keeping  down 
the  tenants  at  all  times  and  on  all 
hands,  and  by  which,  when  an  exceDent 
Bill  was  brought  forward,  it  was  sought 
to  minimize  it  in  every  direction,  and 
which,  if  the  Government  made  oonces- 
sions,  would  whittle  down  the  Bill  to 
such  an  extent  that  it  would  not  be 
worth  the  paper  it  was  printed  upon. 
If  the  Government  wished  their  Bill  to 
be  successful,  they  must  pav  some  regard 
to  the  wishes  of  those  who  were  most 
interested  in  it.  They  had  studiouslj 
held  their  tongues  during  this  discus- 
sion, and  in  the  course  of  about  ten 
nights'  debate  on  the  last  stage  of  the 
Bm,  not  three  speeches  had  proceeded 
from  that  part  of  the  House.  The  Bill 
had  been  in  Committee  four  days,  and 
how  far  had  they  got  ?  Two  lines.  He 
was  not  one  of  those  who  approved  very 
much  of  this  Bill,  and  he  would  rather 
see  it  thrown  out  altogether  ;  but  what 
he  complained  of  was,  that  while  on  the 
one  hand  liberty  was  being  struck  down 
in  Ireland,  on  the  other  hand  they 
would  not  get  this  Bill  at  all. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  speaking  wide  of  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  think  we  should 
carefully  endeavour  to  avoid  mixin^^  up 
the  discussions  on  this  Bill  with  refer- 
ences to  the  condition  of  Ireland.  I 
assure  the  hon.  Member,  in  the  most 
perfect  good  faith,  that  we  adhere  to 
what  we  formerly  declared.  We  desire 
to  bring  this  BUI  to  the  best  possible 
success,  and  we  shall  accept  fair  discus- 
sion upon  any  fair  Amendment,  without 
regard  to  the  quarter  from  which  it 
may  proceed.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
am  sure,  will  see  that  if  we  were  to 
adopt  a  principle  so  unjust  as  to  say  to 
any  particular  tarty — '*  We  have  a  sus- 
picion of  your  intentions,  and  decline  to 
examine  Amendments  proceeding  from 
you,"  we  should  only  exasperate  excited 
temper  and  lengthen  the  discussion. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gibson)  has,  I  think,  stated  with 
accuracy  that  which  is  really  the  mate- 
rial part  of  the  question  raised  by  this 
Amendment — namely,  that  which  relates 
to  future  tenancies ;  because,  in  my  be- 
lief, with  regard  to  present  tenancies, 
the  matter  is  so  smaU  as  to  be  almost 
infinitesimal.    But  he  will  peroeiTa  the 
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nature  of  the  diffionltj.  We  are  anxioas 
that  nothing  giren  by  the  Act  of  1870 
shall  be  tcScen  away  by  this  Aot.  But 
he  says  that  where  a  landlord  had  pur- 
chased the  Ulster  right,  the  effect  of 
that  would  be  to  throw  the  tenant  back 
on  the  Act  of  1 870 ;  so  that  whatever 
general  rights  he  possesses  under  the 
eeneral  law  he  possesses  notwithstand- 
ing the  purchase  of  the  right.  We  wish 
that  the  right  should  be  purchased ;  but 
it  would  not  be  fair  that  the  man  should 
stand  on  an  equal  footing  with  the 
general  tenants. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  found  it  diffi- 
cult to  reconcile  what  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  just  said  with  what  he  had 
?reviously  said  upon  this  Amendment, 
nhis  first  speech,  thePrime.Minister  said 
that  in  those  cases  where,  under  the  Act 
of  1 870,  the  tenant  right  had  been  bought 
up,  the  landlord  and  tenant  should  be 
under  free  contract.  But,  since  that  state- 
ment, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had  spoken 
again ;  and  now  it  appeared  that  even 
when  a  landlord  had,  under  the  Act  of 
1870,  bought  up  the  right,  he  would 
notbe  under  free  contract.  The  landlord 
would  have  again  to  buy  up  the  tenant 
right.  Then  there  was  this  further 
question.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Frieud 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot),  he  thought, 
believed  the  Prime  Minister  agreed  with 
him  a  great  deal  more  than  he  really  did, 
since  he  supposed  that  if  his  Amend- 
ment was  carried,  the  landlord,  after 
buying  up  the  tenant  right,  could  not 
come  under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 
But  all  that  the  Prime  Minister  said,  even 
with  regard  to  future  tenancies  under 
those  circumstances,  was,  not  that  the 
landlord  and  tenant  would  not  come 
under  the  provision  of  the  Bill,  but  that 
they  would  bo  able  to  contract  them- 
selves out  of  the  Bill.  That  was  alto- 
gether different,  because,  in  order  that 
the  landlord  and  tenant  should  contract 
themselves  out  of  the  Bill,  there  must 
be  something  to  give  the  tenant  to  in- 
duce him  not  to  contract  with  the  land- 
lord not  to  come  under  the  Bill ;  whereas, 
if  the  Amendment  was  carried,  those 
landlords  who  had  purchnsod  the  right 
would  not  be  under  the  Bill  at  all.  Thoy 
would  not  be  required  to  give  any  con- 
sideration, and  by  the  operation  of  tho 
Bill  there  would  be  no  difficulty  at  all. 
The  real  fact  was,  that  the  Prime  Minis- 


ter did  not  agree  with  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  as  to  present  tenancies, 
and  only  in  a  modified  degree  as  to 
future  tenancies. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  pointed 
out  that  if  a  landlord  had  bought  up 
the  tenant  right,  under  the  arrangement 
proposed  by  the  Government,  he  would 
be  n-ee  to  deal  with  it  as  he  pleased. 
But  if  he  re-let  it,  the  tenant  would  come 
under  the  Act  of  1870,  and  have  the 
right  to  compensation  for  disturbance. 
On  the  other  hand,  under  the  Act  of 
1870,  he  might  contract  out  of  the  Act 
if  the  holding  were  above  £50,  or  gave 
a  lease  recognized  by  the  Act  for  3 1  years. 
As  the  Bill  now  stood  that  would  be  saved 
by  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  Either  the 
tenant  had  acquired  the  right  or  already 
had  it  under  the  Act  of  1870,  or  it  was 
reserved  to  the  landlord ;  and  it  seemed 
to  him  impossible  that  the  Committee 
could  settle  the  details  of  the  arrange- 
ments the  Government  would  make.  He 
hoped  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment  on  the 
understanding  that  the  Government 
would  re-consider  the  whole  question 
and  bring  up  a  new  clause. 

8m  THOMAS  BATE80N  said,  he 
knew  a  number  of  cases  in  which  the 
tenant  right  had  been  purchased  up  by 
the  landlord  with  hard  cash,  and  the  farms 
re-let  to  new  tenants  on  the  under- 
standing that  tenant  right  was  to  be 
extinguished  under  the  2nd  sub-section 
of  the  1st  clause  of  the  Act  of  1870, 
and  that  such  holdings  should  cease 
henceforth  to  be  subject  to  the  tenant 
right  custom .  He  understood  the  Prime 
Minister  to  ag^e  to  the  first  part  of  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  g^allant 
Friend  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) ;  but, 
after  some  conversation  with  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law),  he 
shifted  his  CTOund,  and  then  stated  that 
if  a  landlord  had  bought  up  the  tenant 
right,  the  tenant  would  under  the  new 
Act  be  in  the  same  position  as  the  ten- 
ant in  MunBter;  but  he  would  be  able, 
under  Clause  1  of  this  Bill,  to  sell  his 
holding,  including  the  buildings  and  im- 
provemontft  of  his  landlord, to  the  highest 
bidder,  and  tho  landlord  who  had  pur- 
chaHod  the  ripht  under  the  Act  of  1870 
would  have  his  purchase  money  confis- 
catfMl.  Ho  had  purchasod  tho  tenant 
right;  he  had  ro-let  tho  farm  as  an 
English  tenancy ;  and  the  Prime  Minister 
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might,  with  quite  as  muoh  justice,  con- 
fiscate a  tenancy  in  Cheshire  or  Hamp- 
shire as  to  confiscate  the  tenant  right 
purchased  by  the  landlord  under  the  Act 
of  1 870.  The  Bill,  as  now  drawn,  confis- 
cated such  tenant  rieht.  He  would  read 
a  letter  which  would  explain  the  matter 
more  clearly  than  he  could.  It  was 
written  by  a  Member  of  the  Land  Com- 
mission, who  said — 

"  But  when  we  come  to  remember  there  are 
landlords  who  have  bought  up  the  tenant  right 
on  their  properties,  and  that  this  1st  clause  will 
immediately  take  from  them  what  they  bought, 
and  without  any  compensation  hand  it  baclc  to 
those  from  whom  they  bought  it,  an  even  more 
striking  example  of  the  grave  injustice  which  it 
involves  is  presented  to  our  minds.  I  have  pre- 
sent in  my  mind  the  exceeding  dang^  of  the 
endorsement  by  the  Government  of  such  a  prin- 
ciple of  purposeless  confiscation.  To  correct  the 
clause  and  render  it  just  in  this  respect,  would 
in  no  appreciable  degpree  restrict  its  scope.  The 
number  of  holdings  on  which  the  tenant  right 
has  been  bought  up  is  not  great,  but  their 
fewness  does  not  mitigate  the  injustioe." 

That  letter  was  written  by  a  Gentleman 
upon  whom  the  Prime  Minister  only  the 
other  night  passed  the  greatest  possible 
eulogy — namely,  Mr.  Kavanagh,  one  of 
the  Members  of  the  Bessborough  Com- 
mission. He  (Sir  Thomas  Bateson) 
knew  many  gentlemen  who,  on  the  faith 
of  the  Land  Act  of  1870,  had  so  far 
placed  confidence  in  the  Prime  Minister 
that  they  purchased  up  the  tenant  right 
on  particular  holdings,  fondly  imagining 
that  no  Minister  of  the  Crown  would, 
within  11  years,  come  down  to  this 
House  and  deliberately  propose  to  con- 
fiscate property  which  he  himself  had 
created 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  that  to 
anyone  who  had  taken  the  pains  to  con- 
sider the  details  of  the  Bill,  speeches 
like  the  one  they  had  just  listened  to 
were  distracting,  because  they  showed 
that  an  almost  inconceivable  miscon- 
ception existed  in  respect  to  the  Bill. 
Let  him  say  what  he  understood  the 
Prime  Minister  to  say,  because  the  ut- 
terances of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  pulled  to  pieces  and  read  in 
various  ways.  It  seemed  to  be  forgotten 
by  hon.  Members  that  this  discussion 
arose  out  of  another  discussion  concern- 
ing future  tenancies.  It  was  essential  to 
recollect  that  if  they  would  correctly  un- 
derstand what  the  Prime  had  said.  By 
a  subsequent  clause  in  the  Bill  the 
future  tenant  was,  in  the  first  instance, 
at  all  events,  allowed  freely  to  contract 
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with  his  landlord;  he  most  make  tha 
best  terms  he  could  with  the  landlord  as 
to  his  holding.  He  understood  the  Prime 
Minister  to  say  that  one  of  the  elements 
of  an  agreement  in  the  case  of  a  future 
tenancy  would  be  an  ag^reement  between 
them;  that  previous  to  the  passing  of 
this  Act  the  landlord  had  bond  Jidss  ex- 
tinguished the  tenant  right  from  his 
holdings.  J£  he  was  correct  in  the  on- 
derstanding  that  this  matter  related  ex- 
clusively to  future  tenancies,  and  that  it 
was  only  in  that  sense  that  what  was 
called  free  contract  existed,  he  did  not 
think  the  observations  just  addressed  to 
them  had  at  all  touched  the  subject. 
They  were  now  discussing  the  tenant's 
right  to  sell  whatever  might  be  in  him, 
and  yet  they  had  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Devizes  (Sir  Thomas  Bate- 
son)  suggesting  that  when  the  landlord 
had  bought  the  tenant  right  on  any  par- 
ticular farm,  the  tenant  under  the  Bill 
would  be  free  to  sell  the  right  again. 
Such  a  thing  was  impossible.  The  ten- 
ant could  only  sell  what  was  in  him. 
Had  the  tenant  nothing  to  sell  but  the 
occupation  right  ?  Supposing  a  landlord 
bought  the  occupation  right,  surely  he 
wotud  not  prevent  the  tenant  selling 
whatever  else  belonged  to  him  ? 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
they  were  getting  rather  deep,  and  he 
wanted  to  see  if  fiiey  could  not  prevent 
themselves  getting  deeper.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  had  done  very  good  work  in 
calling  attention  to  this  point.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  said 
just  now  they  had  had  four  nights'  dis- 
cussion on  the  Bill,  but  they  had  only  got 
to  the  3rd  line  of  the  1st  clause.  That, 
of  course,  was  literally  true ;  but  though 
they  had  only  reached  the  3rd  line,  they 
had  raised  in  the  discussion  several  very 
important  questions,  and  they  had  shown 
what  the  difficulties  were  with  which 
they  had  to  deal ;  they  had  also  got  from 
the  GK>vemment  an  acknowledgment,  in 
general  terms,  that  they  were  sensible  of 
some  of  those  difficulties,  and  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  they  were  prepared  to  meet 
them.  Instead  of  fighting  the  Qovem- 
ment  in  the  dark,  he  would  like  to  see 
their  proposals  upon  paper.  He  at  first 
thought  the  Oovemment  were  prepared 
to  agree  with  the  greater  part  ik  the 
proposal  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
— namely,  that  where  a  landlord  had 
purchased  the  tenant  right,  th^  would 
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recognize  the  purchase.    He  could  quite 
understand  that  they  might  be  prepared 
to  recogpiize  the  principle,  and  yet  not 
like    to  take  the  exact  words  of  the 
Amendment.     He  was  not  sure  that  the 
Amendment,  as  now  worded,  might  not 
raise  difficulties  with  regard  to  the  sale 
of  improvements  and  other  matters;  and, 
therefore,  it  perhaps  would  be  as  well 
not  to  press  the  Amendment  in  its  pre- 
sent form  if  they  could  get  the  principle 
admitted.     It  would  then  be  understood 
that  the  Government  would  submit  that 
principle  to  them  in  a  form  in  which  they 
could  challenge  and  discuss  it.     The 
Oovemment  said  they  were  ready  to  do 
this  with  regard  to  future  tenances.  The 
hon.    Member    for  County  Cork  (Mr. 
Shaw)  said  they  need  not  trouble  them- 
selves very  much  about  the  matter,  be- 
cause in  the  uncertainty  which  the  Bill 
would  involve  they  would  not  be  likely 
to  find  landlords  buying  up  tenant  right 
or  anything  else.     But  with  regard  to 
persons  who  had  to  deal  with  the  matter 
m  future  they  had,  after  all,  the  question 
of  caveat  emptor.     The  Prime  Minister 
seemed  to  think  that  very  few  persons 
would  be  affected,  and  that  therefore  it 
did  not  signify  what  injustice  was  done. 
They  ought,  in  point  of  justice,  to  take 
their  stand  for  the  present  on  the  pro- 
prietors who  had,  in  some  way  or  other, 
acquired  the  tenant  right,  as  they  all 
knew  there  were  certain  important  and 
excellent  landlords  who  had  acquired 
the  tenant  right  at  very  great  sacrifice 
on  their  own  part.  They  had  acquired  the 
right,  and  thev  ought  to  be  protected. 
The  words  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
were  not,  perhaps,  the  best  chosen,  but 
words  mattered  little.     If  the  Govern- 
ment admitted  the  contention  upon  which 
the  words  of  the  Amendment  rested,  his 
hon.  and  gaUant  Friend  would  be  happy 
to  leave  tnem  to  choose  their  own  woros, 
and  put  them  before  the  House. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  understood  the  re- 
commendation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  was  not  to 
take  the  issue  on  the  present  occasion, 
because  the  words  of  the  Amendment 
did  not  appear  to  be  quite  accurate  for 
the  purpose.  That  was  a  matter,  of 
course,  with  which  he  could  not  inter- 
fere ;  but  he  was  always  sorry  to  have 
long  discussions  without  reaUy  deciding 
anything.  He  did  not  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  any  idea 
of  the  point  at  issue.     He  had  said  he 


knew  cases  of  persons  who  had  made 
veiy  considerable  sacrifices  to  cu^quire 
the  tenant  right.  The  real  question  they 
were  discussing  was  not  that  of  persons 
who    had  made   sacrifices  by  keeping 
down  rents  or  foregoing  arrears,  but  of 
all  the  persons  who  had  really  purchased 
the  rignt.     [Several  hon.  Members  :  It 
is  the  same  thing.]     It  was  not  the  same 
thing ;  the  two  things  were  totally  dis- 
tinct.    There  were  landlords,   without 
doubt,  who  had  charged  less  rent  than 
they  might ;  there  were  landlords  who 
might  have  foregone  arrears  with  direct 
or  partially  direct  views  towards  the  ex- 
clusion  of  the  growth  of  tenant  right 
upon  their  properties.    But  these  cases 
were  never  touched  in  the  debate  on  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud 
(Mr  Brand),  and  they  were  not  touched 
at  all  in  the  1st  part  of  the  Amendment 
now  before  them.     They  belonged  to  a 
very  different  class,  and  the  Gbvemment 
were  endeavouring  to  provide  for  them 
in  a  different  way.     But  the  point  which 
was  not  perceived  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  perfectly  perceived  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gtibson).  It  was  with  the  purchase 
cases  of  present  landlords  only  that  the 
Committee  had  now  to  deal.     He  had 
said  these  purchase  cases  were  few  in 
number;  in  fact,  he  had  not  yet  even 
heard  of  one.     [Sir  Thomas  Bateson  : 
I  know  of  several.]    If  the  hon.  Baronet 
would  supply  the  Government  with  the 
particulars  they  would  be  very  useful 
indeed,  and  should  be  inquired  into  very 
carefully.     Let  them  suppose  such  cases 
existed.     What  had  happened?    They 
would  be  exclusively  Ulster  cases ;  and 
the  Ulster  landlord  had  purchased  up 
the  Ulster    Custom,   and   he  was  en- 
couraged to  do  that  by  the  Act  of  1870. 
By  purchasing  it  up,  the  landlord  ex- 
tinguished the  right,  and  it  remained 
extinguished  and  would  not  be  revived 
by  the  present  Bill  as  it  now  stood.  But 
that  was  not  the  whole  of  the  transac- 
tion.    If  he  g^t  rid  of  the  tenant,  and 
let  the  farm  afresh,  he  brought  in  a  new 
tenant,  which  new  tenant  took  the  ten- 
ancy fortified  by  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance;   and  it  was  with  regard  to 
that  new  tenant  that,  in  the  name  of  jus- 
tice, some  people  nay  we  confiscate  the  pro- 
perty of  the  landlonl.    The  Government, 
however,  said — **  Ijeave  to  the  landlord 
the  full  effect  of  that  which  he  bought  up, 
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and  leaye  to  the  tenant  that  which  the 
landlord  in  this  very  transaction  left  to 
him — namely,  that  he  should  take  an 
occupancy  which  was  kept  fortified  by 
compensation  for  distur Dance."  The 
Government  considered  that  if  there 
were  individuals  who  liked  to  buy,  they 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  sell. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  it  seemed  to  him  that  his  hon. 
Friends  opposite  were  rather  hard  upon 
the  Treasury  Bench  in  regard  to  this 
matter.  He  was  a  party  to  the  dis- 
cussion the  other  evening  upon  the  point 
raised  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Brand), 
and  it  appeared  to  him  there  could  be 
no  strong  complaint  against  the  course 
adopted  by  the  Prime  Minister.  The 
understanding  which  was  entered  into 
had  been  most  honourably  carried  out. 
The  point  which  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Stroud  brought  forward  re- 
lated purely  to  future  tenancies,  and  to 
future  tenancies  alone ;  but  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
opposite  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  re- 
lated to  a  totally  different  matter.  He 
(Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  could  not 
quite  find  where,  in  the  Land  Act  of 
1870,  the  doctrine  was  contained  which 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had  stated 
that  night  for  the  first  time — namely, 
that  when  a  landlord  has,  under  the  2nd 
clause  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870,  bought 
up  the  Ulster  Custom,  or  the  vidue  of  a 
custom  analogous  to  the  Ulster  Custom 
outside  Ulster,  thereupon  the  holding  or 
the  tenancy  came  within  the  Compensa- 
tion for  Disturbance  Clause.  He  wished 
to  point  out  to  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
that  the  3rd  clause  strictly  limited  com- 
pensation for  disturbance  to  cases  upon 
estates  outside  Ulster,  or  upon  estates 
where  no  custom  analogous  to  the  Ulster 
Custom  existed. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  thought 
his  noble  Friend  would  not  contra£ct 
him,  when  he  (the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland)  said  that  no  lawyer  had  con- 
strued the  Act  in  the  way  suggested. 
All  the  1st  and  2nd  sub-sections  of  the 
3rd  clause  did  was  to  extinguish  the 
peculiar  usage  in  the  particular  holding. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  could  quite 
understand  that  if  a  landlord  bought 
from  the  present  tenant  the  right  to  sell, 
and  if  the  tenant  wished  to  go,  he  could 


not  expect  to  be  paid  again.  Bat  sup- 
posing the  landlord  let  the  farm  to 
another  tenant,  would  that  tenant  have 
the  right  to  sell  ?  If  he  had  not  that 
right,  the  danger  contemplated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Mealy) 
would  be  very  apparent — and  that  was, 
they  would  have  landlords  buying  up 
the  tenant  right  expressly  to  deprive 
future  tenants  of  the  right  of  sale. 

Mr.  henry  THOMSON  said,  a 
tenant  of  his  brother's  desired  to  g^  to 
America,  and  wanted  to  be  bought  out 
It  was  decided  he  should  have  £800, 
and  that  was  handed  to  him.  The  farm 
had  been  let  to  another  man;  and  he 
(Mr.  H.  Thomson)  would  verv  much 
like  to  be  informed  by  the  Pnme  Mi- 
nister under  what  clause  his  brother 
could  be  repaid  the  £800  he  had  paid 
to  the  last  tenant  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  replied,  that  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  Newry  would  sup- 
ply him  with  particulars,  he  would  cause 
an  inquiry  to  oe  made  into  the  case.  He 
would  not  now  say  anything  as  to  the 
prudence  or  imprudence  of  the  transac- 
tion; but  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
incoming  tenant  would  be  entiled  to 
compensation  for  disturbance,  and  for 
such  compensation  people  were  ready  to 
give  money. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  it  would  have 
been  much  more  satisfactory  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  explained  whether, 
in  a  case  of  the  sort  referred  to,  a  pre- 
sent tenant,  under  Clause  1 ,  as  it  stood 
now»  would  have  a  right  to  sell  his 
tenancy  at  the  best  price  in  the  event  of 
his  going  out  of  the  farm.  Although 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  argued  aa 
if  there  were  only  two  cases — namely, 
one  in  which  the  landlord  had  purchased 
the  tenant  right  and  occupied  the  farm 
himself,  and  the  other  where  he  had  re- 
let the  farm,  there  was  a  third  case  which 
often  happened  in  Ireland,  and  that  was 
where  tne  landlord  had  purchased  the 
tenant  right  and  let  the  farm.  Where 
the  tenant  right  had  been  bought  by 
the  landlord  one  day  before  the  passing 
of  the  Bill,  was  the  tenant  the  day  after 
to  have  the  right  of  re-selling  the  tenant 
right  and  to  be  paid  twice  over  ?  That 
was  a  point  upon  which  an  answer  should 
be  given  before  the  division  was  taken. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the 
cases  were  hmited  to  Ulster.  That  was 
a  point  he  (Mr.  Chaplin)  was  not  pro- 
pared  to  contest  then,  though  he  thought 
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reference  would  show  its  existence  out- 
side Ulster.  But,  even  if  limited  to 
Ulster,  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  said — 
**  Leave  to  landlords  the  right  they  have 
bought  up  from  the  tenanti  and  leave  to 
tenants  tne  rieht  of  compensation  for 
disturbance ;"  but  the  principle  of  the 
Land  Act  was  damaged  for  causeless 
eviction,  nothing  else.  But  how  was  it 
proposed  to  extend  that  now  ?  It  was 
proposed  to  give  the  tenant  compensa- 
tion for  disturbance,  even  if  not  evicted 
at  all.  The  sole  right  they  had,  under 
the  Act  of  1870,  was  for  damages  for 
causeless  eviction,  and  now  it  was  pro- 
posed to  extend  that  right  to  compensa- 
tion whether  evicted  or  not. 

Mr.  GIVAN  said,  a  good  deal  of  mis- 
apprehension existed  as  to  the  present 
state  of  the  law  and  the  effect  of  the 
Act  of  1870  on  the  tenant  right  and 
custom  of  Ulster.  It  had  been  ex- 
plained by  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law) 
several  times  that  when  the  landlord 
had  acquired  the  right,  the  custom  be- 
came extinct,  and  did  not  again  attach  to 
the  holding.  He  (Mr.  (Hvan)  did  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork 
County  (Mr.  Shaw)  that,  no  matter  how 
the  landlord  purchased  it,  tenant  right 
would  attach  to  the  holding  ag^ain.  It 
would  not  exist,  owing  to  the  express 
provision  of  the  Act  of  1870,  which 
said  as  much.  Then,  if  tenant  right 
did  not  attach  to  the  holding  after  it 
had  been  acquired  by  the  landlord,  the 

flain  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  was  this — 
that  a  tenant  could  only  afterwards  sell 
what  he  had  got ;  and  he  had  not  got 
tenant  right,  because  the  landlord  would 
have  purchased  it.  It  was  plain  that  if 
the  tenant  right  was  once  extinguished 
it  did  not  ag^n  attach  to  the  holding ; 
and  the  tenant,  not  having  the  tenant 
right  to  sell,  could  not  sell  under  the 
Act.  All  he  could  sell  was  what  he  had 
got — that  was,  his  interest  in  his  tenure ; 
but  not  the  tenant  right,  when  the  land- 
lord had  bought  it  up.  What  he  (Mr. 
Qivan)  understood  the  Prime  Minister 
to  say  was,  that  present  tenancies, 
where  the  tenant  rignt  had  not  already 
been  purchased,  should  bo  exempted 
from  any  action  of  the  landlord  to  ac- 
quire or  appropriate  it  in  future,  lie 
had  known  instances  where  the  tenant, 
being  a  year's  rent  in  arrear,  was  evicted 
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for  non-pa3rment ;  and  then  the  landlord 
insisted  subsequently  that  by  the  eviction 
of  the  tenant  and  the  loss  of  one  year's 
rent,  owing  to  the  misfortunes  of  the 
tenant,  that  he  (the  landlord)  had  ac- 
quired the  tenant  right.  But  it  had 
been  held,  on  several  occasions,  that 
was  not  acquiring  the  tenant  right.  No 
one,  however,  on  that  side  of  the  House 
would  insist  that  the  landlord  having 
purchased  the  tenant  right,  that  ri^ht 
again  attached  to  the  holding.  The 
Land  Act  of  1870  settled  that  eonclu- 
sivelv 

Sm'WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  was  exceedingly  disappointed  at  the 
after-statement  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  first 
rose,  he  distinctly  understood  him  to  say 
that  he  would  have  every  regard  for 

E resent  tenancies,  where  the  right  was 
ought  up  by  the  landlord ;  but  now  he 
had    gone   absolutely  away  from  that 

Eroposal.  It  would  have  been  much 
etter,  in  the  interests  of  the  Bill,  if, 
instead  of  looking  to  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  he  had  listened  to 
those  who  were  not  unwilling  to  assist 
the  BiU  by  amending  it  in  a  reasonable 
manner.  The  people  of  the  country 
would  judge  whether  confiscation  was  or 
was  not  intended,  if  after  a  man  had  en« 
tered  into  a  deliberate  and  solemn  con« 
tract  with  his  tenant,  and  bought  up 
the  tenant  right ;  if  after  that  they  were 
going  to  take  that  absolutely  away  from 
him,  and  hand  it  over  to  the  tenant — if 
that  was  intended,  then  people  would 
know  that  not  the  most  solemn  con- 
tracts, deliberately  entered  into,  and 
money  having  passed,  were  sacred  now 
that  the  present  Government  were  deter- 
mined to  take  from  those  what  they 
had  every  reason  to  consider  their  legiti- 
mate right. 

Mb.  STANSFELD  said,  the  words  in 
the  clause  in  question  were  *'  the  tenant 
for  the  time  being  of  eveiy  holding  may 
sell  his  tenancy,  &c.,"  and  then  upon 
reference  to  the  Interpretation  Clause 
it  would  be  found  that  the  definition  of 
tenancy  is  **the  interest  in  the  holding 
of  the  tenant  and  his  successor  in  full 
during  the  continuance  of  the  tenancy." 
It  was  clear,  therefore,  that  the  Ist 
clause  could  only  give  to  the  tenant  the 
right  to  sell  what  was  his  own.  What 
might  become  his  own  was  a  question 
that  should  be  discussed  under  the  7th 
clause. 
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Question  put. 

The  Oommittee  divided: 
Noes  199  :  Majority  74.  • 
No.  226.) 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL,  in  mov- 
ing, as  an  Amendment,  that  the  words 
from  the  word  '*  regulations  "  in  line  9, 
down  to  the  word  "  conditions  "  in  line 
11,  be  omitted,  said,  it  must  be  con- 
sidered in  connection  with  Section  45,  a 
section  which  he  did  not  like,  and  which, 
when  it  came  on  for  discussion,  he  pro- 
posed to  amend,  for  it  seemed  to  him 
that  it  affected  the  whole  character  of 
the  Bill.    The  present  Amendment  was 
merely  to  raise  the  question  which  really 
turned  upon  Section  45.     That  section 
appeared  to  be  an  afterthought,  sug- 
gested in  a  spirit  of  compromise  to  satisfy 
somebody  who  did  not  like  the  Bill,  for 
it  was  wholly  inconsistent  with  the  rest 
of  the  Bill.    By  that  section,  whenever 
the  landlord  was  enabled  to  sell  on  ac- 
count of  any  breach  of  the  statutory 
conditions,  that  tenancy  was  determined, 
and  the  landlord  coiUd  create  a  new 
tenancy,  and  the  after-tenancy   would 
not  have  the  conditions  such  as  were 
attached  to  the  old  tenancy.    Now,  that 
appeared  to  him  (Sir  George  OampbeU) 
to  oe  a  confiscation  of  the  tenant's  right 
created  under  the  Bill.    It  was  most 
severe  as  against  the  tenant,  who  would 
have  this  sword  continually  hanging  over 
his   head  —  that  if  by  anv  chance  he 
committed  a  breach  of  tne  statutory 
conditions  he  would  find  his  tenancy 
determined.     During  the  debates  it  had 
been  clearly   shown  that,  a  new  ten- 
ancy being  created,  a  landlord  mieht 
protect  himself  by  a  rack-rent  of  the  full 
value;  and  so  the  new  tenancy  would 
leave  nothing  to  the  tenant,  and  every- 
thing to  the  landlord.   He  was  delighted 
to  see  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
had    given   Notice  of  an   Amendment 
going  in  the  same  direction  as  the  one 
under  Notice,  and  he  had  hoped  for  the 
unusual  pleasure  of  going  into  the  same 
Lobby  with  the  noble  Lord;  but,  for 
reasons  best  known  to  himself,  the  noble 
Lord  purposed  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment.   It  was  important  to  observe  what 
the  statutory  conditions  were,  the  breach 
of  any  of  which  would  lead  to  the  for- 
feiture of  the  tenancy.  There  were  many. 
If  a  tenant  failed  to  pay  his  rent  at  the 
appointed   time   he  was    ejected,    his 


tenancy  forfeited,  and  his  right  confis- 
cated. And  so  in  other  cases,  a  tenancy, 
according  to  Section  45,  would 

"  Be  deemed  to  have  determmed  whenerv  it 
is  sold  in  conseqaenoe  of  a  breach  by  the  tcoiat 
of  a  statutory  condition.*' 

He  would  be  glad  to  find  if  he  was  mis- 
taken in  his  construction  of  the  section ; 
but  it  seemed  to  him  these  conditions 
were  much  too  severe,  infinitely  more 
severe  than  most  leases.  In  the  case  of 
a  breach  of  a  condition  attached  to  the 
lease  of  a  London  house,  by  an  equit- 
able provision  of  the  law,  the  tenure 
was  not  forfeited,  and  it  seemed  un- 
reasonable  that  this  severe  condition 
should  be  imposed  on  the  Irish  tenant. 
He  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  explain  that  he  was  mistaken  in 
his  construction  of  the  words,  and  that 
the  Amendment  he  now  proposed  would 
not  be  necessary. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
9,  to  leave  out  firom  "  regulations  "  to 
** conditions"  in  line  11. — {Sir  Owr$$ 
Campbell,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  Amend- 
ment was  unnecessary,  and  that  the  pro- 
visions to  which  the  words  referred  were 
not  those  of  the  45th  section  as  to  deter- 
mination of  tenancies,  but  those  of  the 
4th  section  as  to  resumption  of  tenancies 
in  certain  special  cases. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  A.  M.  SULLIVAN,  who  had  the 
following  Amendment  upon  the  Paper: — 
In  page  1,  line  12,  after  "(1),  omit 
from  "except"  to  "shall,"  and  insert 
instead — 

«<  In  the  case  of  holdings  valued  under  the 
Acts  relating  to  the  valuation  of  rateable  pro* 
perty  in  Ireland  at  an  annual  value  of  not  more 
than  forty  pounds,  the  sale  shall,  except  with 
the  consent  of  the  landlord  ; " 

In  line  13,  after  *•  only,"  insert — 

**  Provided  that  by  no  such  sale  shall  anv 
holding,  unless  by  leave  of  the  Court,  be  divided 
so  as  to  constitute  a  new  holding  of  less  than 
twenty  acres  of  arable  land,'* 

said,  that  it  raised  a  very  serious  ques- 
tion, and  one  which  would  arise  on  the 
consideration  of  various  parts   of  the 
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Bill — namely,  the  pennisaion  to  tenants 
to  sab«diyide  where  the  farms  were 
large.  But  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick  County  (Mr.  O'Sullivan)  had 
also  a  similar  Amendment  to  propose, 
and  because  he  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan) 
thought  it  desirable  that  Amendments 
of  a  similar  character  should  be  con- 
densed, he  should  withdraw  his,  in  order 
that  the  Ooramittee  might  reach  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  to  insert,  at  the  end  of  the 
1st  sub-section — 

"  In  cases  where  the  tenancy  for  sale  is  value 
for  one  hundred  pounds  per  annum  and  upwards 
the  court  may  allow  the  tenant  to  sell  to  more 
than  one  person:  Provided  that  the  value  of 
any  one  lot  shall  not  he  leas  than  thirty  pounds 
per  annum,'* 

said,  he  thought  the  Committee  would 
be  glad  to  reach,  at  last,  a  sensible 
and  practicable  proposal.  The  object 
of  the  Amendment  he  was  about 
to  propose  was  to  give  power  to  the 
tenant  to  sell  to  more  than  one  person. 
In  the  case  of  the  large  farms,  unless 
the  power  of  sub-division  was  given, 
it  would  be  almost  impossible  to  find 
purchasers  on  account  of  the  large 
amount  of  capital  required  to  pay  for  the 
tenant  right  and  tenant's  improvements, 
as  well  as  for  the  purpose  of  stocking 
the  farm.  Anotherreason  why  bethought 
the  Amendment  should  be  accepted  was 
that  it  would  assist  in  breaking  up  the 
large  grazing  farms,  which  had  been 
the  curse  of  the  country.  He  would  now 
move  it,  and  trusted  the  Prime  Minister, 
in  view  of  its  reasonable  character, 
would  be  able  to  adopt  it. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  1,  line  13,  after  "onl^*,"  insert  •*  In 
cases  where  the  tenancy  for  sale  is  value  for  one 
hundred  pounds  per  annum  and  upwards  the 
court  may  allow  the  tenant  to  sell  to  more  than 
one  person  :  Provided  that  the  value  of  any  one 
lot  shaU  not  he  less  than  thirty  pounds  per  an- 
num."—(JIfr.  frSuilivan,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  sorry  we 
cannot  entertain  this  Amendment.  The 
first  reason  against  our  doing  so  is  that 
it  might  be  extremely  injurious— nay, 
almost  ruinous — to  the  landlord,  because 
it  might  involve  detaching  for  one  por- 


tion of  a  holding  a  building  which  could 
be  fully  utilized  only  for  the  whole  farm. 
But  the  other  reason,  which  I  think 
more  fundamental,  is  that  there  is  no 
reasonable  expectation  on  the  part  of 
the  tenant  that  he  should  sell  to  more 
than  one  person.  When  he  took  the 
holding,  he  took  it  to  keep  as  his  hold- 
ing, and  it  could  not  possibly  have 
entered  into  his  expectations  that  he 
should  have  the  right  to  cut  it  into 
several  portions.  It  would,  therefore, 
be  unjust  to  allow  him  to  do  so  to  the 
injury  of  the  landlord. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  that 
was  the  first  instance  in  connection  with 
the  Bill  in  Committee  in  which  anything 
like  a  conflict  of  opinion  had  arisen  be- 
tween the  Government  and  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen near  him.  The  Amendment  be- 
fore the  Committee  was  of  tremendous 
importance,  because  its  principle  touched 
cases  of  devolution  and  inheritance  of 
property  as  well  as  cases  of  intestacy. 
The  intention  of  the  Bill  was  that  there 
should  be  no  sub-division  of  those  large 
farms  in  Ireland  from  which  the  tenants 
had  been  sent  away,  while  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  supported  the  Amendment  be- 
lieved it  would  meet  the  real  difficulties 
of  relieving  congestion  in  certain  parts 
of  Connaught  if,  within  the  four  corners 
of  the  Bill,  encouragement  was  given 
towards  the  sub-division  of  those  large 
farms  in  Ireland.  Moreover,  it  was  the 
impression  in  Ireland  that  in  the  mind 
of  the  Government,  when  proposing  some 
of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  there  lurked  a 
desire  that  the  consolidation  of  farms 
might  proceed,  and  that  the  sub-division 
of  the  large  grazing  farms  might  not  be 
effected.  He  said  that  while  it  was 
granted  that  there  was  a  mischievous 
excess  of  small  holdings  in  some  parts  of 
Ireland,  the  real  way  to  relieve  the 
people  was  not  by  encouraging  the  de- 
portation of  every  class  of  people  Who 
ought  to  be  maintained  in  Ireland,  but 
by  encouraging  migration  to  the  farms 
which  might  be  reasonably  and  ration- 
ally carved  out  of  those  large  farms 
which  sprung  up  in  1871  to  1875.  He 
appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  recollect  that  this  was  not  a  case  of 
what  the  tenant  imagined  when  ho  took 
the  farm.  A  great  deal  of  domestic 
bitterness  and  str.fe  might,  undoubtedly, 
take  place,  unless  sub-division  to  a 
reasonable  extent  were  admitted  on 
farms  large  enough  to  bear  it.     He 
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entreated  the  Government  to  consider 
once  more  before  they  came  to  a  final 
decision  on  the  question  of  permissiTe 
sub-division.  He  represented  a  county 
in  Ireland  in  which  one  might  travel  five 
or  six  miles  without  seeing  what  the 
farmers  called  red  earth  ;  and  his  blood 
had  been  chilled  in  places  where  neither 
the  smoke  of  a  cottage  was  to  be  seen 
nor  the  cry  of  a  cluld  heard  for  nine 
miles.  The  question  now  raised  touched 
deeply  the  feelings  of  the  Irish  people. 
They  asked  that  these  large  farms  might 
be  made  the  means  of  relieving  the 
miserable  little  holdings  which  painfully 
existed  in  some  parts  of  Ireland.  He 
assured  the  Oovemment  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers who  had  fully  considered  the  Bill 
were  unanimously  of  opinion  that  sub- 
division was  necessary;  and  he  again 
appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  re-consider  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Limerick 
County. 

Mr.  CHAELES  HUSSEIJi  said,  he 
f^lly  reooffnized  that  it  would  be  utterly 
unjust  to  tne  landlords  to  five  the  tenants 
power  to  sell  their  farms  in  lots.  That 
had  been  clearly  pointed  out  by  the 
Prime  Minister.  But  he  failed  to  see 
why  the  Court,  to  which  so  many  great 
powers  were  to  be  committed  by  the  Bill, 
might  not  safely  be  trusted  to  protect 
the  interest  of  the  landlords,  and,  in 
oases  where  it  was  right  and  just,  to 
^ve  their  sanction  to  a  moderate  sub- 
division of  farms. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  he  would  also  ap- 
peal to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  to  give  his  consideration 
to  this  subject,  wmoh  was  one  of  very 
great  importance.  There  were  cases,  he 
would  admit,  in  which  it  would  be  most 
absurd  to  compel  the  landlord  to  agree 
to  the  cutting  up  of  his  farms ;  but  ^ere 
were  also  cases  in  which  the  landlord, 
by  acting  like  the  dog  in  the  manger, 
would  prejudice  his  own  interest  if  he 
did  not  consent.  For  his  own  part,  he 
deplored  the  existence  of  these  large 
farms  in  many  ^arts  of  Ireland,  and  he 
looked  to  this  Bill  as  a  means  by  which 
they  might  be  broken  up. 

Mb.  PAKNELL  thought  a  good  deal 
might  be  said  in  favour  of  the  suggestion 
that  the  question  of  sub-division  should 
be  left  to  the  discretion  of  the  Court. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  said  it  would  be 
unjust  to  allow  the  tenant  to  sub-divide 
his  holding,  because  when  he  came  into 
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possession  he  never  expected  to  have 
the  right  of  selling  his  interest  in  por- 
tions. But,  in  all  probability,  neiti&er 
did  he  expect  to  have  to  sell  any  interest 
in  the  holding  at  all.  So  that  fiie  argu- 
ment, if  it  cut  against  the  riffht  of  sell- 
ing  the  interest  divided,  wotud  also  out 
against  selling  the  interest  as  a  whole. 
But,  speaking  on  this  question  horn  an 
economical  point  of  view,  he  thought  it 
was  one  of  the  utmost  importance  for 
the  proper  cultivation  of  many  of  those 
laree  grass  districts  to  which  reference 
had  been  made.  It  was  a  matter  of  per- 
fect notoriety  that  the  grazing  tenants 
holding  large  tracts  of  inferior  graos 
land  in  the  Western  counties  of  Irdand 
were  many  of  them  in  a  state  of  bank- 
ruptcy ;  that  they  had  an  insufficiency  of 
capital  for  the  purpose  of  cultivating 
their  holdings,  many  of  which,  firom  an 
agricultural  point  of  view,  were  urgently 
in  need  of  tillage.  He  had  himself  driven 
over  a  distance  of  from  nine  to  12  miles 
in  county  Mayo  and  had  not  seen  a 
single  human  being  or  a  single  habita- 
tion. A  state  of  things  existed  there 
that  was  truly  deplorable.  There  were 
large  tracts  of  land  of  inferior  quality 
in  tiiat  county  which  were  not  capable, 
agriculturally  i^eaking,  of  remaining 
long  in  a  condition  of  permanent  pas- 
ture without  deterioration.  The  way  to 
break  up  these  lands  was  by  adopting 
the  nlan  recommended  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Limerick  County  (Mr. 
O'SuUivan),  or  by  applymg  the  prin- 
ciple of  purchase.  He  did  not  asree 
with  what  had  been  said  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  County  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Shaw).  He  thought  it  a  very  fair  compro- 
mise, and  one  which  the  Prone  Minister 
might  accept  with  confidence,  under  cer- 
tain restrictions  and  reg^ations,  that  the 
Court  should  permit  the  present  ocoupy- 
ine  tenant  to  sub-divide  his  holding.  It 
haa  been  said  that  the  Bill  was  an  Ulster 
BiQ ;  but  it  so  happened  that  the  Ulster 
counties  would  not  be  affected  by  the 
Amendment,  because  the  S3rstem  of  clear- 
ances had  not  proceeded  to  any  great  ex- 
tent in  those  counties.  It  was  the  Western 
counties — GMway,  Mayo,  and  Sligo — 
where  these  clearances  had  taken  places 
and  which  would  be  affected  by  the 
Amendment.  He  did  not  think  the 
county  of  Cork  would  be  affected  to  any 
great  extent.  There  were,  however,  five 
or  six  counties  in  Ireland  where  the 
adoption  of  some  such  provision  as  that 
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contained  in  the  Amendment  of  his  | 
hon.  Friend  was  necessary  to  secure 
and  protect  the  proper  caltivation  of 
the  soil.  He  would  therefore  suggest 
that,  if  the  Amendment  were  withdrawn, 
the  Prime  Minister  should  give  some 
substantial  hope  that  he  would,  before 
the  House  met  again  that  day,  re-con- 
sider the  whole  question  with  a  view  to 
meeting  the  almost  unanimous  wish  of 
Irish  Members. 

Mr.  J.  N.  RICHARDSON  also  hoped 
the  Prime  Minister  would  re-consider 
this  matter,  and  if  a  division  was  not 
taken  on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Limerick  County  (Mr.  O'Sul- 
livan),  that  he  would,  perhaps,  see  his 
way  to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  below  him  (Mr. 
Charles  Russell)  to  allow  the  Court  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  sub-division. 
He  had  the  honour  to  represent  the 
county  which  in  Ireland  was  called  *'  The 
county  of  small  farms,"  which,  he  be- 
lieved, would  compare  favourably  with 
any  other  in  respect  of  the  payment  of 
rents. 

Sir  R.  ASSIIETON  CROSS  said,  he 
hoped,  on  the  contrary,  the  Prime 
Minister  would  stand  by  the  declaration 
he  had  made.  He  agreed  with  the 
statement  of  the  right  Hon.  Gentleman, 
that  the  tenant  when  he  took  his  hold- 
ing could  have  had  no  notion  that  he 
would  have  the  right  of  dividing  it.  As 
the  Bill  stood  already,  the  landlord  was 
not  to  get  the  best  price  he  could  for  his 
property.  But  the  case  was  different 
with  the  tenant;  he  was  to  have  the 
power  of  getting  the  very  best  for  his 
share,  and  now  it  was  proposed  that  not 
only  should  he  get  the  best  price  for  it 
as  a  whole,  but  that  he  might,  so  to 
speak,,  cut  it  up  into  little  bits.  Con- 
sidering that,  up  to  the  present  time, 
the  tenant  was  not  supposed  to  have 
any  joint  proprietary  in  the  soil,  it  was 
a  strange  thing  to  say  that  the  landlord 
was  not  to  get  the  best  price  he  could, 
but  that  the  tenant  was  to  do  so,  and 
was  to  be  allowed  to  cut  up  the  land 
into  small  portions. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  thought 
that  of  the  two  Amendments,  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  lameriok  (Mr.  0*8ul- 
livan)  was  to  be  preferred.  If  it  were 
accepted,  he  did  not  think  any  harm 
could  follow,  for  the  reason  that  the 
operation  of  tlie  clause  would  be  limited 
in  respect  to  the   particular  sub-divi- 1 


sions  which  the  Court  might  sanction. 
In  the  other  Amendment  there  were  no 
limitations,  and  it  would  be  hopeless  to 
pass  it  if  the  present  Amendment  were 
rejected. 

Mr.  O^CONNOR  POWER  said,  that, 
in  his  speech  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  he  had  commented  very  seriously 
on  the  1st  clause,  in  reference  to  the  re- 
striction of  the  sale  to  one  person.  They 
had  heard  a  great  deal  about  the  neces- 
sity of  relieving  certain  districts  by  dis- 
tributing the  population  over  other  dis- 
tricts. He  had  pointed  out  that  they 
had  an  opportunity,  by  allowing  larg^ 
farms  to  be  sold  to  a  number  of  persons, 
of  effecting  the  very  thing  they  nad  at- 
tempted in  vain  to  bring  about  by  the 
**  Bright's  Clauses  "  in  the  Act  of  1870. 
He  was  not  so  sanguine  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  that  they  would  be  able  to  relieve 
the  congested  districts  of  Ireland  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill ;  and,  he  con- 
tended, it  would  be  a  great  pity  to  lose 
the  opportunity  they  now  haa  of  break- 
ing up  some  of  the  large  farms.  It  was 
proposed,  not  that  the  tenant  should  have 
this  power  absolutely,  but  that  a  Court 
should  have  the  decision  of  that  very 
difficult  question.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  power  which  they  sought  to  confer 
on  the  tenant  was  analogous,  in  spirit, 
to  the  abolition  of  the  Law  of  Primogeni- 
ture, of  which  almost  every  land  re- 
former was  in  favour ;  and  he  thought 
the  sense  of  the  Committee  should  be 
tested  on  the  question,  either  on  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick,  or  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  County  of  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Givan). 

Mu.  WALTER  said,  that  hitherto 
in  the  course  of  thesy  debates  he  had 
not  said  a  word  ;  but  he  now  wished  to 
say  that,  though  he  had  no  objection,  in 
principle,  to  the  sub-division  of  these 
large  farms,  he  doubted  very  much  whe- 
ther the  tenants  should  be  allowed  to 
bring  it  about  on  their  own  motion. 
[An  hon.  Membkr  :  No ;  the  Court.] 
lie  doubted  whether  the  tenants  should 
be  allowed  to  bring  it  about,  even  with 
the  consent  of  the  Court.  One  of  the 
main  features  of  this  legislation,  as  well 
as  of  the  legislation  of  1870,  was  that 
farms  of  a  certain  size  and  rental  should 
bo  excluded  from  the  operation  of  these 
Acts.  Well,  bearing  that  in  mind,  was 
it  right  to  allow  the  tenant  or  the  Court 
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to  sub-divide  the  farm,  when  the  imme- 
diate effect  would  be  to  break  up  a  farm, 
Bay,  of  300  or  400  acres,  which  $x  hypo- 
theni  was  outride  the  operation  of  the 
Act,  into  a  number  of  small  farms  which 
would  come  under  the  operation  of  the 
Act?  The  feeling  of  most  landlords 
would  be  rather  to  be  outside  than  in- 
side the  operation  of  the  Act. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that,  instead  of  at- 
tempting to  amend  the  clause,  hon.  Mem- 
bers should,  from  first  to  last,  entirely 
Bet  their  faces  against  it.  If  the  clause 
was  struck  out,  the  Irish  tenants  would 
not  be  a  bit  the  worse  ofiP. 

Mr.  BIGOAR  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Gladstone)  Kad 
Btarted  with  a  fallacy,  because  he  laid 
down  the  principle  that  the  tenant,  when 
he  took  a  holding,  took  it  subject  to  cer- 
tain conditions ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  know  that  in  a  great  many 
cases  a  particular  holding  had  been  in 
possession  of  a  family  for  one  or  two 
generations.  Ireland  was  an  agricultural 
country,  and  the  land  should  be  so  ap- 
portioned that  it  could  be  turned  over 
with  the  spade,  instead  of  being  treated 
to  farming  operations  on  a  large  scale, 
which  system  had  failed  so  miserably 
in  England.  In  their  experience  in  Ire- 
land, the  small  farms  had  been  most 
successful.  He  had  given  Notice  of  an 
Amendment  which  went  very  much  fur- 
ther into  the  question  of  sub-division 
than  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick,  which  would  have 
very  little  practical  effect  in  the  parts 
of  Ireland  with  which  he  was  ac- 
quainted. The  hon.  Member's  Amend- 
ment might  have  effect  in  Meath,  Tip- 
perary,  and  Limerick  ;  but  the  principle 
which  would  allow  a  farm  to  continue 
increasing  in  size  without  chance  of 
sub-division  was  a  most  objectionable 
one.  ~  One  of  the  great  causes  of  the 
present  agitation  in  Ireland  was  the  exist- 
ence of  large  farms  without  facilities 
for  sub- division. 

Mr.  a.  MOOBE  said,  that  it  was  a 
very  serious  thing  to  compel  the  land- 
lord to  increase  the  number  of  his  ten- 
ants ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the  ques- 
tion was  of  enorsious  importance.  Emi- 
gration was  going  on  to  a  consider- 
able extent.  The  Bill  afforded  facilities 
for  the  increase  of  that  emigration,  and 
he  really  thought  it  was  of  great  im- 
portance in  the  life  of  a  nation  that 
some  steps  should  be  taken  to  counteract 
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the  enormous  emigration  thftt  was  going 
on. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  he  wis 
anxious  to  see  the  Bill  passed  without 
delay,  because,  though  it  might  not  be 
all  they  wished  for,  still  there  were  some 
very  good  things  in  it.  However,  he  felt 
bound  to  press  the  Amendment,  as  he 
believed  it  to  be  important,  so  far  as  the 
peace  of  the  country  was  concerned.  The 
Frime  Minister  had  pointed  out  that 
new  buildings  would  have  to  be  erected. 
Well,  there  was  nothing  to  complain  of 
in  that.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
eaid  the  tenants  never  expected  this.  In 
reply  to  that,  he  would  ask  whether  the 
tenants  were  not  now  getting  many 
things  that  they  never  expected?  If 
this  Bill  wore  not  carried,  they  would 
get  much  more  than  they  ever  expected. 
Every  tenant  in  Ireland,  no  matter  how 
small  or  large  his  holding,  would  come 
under  the  Bill.  He  had  known  esses 
where  tenants  had  farms  of  the  value  of 
£aO— 20  or  30  acres  in  extent— and  were 
able  to  live  as  comfortably  as  other  men 
with  100  acres.  He  wished  to  prevent 
the  landlord  from  selling  the  tenant's  in- 
terest ;  and,  as  he  thought  it  would  be 
fatal  to  the  interests  of  Ireland  if  his 
Amendment  were  not  passed,  the  matter 
was  of  too  great  importance  to  be  decided 
to-night.  Hon.  Members  should  think 
over  the  matter  ;  and,  in  order  to  enable 
them  to  do  so,  he  would  move  to  report 
Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gpress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (i^''* 
O'SuUivan.) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  admit  the  time 
has  come  when  we  ought  to  think  about 
reporting  Progress ;  but  it  really  seenis 
to  me  that  we  ought  to  dispose  oi  this 
Amendment  first.  It  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  we  do  not  dismiss  the  entire 
subject  by  disposing  of  this  Amendment, 
because  there  is  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Grivan)  U) 
be  discussed.  He  has  put  his  proposal 
in  a  different  form,  and  has  evidently 
framed  it  with  ereater  care,  and  he  has 
announced  that  he  will  bring  it  forward 
to-morrow.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  we 
shall  be  able  to  decide  upon  the  Amend- 
ment before  us  to-night. 

Ma.  O'SHEA  said,  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Givan)  would  give  them  all  they  wanted ; 
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therefore,  he  trusted  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  O'SuUivan)  would  withdraw  his 
proposal. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  that  if  hon. 
Members  would  look  at  his  Amendment, 
they  would  see  that  he  did  not  want  to 
give  power  to  the  tenant  at  all.  All 
that  he  proposed  was  that  the  Court 
should  allow  the  tenant  to  sell. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA,  speaking 
from  the  landlords'  point  of  view,  would 
think  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  0* Sullivan) 
infinitely  less  objectionable  than  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Givan),  because,  according  to  the  former, 
the  permission  to  sub-divide  would  only 
become  operative  in  cases  where  the 
rent  was  over  £100  a-year,  and  no  ten- 
ancy would  be  reduced  below  £30  a- 
year.  The  hon.  Member  for  Monaghan 
(Mr.  (Hvan),  no  doubt,  was  animated  by 
the  best  intentions ;  but  he  proposed  to 
sanction  division  to  any  extent  the  Court 
might  allow.  Let  them  take  the  decision 
on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick,  which,  though  it  did 
not  so  far  recommend  itself  to  the  Com- 
mitteo  would,  he  ventured  to  say,  have 
a  better  chance  of  support  than  the 
other. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  I  wish  to  ask  you, 
Mr.  Chairman,  as  a  point  of  Order, 
whether,  if  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Limerick  is  negatived, 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mona- 
ghan (Mr.  Givan)  can  be  moved  after- 
wards ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  see  nothing  in 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Monaghan  that  is  not  completely  in 
Order. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  would  appeal 
to  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  O'Sulhvan) 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  as  there 
was  not  much  difference  between  the 
two,  if  the  withdrawal  of  his  Amend- 
ment would  smooth  the  way  to  some 
reasonable  understanding.  There  had 
been  such  unanimity  on  that  (the  Op- 
position) side  of  the  House,  that  he 
nad  no  doubt  his  hon.  Friend  would 
g^ve  way.  There  had  been  exhibited 
that  night  a  feeling  on  the  part  of  the 
Irish  Representatives  which  any  Cabinet 
Minister  who  ever  ruled  must,  in  some 
measure,  defer  to.  He  would  aak  his 
hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment, though  it  seemed  to  him  prefer- 
able to  the  other. 


The  O'DONOGHUE  did  not  think 
the  Prime  Minister  had  given  any  rea- 
son worthy  of  the  name  against  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend.  Far 
ereater  powers  than  were  proposed  to 
be  conferred  on  the  Court  by  the  Amend- 
ment were  already  conferred  by  the 
BiU.  ' 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  O'SULUVAN  :  On  condition  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Givan)  will  be  discussed 
to-morrow,  I  will  withdraw  my  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

ALKALI,  &c.  WORKS  REGULATION 

BILL  [i^oriif.]— [Bill  119.] 

{^Mr.  Dodson.) 

COMMITTEB.     [^Progre99  26M  MayJ] 
Bill  comidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  16  (Annual  Beport  to  Local 
Government  Boards 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  7,  page  41,  to  leave  out  '*  his  proceed- 
ingB,"  and  insert  ''the  proceedings  of  himself 
and  of  the  other  inspectors  under  this  Act.'* — 
{Mr,  Dodson.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
*  his  proceedings '  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  they  had  to  meet 
at  2  o'clock  to-morrow — within  12  hours 
from  then — and,  considering  the  time 
the  Chairman  had  already  been  in  the 
Chair,  it  was  only  reasonable  that  they 
should  report  Progress.  He  was  opposed 
to  legislating  at  that  hour  of  the  morn- 
ing. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Mr,  Biggmr.) 

Mb.  dodson  ventured  to  hope  that 
the  Committee  would  not  accept  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan. 
The  Bill,  as  he  had  said  before,  was  one 
in  which  a  g^at  deal  of  interest  was  felt 
on  both  sides  of  the  Hoiise.  There  had 
been  no  objection  taken  to  it  thi*oughout, 
except  on  points  of  detail ;  and  those 
points,  he  thought,  oould  be  very  rapidly 
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disposed  of  if  the  Hon.  Member  would 
allow  them  to  proceed. 

Mr.  E.  power  said,  he  would  sug- 
gest that  Progress  should  be  reported 
at  2  o'clock. 

Eabl  PERCY  said,  that  the  Bill  had 
great  interest  for  many  English  Mem- 
bers, if  it  had  not  for  Irish  ones,  and  it 
would  be  a  great  convenience  to  them 
to  proceed  with  its  consideration. 

Mr.  DODSON  hoped  the  Bill  might 
be  got  through  before  2  o^clock ;  but  he 
should  be  sorry  to  pledge  himself  to  the 
exact  moment.  He  trusted  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  would  consent  to 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Mr.  BIGOAR  was  disposed  to  let  the 
Committee  proceed  ;  but  there  was  one 
clause  which  raised  a  very  important 
principle — namely,  that  in  respect  to 
joint  liability  for  the  acts  of  a  single 
person.  That  clause,  he  thought,  could 
not  be  taken  at  that  late  hour. 

Motion)  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Question,  *'That  the  words  'his  pro- 
ceedings,' stand  part  of  the  Clause,"  put, 
and  negatived. 

Proposed  words  iuhstiluted, 

Mr.  DODSON  proposed  to  add,  at 
the  end  of  the  preceding  Amendment, 
the  words  ''who  shall  furnish  him  with 
a  detailed  account  of  the  number  of  in- 
spections of  works  in  their  districts." 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  added. 

Earl  PERCY  proposed  the  further 
addition  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Amendment  of  the  words  "  and  the  re- 
corded escapes  of  acid  gases  in  all  such 
works." 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  added. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clauses  17  to  19,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  20  (Recovery  of  fines  for  of- 
fences against  Act  in  county  court). 

Major  NOLAN  proposed,  as  an 
Amendment,  to  omit  all  reference  to 
Ireland,  on  the  ground  that,  in  many 
respects,  the  Bill  was  not  applicable  to 
Ireland,  there  being  no  manufactories 
in  many  parts  of  the  country. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  the  Amendment 
did  not  properly  arise  on  that  clause. 

Mr,  Dodion 


Major  NOLAN  pointed  out  that  the 
clause  gave  power  to  recover  fines  in 
Ireland.  Such  a  stringent  Bill  was  not 
required  for  Ireland,  although  in  some 
parts  of  England,  such  as  the  Black 
Country,  the  escape  of  hydrochloric  gat 
caused  much  mischief.  He  moved  to 
omit  from  line  1 6  to  line  20. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  10,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  **In/* 
in  line  16,  to  the  word  "  bills  **  in  line  20,  boUi 
inclusive. — {Mt^for  NoUtn,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  O'SHEIA  observed,  that  no  satis- 
factory answer  had  been  given  to  the 
proposal. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  the  answer  was 
that  in  the  first  Alkali  Act,  which  was 
in  force  at  the  present  time,  it  was  pro- 
vided that  in  Ireland  all  penalties,  ex- 
cept penalties  against  a  special  rule, 
might  be  recovered  in  the  Civil  Court 
at  the  instance  of  the  Inspector.  The 
present  Bill  was  a  Consolidation  Bill, 
and  the  clause  only  provided  for  the  re- 
covery of  fines  in  the  same  terms  as  in 
the  Act  which  had  been  in  force  since 
1863. 

Major  NOLAN  believed  this  to  be  a 
more  severe  Bill  than  the  Act  of  1863. 
It  was  five  or  six  times  more  severe  as 
to  the  volume  of  gas  escaping. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Dodson)  would  be  will- 
ing to  exclude  all  towns  in  Ireland  of 
under  50,000  inhabitants?  The  pro- 
posed regulations  would  crush  all  at- 
tempts at  future  manufactures. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  the  Bill  was  not 
intended  to  apply  simply  to  populous 
places,  for  it  was  intended  to  protect 
crops  and  vegetation.  It  was  introduced 
originally  at  the  suggestion  of  residents 
near  works,  especially  cultivators  of  land. 
He  doubted  how  far  the  suggestion  could 
be  carried  out ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member 
would  wait  for  the  Report,  he  would  en- 
deavour to  ascertain  how  far  that  would 
be  possible. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  would  listen  to  the  words  of 
wisdom  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  Healy),  and  would  see  that 
the  Irish  Members  desired  to  encourage 
manufactures  in  Ireland.  The  cultiva- 
tors of  land  in  Ireland  had  made  no 
complaints  of  fumes  from  alkali  works, 
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for  one  reaaon,  because  there  were  no 
alkali  works  there ;  and  it  would  be  time 
enough  to  restrict  when  there  was  some- 
thing to  restrict.  There  were,  unfortu- 
nately, large  tracts  of  land  in  Ireland 
on  which  nothing  useful  grew  ;  and  he 
wished  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea^  or 
other  great  chemical  manufacturers  and 
smelters,  to  be  given  every  encourage- 
ment to  plant  useful  works  in  the  midst 
of  them. 

Mb.  AETHUR  AENOLD  wished  hon. 
Members  opposite,  who  said  they  had 
spoken  wonls  of  wisdom,  would  speak 
words  of  mercy.  There  were  places  in 
Lancashire  where  people  died  through 
the  fumes  from  alkali  works  getting  into 
the  water ;  and  he  thought  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland  might  desire  to  pro- 
tect life  in  that  country  as  well  as  in 
England. 

Dr.  OOMMINS  said,  that  there  were 
very  few  alkali  works  in  Ireland ;  but 
there  were  some  cement  works,  and 
chemical  manure  works,  which  were  in- 
cluded in  the  Bill.  There  were  also 
some  small  works,  such  as  sulphuric 
acid  works,  which  he  did  not  think  did 
much  harm,  but  which  would  be  inter- 
fered with  and  crushed  by  the  Bill. 
Nobody  in  Ireland  asked  for  or  desired 
the  Bill. 

Majob  NOLAN  approved  of  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  Healy),  and  said  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  would  insert  a 
clause  to  that  effect  he  should  be  con- 
tent. The  Irish  Members  were  quite 
willing  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Sal- 
ford  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold)  should  have 
what  legislation  he  liked  for  Lancashire, 
if  he  would  let  them  have  what  they 
wished.  They  had  good  air  in  Ireland ; 
they  wanted  industries,  and  did  not  wish 
to  be  restricted  by  legislation,  or  to  have 
their  money  wasted  on  Inspectors.  This 
Bill  was  one  of  those  unfortunate  pieces 
of  legislation  in  which  the  Government 
started  from  a  different  point  than  the 
Irish  Members,  and  asked  them  to  work 
up  to  it.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  exclude  Ireland  from  the  Bill, 
except  two  or  three  large  towns,  he 
would  withdraw  any  opposition. 

Mr.  C ALLAN  hoped  the  suggestion 
would  be  acceded  to.  They  did  not 
want  England  to  protect  them;  they 
wanted  to  get  some  obnoxious  industries 
into  Ireland ;  and  he  hoped  the  wishes 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr. 


Arthur  Arnold)  and  other  English  Mem- 
bers would  not  overweight  the  wishes  of 
the  Irish  people. 

Mb.  HIBBEBT  said,  if  Ireland  was 
excluded,  there  would  be  no  legislation 
for  Ireland  at  all.  Ireland  was  now 
under  the  Acts  in  operation,  and  he  did 
not  see  how  they  could  go  back  from 
those  Acts.  The  suggestion  was  not  one 
to  which  the  Government  could  accede 
off-hand,  and,  after  all,  the  works  in 
England  were  prepared  and  willing  to 
be  placed  under  the  Bill.  If  they  were 
under  the  Bill,  and  Ireland  was  not, 
great  advantages  would  be  given  to 
Irish  manufacturers.  The  Government 
were,  of  course,  willing  to  do  all  they 
could  to  promote  the  industries  of  Ire* 
land ;  but  he  thought  it  would  be  more 
practical  for  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Gal  way  (Major  Nolan)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy) 
to  prepare  some  Amendment  on  Beport, 
and  let  his  (Mr.  Hibbert's)  right  non. 
Friend  consider  it. 

Major  NOLAN  thought  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Hibbert)  had  given 
up  their  case  when  he  said  the  proposal 
would  give  great  advantages  to  Ireland ; 
but  if  thev  got  a  definite  promise  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Dodson) 
that  all  towns  in  Ireland  of  under 
50,000  inhabitants  should  be  left  out 
he  would  withdraw  his  opposition.  If 
not,  he  must  press  his  Amendment  to  a 
division. 

Mu.  BIGGAB  could  not  see  how  the 
proposal  could  be  refused.  The  manure 
worKs  in  Belfast  were  very  objection- 
able, and  it  was  desirable  that  they 
should  be  removed;  but  some  inducement 
must  be  given  to  the  owners  to  move 
them. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  he  really  could 
not  off-hand  undertake  to  give  a  definite 
promise.  The  proposal  had  been  sud- 
denly sprung  upon  him. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  it  was  made  on 
the  first  night  of  considering  the  Bill. 

Mr.  DODSON  replied,  that  on  the  first 
night  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
raised  the  question  whether  Ireland 
should  be  excluded,  and  several  Irish 
Members  were  strongly  of  opinion  that 
it  should  be  included.  The  non.  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin  (Mr.  M.  Brooks)  certainly 
was  one.  No  proposal  was  made  for 
the  exclusion  of  certain  parts,  and  he 
could  not  be  expected  to  accede  to  thia 
proposal  on  the  spur  of  the  moment 
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without  having  an  opportunity  of  con- 
eidering  it.  If  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  would  put  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  for  Report  he  would  give  a 
fair  and  impartial  consideration  to  it. 

Mr.  call  an  said,  that,  in  order  to 
insure  due  consideration  of  the  matter, 
he  would  move  that  Progress  be  re- 
ported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (i/r. 
Callan,) 

Mb.  DODSON  hoped  the  Committee 
might  be  allowed  to  proceed,  and  not  be 
asked  to  suspend  Progress  on  account 
of  this  proposal,  which  was  now  made 
for  the  nrst  time.  It  was  unreasonable 
to  ask  those  who  made  the  proposal  to 
put  it  into  proper  shape  to  be  considered 
on  Beport.  He  hoped  the  Motion  to  re- 
port Progress  would  be  withdrawn. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  would  admit 
that,  technically  speaking,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  right  in  saying 
this  proposal  was  new  ;  but  it  was  not 
new  that  the  Irish  Members  had  certain 
objections  to  the  Bill,  but  the  Govern- 
ment had  done  nothing  to  meet  their 
views,  and  had  tried  to  push  the  Bill 
through  as  hard  as  they  could.  They 
must  bring  up  their  objections  when 
they  could,  whether  they  sprung  them 
upon  the  Government  or  not;  and  he 
hoped  this  Amendment  would  bring  the 
Government  to  see  the  importance  of 
paying  some  regard  to  the  wishes  of  the 
Irish  Members.  If  the  hon.  Member 
for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan)  persisted  with 
his  Motion  he  should  support  him ;  but 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Dod- 
son)  would  give  some  definite  promise 
he  would  suggest  to  his  hon.  Friend  to 
withdraw  the  Motion.  Perhaps  a  con- 
ference might  take  place  between  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  (Major  Nolan),  so  that 
the  Bill  might  then  be  run  through. 

Sib  R.  A8SHET0N  CROSS  said,  the 
dause  merely  provided  for  the  recovery 
of  the  penalties.  He  suggested  that  the 
Amendment  should  be  raised  at  its  pro- 
per place,  at  the  end  of  the  27th  clause, 
and  thus  allow  them  to  make  progress. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  it 
was  evidently  necessary,  if  it  was  pro- 
posed to  bring  the  larger  towns  in  Ire- 
land under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
that  some  such  Amendment  as  was  now 

JHr.  Dodion 


proposed  should  be  made  in  the  clause. 
He  would  like  to  hear  from  the  rieht 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Dodson)  whether 
he  would  agree  to  excuse  the  rest  of 
Ireland  with  the  exoeption  of  Belfast 
and  Dublin  and  Cork.  The  only  argu- 
ment he  had  heard  at  all  against  such  a 
proceeding  was  that  which  was  offered 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself— 
namely,  that  the  trade  of  England  would 
be  unfairly  handicapped  by  the  advan- 
tage which  the  manufacturers  in  Ireland 
would  derive  from  being  excluded  from 
the  Bill.  He  had  looked  through  the 
Bill  to  see  what  advantage  would  arise, 
and  he  failed  to  see  in  what  way  Irish 
manufacturers  would  g^in  an  advantage. 
Unless  there  was  a  distinct  proof  between 
this  and  Report  that  the  English  manufac- 
turers would  be  unfairly  handicapped, 
it  would  not  be  too  much  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  agree  to  the  limita- 
tion to  the  larger  towns  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  dodson  suggested  that  they 
should  be  allowed  to  go  through  the 
Bill  as  it  stood,  and  when  they  got  to 
the  Schedule  report  Progress.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  could  then  still  propose  bis 
Amendment  in  Committee.  He  (Mr. 
Dodson)  could  not  be  expected  to  give 
an  answer  in  the  matter  off-hand ;  bat 
he  was  quite  ready  to  give  it  a  fair  con- 
sideration. 

Mb.  callan  trusted  the  Committee 
on  the  Bill  would  not  be  taken  again 
before  Monday  week. 

Mb;  dodson  said,  he  had  no  objec- 
tion to  put  the  Committee  down  for  the 
Monday  after  the  Recess. 

Majob  NOLAN  asked  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum* 
Clause  agreed  to 

Clause  21  (Further  provisions  as  to 
recovery  of  fines  in  county  court). 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Duxwyw,  Amend- 
ment made  in  page  10,  line  31,  by  leav- 
ing out  **  ten,"  and  inserting  **  twenty- 
one." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  22  (Discharge  of  owner  on 
conviction  of  actual  offender)  agreed  to- 

Clause  23  (Service  of  notices). 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dodsow,  Amend- 
ment made  in  page  1 1,  line  34,  by  lear* 
ing  out  from  **  or  "  to  "  owner  "  in  lin« 


1978        AOmU,  See.  Worh 


IJvm  2,  1881 ) 


R$gulation  Bill.  1974 


87,  and  insertinff  "the  owner  or  at  his 
residence  or  worKS." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  24  (Complaint  by  sanitary  au- 
thority in  cases  of  nuisance). 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dodsox,  the  follow- 
ing Amendments  made: — In  page  12, 
line  17,  leave  out  from  "The  "  to  '*  Act," 
in  line  22,  inclusive. 

In  page  1 2,  at  end  add — 

"  The  expreMion  *  sanitary  authority  *  in  this 
section  includes  as  regards  the  Metropolis,  ex- 
cept the  City  of  London,  any  vestry  or  district 
board  elected  under '  The  Metropolis  Manage- 
ment  Act,  1855,'  also  any  Local  Board  of 
Health,  not  being  an  urban  sanitary  authority 
within  the  meaning  of  *  IlYxq  Public  Health  Act, 
1875,*  and  as  regards  the  City  of  London  shall 
mean  the  Commissioners  of  Sewers  of  the  said 
city." 


Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  25  (Actions  in  case  of  contribu- 
tory nuisance). 

Mb.  TENNANT  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  12,  line  36,  after  "nui- 
sance "  to  add — 

"  This  clause  shall  not  apply  to  any  defendant 
who  can  produce  a  certificate  from  the  chief 
inspector  that  in  the  works  of  such  defendant 
the  requirements  of  this  Act  have  been  complied 
with." 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  he  would  consent 
to  accept  the  Amendment,  on  condition 
that  the  words  "  and  were  complied  with 
when  the  nuisance  arose  "  were  added. 

Amendment  to  the  said  proposed 
Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Mb.  DILLWYN  considered  the 
whole  clause  was  of  an  objectionable 
character. 

Db.  COMMINS  said,  the  clause,  as 
amended,  was  objectionable,  inasmuch 
as  it  created  a  joint  liability.  In  8t. 
Helen's,  for  instance,  there  were  a  great 
many  manufacturers,  and  it  was  utterly 
impossible  to  determine  to  what  extent 
any  one  of  them  contributed  to  a  nui- 
sance. It  might  happen  that  the  small 
and  struggling  manufacturer  allowed 
the  most  noxious  vapours,  and  the 
larger  and  richer  manufacturer  be  called 
upon  to  stand  the  consequences.  As  a 
rule,  when  a  joint  liability  was  estab- 
lished, it  happened  that  it  was  not  the 
persons  who  created  the  nuisance  who 
suffered,  but  the  person  who  was  best 


able  to  pay,  or  the  person  who  was  most 
likely  to  submit.  They  ought  to  leave 
the  persons  who  were  injured  to  find  out 
the  offenders. 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  the  Amendment 
they  had  just  accepted  had  struck  the 
ground  awav  from  the  feet  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Boscommon 
(Dr.  Commins).  By  the  Amendment 
they  had  now  agreed  to,  a  manufacturer 
who  complied  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Act  would  be  in  a  position  to  come 
into  Court  with  a  certificate  of  character 
and  clear  himself 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  26  (Interpretation  of  terms). 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dodson,  Amend- 
ment made  in  page  12,  line  42,  by 
inserting — 

"  Noxious  or  offensive  gas  does  not  include 
sulphurous  acid  arising  from  the  combustion  of 
coal." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  27  (Bepeal  of  Alkali  Acts). 

Majob  NOLAN  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  add  at  end  of  Clause — 

"In  Ireland  the  penalties  in  this  Act  shall 
only  apply.in  the  County  or  City  of  Dublin  and 
in  towns  of  over  50,000  inhabitants.*' 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  thought 
it  would  be  well  if  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  would  now  consent  to  report 
Progress ;  and  he  would  accordingly 
make  that  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr, 
Arthur  O'Connor,) 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  the  proposition 
was  to  go  through  the  whole  of  the  Bill 
except  the  Schedule.  That  would  leave 
them  still  in  Committee,  and  when  Com- 
mittee was  again  taken  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Qentleman  (Major  Nolan)  oould 
move  his  Amendment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Majob  NOLAN  asked  leave  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

£abl  PERCY  said,  there  were  many 
objcHitions  to  the  Amendment  just  pro- 
posed. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agrtcd  to. 

Clause  28  ;, Saving  as  to  general  law) 
agrMd  to. 
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On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dodson,  the  follow- 
ing ClaxLse  brought  up,  and  read  a  first 
and  second  time: — 

(Prerention  from  naiBance  of  alkali  waste  already 

deposited.) 

"  Where  alkali  waste  has  been  deposited  on 
land,  either  before  or  after  the  commencement 
of  this  Act,  and  complaint  is  made  to  the  chief 
inspector,  that  a  nuisance  is  occasioned  thereby, 
the  chief  inspector,  if  satisfied  of  the  existence 
of  the  nuisance,  and  that  it  is  within  the  power 
of  the  owner  or  occupier  of  the  land  to  abate  it, 
shall  serve  a  notice  on  such  owner  or  occupier 
requiring  him  to  abate  the  nuisance ;  and  if 
such  owner  or  occupier  shall  fail  to  use  the  best 
practicable  and  reasonably  available  means  for 
the  abatement  thereof,  he  shall  be  liable  to  a 
fine  not  exceeding  twenty  pounds;  and  if  he 
does  not  proceed  to  use  such  means  within  such 
time  as  shall  be  limited  by  the  Court  inflicting 
such  fine,  then  he  shall  be  liable  to  a  further 
penalty  of  five  pounds  per  day  irom.  the  expiry 
of  the  time  so  limited.'* 

On  Question,  "That  the  Clause  be 
added  to  the  BiU." 

Mr.  SLAOQ  would  be  glad  if,  in 
the  1st  line,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  consent  to  insert,  after  the  word 
"  land,"  "  or  discharged  in  a  water 
course." 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  he  had  no  objec- 
tion to  leave  out  the  words  "on  land," 
and  insert  "  or  discharged." 

Amendment  to  proposed  new  Clause 
agreed  to. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mr.  slacks,  in  moving,  after  Clause 
11,  to  insert  the  following  Clause : — 

**In  case  it  shall  appear  to  the  inspector  that 
there  is  an  objection  on  public  grounds  to  the 
situation  of  the  works  proposed  to  be  registered, 
he  shall,  before  giving  his  certificate,  commu- 
nicate with  the  local  authority  of  the  place 
where  such  works  are  situate,  and  such  works 
shall  not  be  registered  until  two  calendar  months 
after  such  communication  shall  have  been  made 
to  the  local  autliority.  The  local  authority  to 
whom  such  communication  is  made  may,  at  any 
time  within  two  calendar  months  from  receiv- 
ing such  communication,  lay  before  the  Local 
Grovemment  Board  its  objections  to  the  regis- 
tration of  such  works,  ana  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  after  considering  such  objections 
and  the  statement  made  bv  the  owners  of  such 
works,  may  make  an  order  directing  that  such 
works  shall  not  be  registered,  and  the  decision 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  in  such  case 
shall  be  final," 

said,  his  object  was  to  make  it  possible 
for  town  coundls  and  other  public  bodies 
to  provide  means  for  protecting  public 
parKS  from  the  injuries  occasioned  bj 
noxious  gases.     If  his  clause  was  ac- 


cepted, publio  bodies  would  be  able  to 
prevent  the  erection  of  works  in  the 
vicinity  of  parks. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  the  proposed 
clause  went  beyond  the  hon.  Member'a 
explanation.  The  clause  read  thus — 
**  In  case  it  shall  appear  to  the  inspec- 
tor that  there  is  an  objection  on  public 
grounds  to  the  situation  of  the  works 
proposed  to  be  registered,  he  shall,  be- 
fore giving  his  certificate,  communicate 
with  the  local  authority  of  the  place 
where  such  works  are  situate,  and  within 
two  months  of  such  communication  the 
works  shall  not  be  registered,  and  within 
the  same  time  the  Local  Government 
Board  may  order  that  such  works  shall 
not  be  registered."  But  by  Section  10, 
existing  works  had  a  right  to  claim  to 
be  registered,  upon  oompljing  with  cer- 
tain conditions.  The  new  clause,  there- 
fore,  would  g^ve  the  Local  Oovemment 
Board  the  authority  to  abolish  existing 
works. 

Mr.  SLACK}  explained  there  was  a 
misprint  in  the  clause.  It  should  read — 
"  Works  proposed  to  be  erected." 

Mr.  DODSON  su^ested  that  the  hon. 
Member  should  withdraw  the  clause 
now,  and,  if  he  wished  to  do  so,  bring 
it  up  again  in  an  amended  form,  which, 
as  the  Chairman  would  shortly  report 
Prog^ress,  he  would  have  the  opportunity 
of  doing  in  Committee. 

Earl  PEBCY  asked,  whether  the  ob- 
jection could  not  be  obviated  by  insert- 
ing, instead  of  the  words  ''  situation  of 
the  works,"  **  erection  of  the  works." 

Mr.  8LAGG  said,  that  was  his  mean- 
ing ;  but  he  would  accept  the  suggestion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  SLAGG,  in  moving  the  following 
new  Clause : — 

"  In  case  any  urban  or  rural  authoritj,  or  any 
ten  householders,  shall  make  complaint  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  of  any  noxious  or 
offensive  discharee  into  the  atmosphere,  from 
works  of  any  kind  situate  in  the  district  of  such 
authority,  or  in  the  township  where  such  house- 
holders reside,  the  Board  shall  examine  such 
complaint,  and,  if  the  same  shall  appear  woU 
founded,  may  make  an  order  placing  anv  fuch 
works  under  inspection,  either  for  a  limited 
period  or  permanently;  and  Part  II.  of  this 
Act  shall  apply  to  such  works,  as  well  as  to  tho 
works  ipecified  therein," 

said,  it  was  an  elastic  clause,  embracing 
other  works  than  those  oomprehended 
in  the  Bill.      In   "another  place"  a 
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Sohedule  was  propoeed  by  Lord  Brod-  | 
rick,  including  a  number  of  works  he 
wished  to  have  included ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Slagff)  thought  it  desirable  to  add  an 
elastic  clause  such  as  this,  in  order 
that  obnoxious  trades  might  be  com- 
prehended, which  would,  if  the  Bill 
were  left  in  its  present  state,  be  left 
to  do  their  evil  work.  Lord  Brodrick's 
Schedule  was  rejected,  on  the  ground 
that  compliance  with  it  must  necessitate 
an  enormous  increase  in  the  staff  of  the 
Local  GK)yemment  Board.  To  avoid  this 
objection,  and  at  the  same  time  provide 
the  means  of  redress,  this  elastic  clause 
was  now  proposed. 

Clause  ^roif^^^  up^  and  read  a  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  WIGGIN  hoped  the  clause 
would  not  be  accepted.  Every  works 
in  the  country  mi^ht  be  stopped  by 
the  hostility  of  a  few  persons  setting 
to  work  together. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  he  had  an  ob- 
jection to  all  such  elastic  clauses. 

Earl  PERCY  said,  there  was  no 
question  of  putting  a  stop  to  works. 
The  only  proposal  was  to  bring  certain 
works  within  the  2nd  part  of  the  Bill, 
if  it  should  seem  right  to  do  so,  by 
the  local  authority,  and  not  at  the 
will  of  some  half-a-dozen  householders. 
They  would  be  only  brought  within 
that  part  of  the  Bill  which  would  pre- 
vent the  works  beinff  a  nuisance  to  the 
noiKhbourhood  in  which  they  were  situ- 
ated. It  was  a  reasonable  clause,  and 
it  carried  out,  to  a  certain  extent,  a  prin- 
ciple to  which  the  Noxious  Vapours 
Committee  attached  much  importance. 

Mb.  STEVENSON  said,  to  some  ex- 
tent the  clause  did,  as  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Percy)  said ;  but  it  went  far  be- 
yond the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee, which  was  that  certain  works, 
not  every  conceivable  kind  of  works 
not  specified,  should  be  brought  under 
inspection  but  not  at  the  roquoHt  of  the 
local  authority.  The  Royal  Commission 
proposed  that  only  a  Provisional  Order 
connrmed  by  Parliament  should  have 
this  effect.  Parliament  would  bo  part- 
incr  with  its  powers  to  agree  to  this. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  this  was  a  claust> 
he  could  not  agree  to.  In  the  interests 
of  the  manufacturer  or  of  the  Local 
Qovenuneat  Board  he  should  not  be 
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repared  to  assume  such  power  as  would 
e  given  by  the  clause  to  the  Board,  of 
placing  any  class  of  works  under  Part 
II.  of  the  Bill.  Moreover,  he  would 
point  out  that  notice  of  this  had  not 
been  given  to  the  manufacturing  inte- 
rests, and  they  had  not  been  led  to 
expect  any  such  control.  Under  the 
circumstances,  he  could  not  agree  to 
the  clause. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chair maA  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 
Vodeon,) 


Mr.  DILLWYN  asked,  would  the 
Bill  be  reprinted?  It  was  important 
that  it  should  be,  in  the  interests  of 
large  trades  which  it  seriously  affected. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  the  Bill  could 
not  be  ordered  to  be  reprinted  until  it 
had  gone  through  Committee.  The 
Committee  would  resume  on  Monday 
week,  and  the  Bill  would  be  reprinted 
before  the  oonsideration  of  Report 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  Idth  June. 

NEWSPAPERS  (LAW  OF  LIBEL)  BILL. 

{Mr.  Hutehinsom,  Mr.  Gregory^  Mr,  Sdwmr4 

Leathtmy  Mr,  Semuel  Morlty.) 

[bill  5.]      COKMITTBE. 

IPtogr-e  nth  May,'] 

Bill  eomtdered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  6  (Penalty  for  omission  to 
make  annual  returns). 

Thb  attorney  general  (Sir 
HsxRY  Jamxs)  said,  when  last  in  Com- 
mittee IV>gress  was  reported  on  this 
clause  to  allow  of  Amendments  at  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Hutchinson) ;  and  he  had  now  to  move 
in  page  3,  line  9,  to  leave  out  the  word 
**  ten  '  and  insert  *^  twenty-five.*' 

Amendment  agreed  to:  words  eubeti^ 
tuted  accordingly. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  that  steps  must  be 
takon  that  rogistratiou  should  take  place, 
and  the  ordor  not  boing  complied  with, 
the  penalty  followed  as  a  matter  of 
oourse.     He  moved  that  in  page  3,  Um 
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9,  after  the  word  "pounds,"  these  words 
be  inserted — 

''And  alBO  to  be  directed  by  a  summaiy 
order  to  make  a  return  within  a  specified 
time." 

A)nendment  agreed  to  ;  words  inserted 
accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  7  (Power  to  party  to  make 
return)  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Penalty  for  wilful  misrepre- 
sentation in  or  omission  from  return). 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  it  had  been  thought 
well  to  increase  the  penalty  in  those 
cases  where  the  Act  was  evaded  by  the 
making  of  a  false  Hetum ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  would  move  in  page  3,  line  28, 
to  leave  out  **  twenty  "  and  insert  '*  one 
hundred." 

Amendment  agreed  to;  words  suheti- 
iuted  accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  9  (Kegistrar  to  enter  returns 
in  register). 

Me.  HUTCHINSON  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  3,  line  31,  to  leave 
out  **a  book,"  and  insert  "books." 
That,  and  other  Amendments  following, 
were  Departmental  Amendments,  in- 
serted at  the  instance  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  He  accepted  them,  and,  in  the 
absence  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Board, 
moved  them. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  he  did  not  quite 
understand  the  object.  The  singular 
would  be  taken  to  include  the  plural ;  but 
the  Amendment  would  mean  that  every 
retiim  should  be  entered  in  books,  and 
he  did  not  see  how  that  could  be  carried 
out.  As  it  was  not  clear  what  was  the 
object  of  these  Amendments,  they  had 
better  be  allowed  to  stand  over  until 
Report. 

Mb.  HUTCHINSON  said,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  defend  the  Amendments. 
They  were  proposed  at  the  instance  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  in  accordance  with 
the  usual  recommendation. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  ord4red  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

7%#  AUomey  Gsn^rat 


Clause  10  (Fees  payable  for  regis* 
trar's  services). 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
moved,  as  an  Amendment,  in  page  4, 
line  3,  after  the  words  **  Boarf  of 
Trade,"  to  insert  **with  the  approval 
of  the  Treasury." 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  words  intertei 
accordingly. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
moved,  as  an  Amendment,  in  page  4, 
line  8,  to  leave  out  **  Board  of  Trade," 
and  insert  **  Treasury." 

Amendment  agreed  to;  words  tuUti* 
tuted  accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to,  without 
Amendment,  and  ordered  to  stand  part 
of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE,  in  moving,  in 
page  2,  after  Clause  3,  to  insert  the 
following  Clause : — 

"  A  court  of  sammary  jorisdictioD,  upon  Um 
bearing  of  a  charge  against  a  proprietor,  pab« 
lisber,  or  editor,  or  any  person  responsible  for 
the  publication  of  a  newspaper,  for  a  libel  pob> 
lished  therein,  may  receive  eridence  as  to  the 
publication  being  for  the  public  benefit,  and  at 
to  the  matters  charged  in  the  libel  being  tru& 
and  as  to  the  report  being  fair  and  accurate,  and 
published  without  malice,  and  aa  to  any  matter 
which  under  this  or  any  other  Act,  or  otherwise^ 
might  be  given  in  evidence  by  way  of  defence 
by  the  person  charged  on  his  trial  or  indictment, 
and  the  Court,  if  of  opinion  after  hearing  such 
evidence  that  there  is  a  strong  or  probabu  pre- 
sumption that  the  jury  on  the  trial  would  acquit 
the  person  charged,  may  dismiss  the  case,** 

said,  it  was  not  necessary  to  speak  to  the 
clause.  It  was  assented  to  by  the  Go' 
Ternment  and  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Halifax  (Mr.  Hutchinson).  It  was  to 
enable  the  magistrate  to  dismiss  the 
case  if  he  liked,  or  commit  it,  or  deal 
with  it  in  a  summary  fashion.  He 
moved  the  addition  of  the  new  clause. 

New  Clause  (Enquiry  by  court  of 
summary  jurisdiction  as  to  Ubel  being 
for  public  benefit  or  being  true), 
brought  up,  read  a  first  and  second  time, 
and  addtfd  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  moved  the  in- 
sertion of  the  following  new  Clause : — 

"  Every  libel  or  alleged  libel,  and  tiftrf 
offence  under  this  Act,  shall  be  deemed  to  be  in 
offence  within  and  taljeot  to  th«  proTUooi  o( 
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the  Act  of  the  Seesion  of  the  twenty-second  and 
twenty-third  yean  of  the  reign  of  Her  present 
Majesty,  chapter  seventeen,  intituled  an  Act  to 
prevent  vexatious  indictments  for  certain  mis- 
aemeanours,  and  when  any  person  is  charged 
with  any  such  offence  before  any  juBtice  or  jus- 
tices, such  justice  or  justices  shall  take  into  con- 
■ideration  any  evidence  adduced  before  him  or 
them  tending  to  show  that  the  act  charged  was 
not  committed  with  a  guilty  intent." 

New  Clause  (22  and  23  Vic.  c.  17, 
made  applicable  to  this  Act),  brought 
upt  and  read  a  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hekbt  James)  said,  he  must  object  to 
the  last  words  of  the  clause  for  one  rea- 
son, because  it  seemed  to  define  what 
should  or  should  not  come  within  the 
Act  as  misdemeanours.  He  would 
accept  the  clause  with  the  words  after 
"  misdemeanours  "  struck  out.  It  was 
an  error  in  drafting  to  insert  them. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Clause  be  amended  by  the  omission 
of  the  words  after  '  misdemeanours '  to 
end  of  Clause,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
added  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE,  in  moving  the 

insertion  of  the  following  new  Clause : — 

**  Where,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board  of 
^Trade,  inconvenience  would  arise  or  he  caused, 
in  any  case  from  the  registry  of  the  names  of 
all  the  proprietors  of  the  newspaper  (either 
owing  to  minority,  coverture,  absence  from  the 
United  Kingdom,  minute 8ub*di vision  of  shares, 
or  other  special  circumstances),  it  shall  he  law. 
fnl  for  the  Board  of  Trade  to  authorise  the  regis- 
tration of  such  newspaper  in  the  name  or  names 
of  some  one  or  more  responsible  *  representative 
proprietors,* " 

said,  it  was  assented  to  by  the  GoTem- 
ment  and  the  hon.  GcDtleman  in  charge 
of  the  Bill  (Mr.  Hutchinson). 

New  Clause  (Board  of  Trade  may  au- 
thorize registration  of  the  names  of  only 
a  portion  of  the  proprietors  of  a  news- 
paper), brought  upf  and  read  a  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  could  quite  see 
the  propriety  of  not  mentioning  all  the 
nameo  in  the  case  of  minorities  or  other 


I  g^ood  reasons  for  not  doinff  so ;  but  he 
thought  the  words  of  the  clause  went  a 
little  too  far.  All  the  names  should  be 
registered  when  not  subject  to  any  dis- 
ability. But  the  clause  did  not  seem  to 
say  that  it  would  accept  all  but  **  one  or 
more  ;  "  thus  they  might  have  some  per- 
son writing  in  a  newspaper  and  some 
other  person  named  in  connection  with 
the  matter,  while  there  might  be  other 
persons  responsible  without  any  dis- 
ability. He  thought  that  all  should  be 
registered,  not  subject  to  any  disability. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hexhy  James)  said,  there  were  many 
newspapers,  there  was  one  especially, 
that  had  a  large  number  of  proprietors. 
One  journal  had  as  many  as  60  or  70. 
The  clause  was  intended  so  that,  with 
the  permission  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
wheretherewas  a  minute  sub-division  of 
shares  and  registration  was  difficult,  be- 
cause the  shareholders  were  a  fluctuat- 
ing number,  then  the  registration  should 
be  of  a  representative  number  of  these 
proprietors. 

Mr.  WARTON  asked,  why  were  they 
called  representative  proprietors?  Were 
they  to  be  chosen  by  the  others  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  it  was  intended 
these  names  should  appear  on  the  re- 
gister as  representative  proprietors,  to 
show  that  there  were  others  behind. 
Without  these  words  it  would  appear 
that  those  mentioned  were  sole  proprie« 
tors. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time,  and  added 
to  the  Bill. 

On  Motion  of  The  Attorxey  Geke&al 
(Sir  Henry  James),  the  following  clauses 
were  agreed  tOj  and  added  to  the  Bill.  In 
page  4,  after  Clause  11,  insert  the  fol* 
lowing  Clauses : — 

(Recovery  of  penalties  and  enforcement  of 

orders.) 

**  All  penalties  under  this  Act  may  be  reco- 
vered before  a  court  of  summary  juribdiction  in 
manner  provided  by  the  Summary  Jurisdiction 
Acts. 

**  Summary  orders  under  this  Act  may  be 
made  by  a  court  of  Bummary  jurisdiction  and 
enforceil  in  manner  provided  by  section  thirty- 
four  of  *  The  Summary  Jurisdiction  Act,  1879 ;  * 
and,  for  the  purpofks  of  this  Act,  that  section 
shall  \w  dfenied  to  apply  to  Ireland  in  the  same 
manner  as  if  it  were  re-enacted  in  this  Act." 

(Definitions.) 
'*  The  expression  *  a  court  of  summary  farie* 
diction '  has  in  £ngUnd  the  meaningi  iMiyned 
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to  it  by  *  The  Summary  JurUdictioii  Act,  1879 ; ' 
and  in  Ireland  means  any  justice  or  justices  of 
the  peace,  stipendiary  or  other  magistrate  or 
magistrates,  having  jurisdiction  under  the  Sum- 
mary Jurisdiction  Acts. 

"  The  expression  *  Summary  Jurisdiction  Acts* 
has  as  regards  England  the  meanings  assigned 
to  it  by  *The  Summary  Jurisdiction  Act,  1879  ;  * 
and  as  regards  Ireland,  means  within  the  police 
district  of  Dublin  metropolis,  the  Acts  regulating 
the  powers  and  duties  oi  justices  of  the  peace  for 
such  district,  or  of  the  police  of  that  district, 
and  elsewhere  in  Ireland  *  The  Petty  Sessions 
(Ireland)  Act,  1851,'  and  any  Act  amending  the 


same. 


Mb.  HUTCHINSON  moved  the  inser- 
tion  of  the  following  Clause  : — 

**  The  printers  and  publishers  of  any  news- 
paper  which  belongs  to  a  joint  stock  company 
duly  incorporated  under  and  subject  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Ck)mpanies*  Acts,  1862  to  1880, 
shall  duly  return  the  name  of  such  company  as 
the  proprietor  of  such  newspaper ;  but,  save  as 
herein  mentioned,  the  provisions  of  this  Act 
shall  not  apply  to  the  case  of  such  newspaper." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hbnbt  Jakes)  objected  to  the  clause,  as 
amounting  to  the  exclusion  of  many 
newspapers  from  the  Act. 

Mb.  HUTOHINSON  said,  he  had  no 
desire  to  press  the  clause. 

Clause  n$gativ$d. 

Schedules  read,  and  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Thureday  next. 

MOTIONS. 

POOE    BELIEF    AND    AUDIT    OF    AC- 
COUNTS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

LEAVE.      FntST   BEADING. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Laben)  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  relating  to  the  Audit  of  the  Accounts 
of  Parochifld  Boards  and  School  Boards 
in  Scotland.  He  said  the  measure  was 
introduced  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Select  Committee  of 
1871.  He  would  not  at  this  hour 
(2  45  a.m.)  go  into  peurticulars. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  for  tiie  Amendment  of  the  Laws  relating 
to  the  Relief  of  the  Poor,  and  for  the  establish- 
ment  of  an  Andit  of  the  Accounts  of  Parochial 
Boards  and  School  Boards  in  Scotland,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  The  Lord  Advocate  and  Mr. 

SOLTCITOB  GbITBRAL  for  SCOTULND. 

.  Bill|>yv«#ii^#<2,andreadthefirrttime.[BiUl82.] 


COURT   OF    BANKRUPTCY     (IBELAKD) 
OFFICERS  AND  ClaERKS'    BILI*. 

MOTION  FOB  LKAVB. 

The  attorney  GENEBAIi  Foa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  moving  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Official  Staff  of  the 
Court  of  Bankruptcy  in  Ireland,  udd, 
the  passing  of  the  Bill  was  of  gr^^eat  im- 
portance to  the  Court.  It  was  to  autho* 
rize  the  appointment  of  a  successor  to 
the  late  Chief  Clerk,  Mr.  Farrell,  who 
had  died  some  time  ago,  and  thus  enable 
the  Court  to  go  on  with  its  work.  He 
hoped  the  Bill  would  not  be  opposed. 

Me.  O'SHEA  :  I  object  to  the  Motion. 

Mr.  CALLAN  thought  it  undesirable 
to  introduce  the  Bill  then.  There  waa 
a  Notice  of  Motion  on  the  Paper  to  refer 
the  subject  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Mb.  speaker  :  There  having  been 
no  Sitting  of  the  House  yesterday,  the 
objection  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
O'Shea)  prevails. 

Motion  put  off, 

SUSPENSION  OF  EVICTIONS 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

MOTION     FOB     LSAYS. 

Majob  NOLAN  moved  for  leaye  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  suspend  evictions  in 
Ireland  until  the  Ist  day  of  October^ 

1881,  on  certain  conditions. 

• 

Objection  being  taken  to  the  Mo- 
tion, 

Mb.  HEALY  :  This  Bill  is  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  position  as  the  omeri 
and,  as  the  objection  has  not  stood,  I  pre* 
sume  this  cannot  stand. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  objections  do 
stand. 

Motion  put  off, 

THE    MEMBER    FOR    DUNGARVAN 
(EXPLANATION).— RESOLUTION. 

Sm  WnjJAM  HABCOUBT  said, 
he  rose,  in  the  name  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  to  move  a  Eesolution.  The 
circumstances  of  the  suspension  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  would  be  remembered,  and 
the  explanation  given  by  that  hon«  Mem- 
ber afterwards;  and  m  view  of  that 
explanation  this  Resolution  had  been 
prepared. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  this  House,  bavins  heard  what  passed 
in  Committee  on  the  8th  of  March,  and  approv- 
ing of  the  action  taken  by  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  upon  the  facts  then  before 
him,  accepts  the  explanation  of  the  honourable 
Member  for  Dnngarvan  that  it  was  not  his  de- 
sire or  intention  to  disregard  the  authority  of 
the  Chair."— (5i>  William  Harcourt.) 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  did  not  under- 
stand the  Besolntion,  and  that  it  would 
hare  been  well  if  tiie  right  hon.  and 
learned  Oentleman  had  g^yen  them  some 
explanation  of  it.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  or  not  they  were  to  understand 
that  the  second  suspension  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarran  was  withdrawn  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOUBT  said, 
he  understood  the  Besolution  had  been 
submitted  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garran,  who  entirely  approved  of  it. 

M&.  OALLAN:  I  suppose  this  will 
restore  the  hon.  Member  to  the  life  he 
lost ;  otherwise  he  is  in  a  peculiar  posi- 
tion, having  been  suspended  twice. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOUBT:  He 
can  star  one. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  said,  that, 
in  the  first  instance,  the  Chairman  had 
arrived  at  a  decision  firom  the  facts 
before  him.  Since  then— or  the  Beso- 
lution would  not  have  been  made — some 
further  facts  had  been  ascertained  which 
materially  altered  the  situation.  He 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  whether  he  attached  any  par- 
ticular importance  to  the  word  *'  then  " 
in  the  Bosolution  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOUBT  again 
pointed  out  that  the  matter  had  been 
settled  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan,  and  that  the  Besolution  had  his 


entire  approval.  The  Government  were 
carrying  out  their  part  of  the  under- 
standing, and  if  hon.  Members  opposed 
the  Motion  it  was  not  the  fault  of  the 
Gt)vemment. 

Mb.  AETHUB  O'OONNOB  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  oppose  it.  He  only 
wanted  an  explanation. 

Mb.  WABTON  pointed  out  that  the 
real  meaning  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was  not 
before  the  Chairman  when  he  gave  his 
decision.  If  the  explanation  had  been 
given  at  that  time,  no  doubt  it  would 
have  been  acted  on. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

OOMMONS  BBOX7LATION     (SHXNFISLD)   PBO- 
VieiOlTAL  OBDBB  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Coubtitbt,  Bill  to  con- 
firm the  Prorisional  Order  for  the  regulation  of 
certain  lands  known  as  Shenfleld  Common, 
situate  in  the  parish  of  Shenfleld,  in  the  county 
of  Essex,  in  pursuance  of  a  Report  of  the  In- 
closure  Commissioners  for  England  and  Wales, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Coueticit  and 
Secretary  Sir  William  Habooubt. 


WATS  AND  MEANS. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Beiolved,  That  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  service 
of  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1882,  the  sum  of  £5,952,300  be  granted  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow^  at  Two 
of  the  dock ; 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow, 

House  adjourned  at  Three  o'clock. 
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tion,  Mr.    Summers ;    Answer,   Mr.  Grant 
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mond  Wolff,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaob  ;  An- 
Bwera,  Mr.  Grant  Duff  May  0,  20 

The  British  Oarrieons,  Questions,  Lord  Eustace 
Cecil ;  Answera,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  9.  32  : 
lf«yl2,281 

Qaestion,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Grant  Duff  June  9,  1879 
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May  9,  31 
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Daffifay2S,  1072;  ifay20, 1311 
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Uiclcs-Deaoh,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett,  Mr. 
Gorat;  Answers.  Mr.  Grant  Duff  May  27, 
14W;— 7%d  Native  Trihes^AgyressiOn  of 
the  Boers,  Questions,  Mr.  Gorst ;  Answera, 
Mr.  Grant  Doff  May  19,  821  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Gorst,  Sir  Sufford  Nortbcote ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Grant  Doff  May  23.  1063 

Protection  of  the  Native  Inhabitants,  Questions, 
Mr.  Gorat,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler,  Mr.  Caring, 
ton.  Lord  EusUoe  Ceoil;  Answera,  Mr. 
Grant  Duff  May  30,  1654 

The  Co9mission,  Question,  Sir  Henry  Holland ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Grant  Duff  May  19,814 

The  Cape  Colony^Loan,  Question,  Mr.  An. 
derton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Grant  Doff  Mav  80. 
1664  ^       ' 

Natal-^Sir  Owen  Lanyon,  Question,  Mr.  Ry- 

lands;   Answer,  Mr.  Grant  Doff  Mav  12. 

264  ^      ' 

Swasi  Land,  Qaestions,  Mr.    0*KeUy,    Mr. 

Parnell;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  31. 
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Jfrica  (  West  Coasty^Ths  AihanU$  W» 
Qaestion.  Mr.  Sommers  ;  Answer.  Mr.  Grant 
Duff  May  16,  559 

Agricnltiiral  Holdings  (Wandngs  to  So- 
move)  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Sir  Alexander  Gerdon,  Mr.  WLayan,  Mr. 

Barclay) 
e.  2R.  deferred,  after  short  debate  May  25.  1278 

[BUI  51] 

Agricultural  IntcresU — The  Royal  Caws' 
mission  on  Agricultural  Distrcsc  {The 
Duic  of  Richmond's)  —  Report  rnnd 
Evidence 
Question,  Mr.  Chaplin  ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Hareonrt  June  9.  1881 
[See  title  MUnster  of  AgrieuUmre  ami 
Commerce'] 

Agrioajtoral  Latenrert  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr.  Calhn,  Mr.   Patriek  Martin,  Mr.  P.  /. 

Smyth,  Mr.  Shau) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1®*  May  0  [Bill  157] 

AiBBT,  Lord 

Army  Orfanisation  — -  Territorial  Titles  of 
Regiments,  Motion  for  an  Address,  542 

Albxahdbb,  Oolonel  0.,  Ayrshire,  8. 

Parliament— Business  of  the  Hoose,  276,  277 
Pririlege  (Mr.  P.  Egan),  1690 

AlkaU,  Ac.  Works  Bagnlation  Bill  [h.l.] 

( Jfr.  Dodson) 

e.  Cement  Works,  Question,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Dodson  May  9,  80;  Qaestion, 
Mr.  W.  Fowler;  Answer.  Mr.  Dodeon 
May  12,  281 

Gommittee^Bjp.  May  26,  1412       [Bili  119] 

Committee  -b.p.  June  2,  1966 

Akdbbson,  Mr.O.,  Glasgow 

Africa  (Sooth)— Loan  for  the  Cape  Goremment. 

1664 
Crown  Agents  for  the  Colonies— Memorandam 

of  Sir  Penrose  Julyan.  266 
Customs  and  Inland  Rerenoe,  Comm.  d.  13, 

1141 ;  el.  19,  Amendt.  1162 ;  ol.  24,  Amendl. 

1346, 1348 
Free  Education  (Scotland),  2B.  762 
Tunis  (International  Engagements),  953 

Argyll,  Duke  of 

Africa  (Sooth)— AuMxatlon  of  the  ThuMvaal— 
Mr.  Gladstone's  Utter  to  Mr.  TomkiosoB, 
147 

Scotch  Easiness — Local  GoTemmentand  Local 
Taiation  (Scotland),  1766 
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toin  Price ;  Amwer,  If r.  OhUdert  June  9. 
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Armjf  ReHremetU^'Wmrrani  of  Fehruary  5, 

1880,  QaettioD,  Mr.  CobboM  ;  Antwer,  Mr. 

Obildert  Ifay  33,  1054 
BrUiik  C4wul€ru$  in  th4   Crimea,  Quettion. 

Major  Vanghan  Let ;  Aoiwtr,  Mr.  Gbilden 

May  9, 19 
Pint  Commitiiomi — Competitive  EMtminationt, 

Qoettion,     Mr.     RyUndt  ;    Answer,    Mr. 

Ghilden  Mtty  18,  044  ; — Promotion  from  the 

Ranke,  Qoettioo,   Major  Nolmn ;    Aniwer, 

Mr.  Childert.  560 
Oranii  for  MiHtary  Sftvicee,  Quest  ion.  Sir 

H.  Drammond   Wotff;  Answer,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington  Ifajr  31,  1780 
Manufacture  of  Own  and  Projeetilee,  Question, 

Major  Nolan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  May  19, 

800 
Military  Edneaiion  at  Sandhwrtt^  Study  of 

fVeneh  and  German,  Question,  Sir  Henry 

Holland  ;    Answer,  Mr.  Childers  May   16, 

666 ;  Queation,  Sir  George  Gampbell ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Childers  May  19,  811 
Mmtnted   Infantry,    QuesUon,    Sir    Baldwin 

Leigbtoo ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cbilders  May  19, 

810 
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Baldwjn  Leigbtoo  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 

May  10,  173 
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Mr.  Meldon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  May  SO, 

1663 
Sale  and  Exportation  of  Arme  and  Ammuni' 

tion^Sale  of  ••  Old  Storte;*  Questions,  Mr. 

Mao  Iver,  Colonel  Stanley,  Mr.  O'Donnell ; 

Answers.  Mr.  Chamberlain  Ma^  36, 1304 
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1459 
The  both  Regiment,    Qnestioo,  Mr.  Arthur 
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wind  of  Dep$t  Centres,  Queetion,  Major 
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Cfficers  Promoted  from  the  Banks,  Question, 
Major  O'Beirne;  Answor,  Mr.  Cbilders 
ifoy  33,  1055 

Field  Ofieers*  Allowances  (India),  Questions, 
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Childers  Ifoy  30,  1644 

Infantry  Majors,  Question,  Sir  Alexander 
Gordon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  May  33, 
10G3 

Militia  and  Line  Battalions,  Questions,  Obser- 
vations,  The  Karl  of  Galloway  :  Reply.  The 
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May  9.  34  ;  Question,  Earl  Feroy  ;  Answer, 
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W€mrant  Ofirere  of  the  Royal  Engineers, 
Question,  Sir  Henry  Tyler ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Childers  ifay  30,  1661 

The  Auxiliary  Foreet 

Coaet  Brigade  Royal  Artillery,  Question,  Mr. 
Creyke :  Answer,  Mr.  Cbilders  May  \1,  684 

Militia  Bands,  Question,  Captain  Price  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Childers  June  3.  1879 

Review  of  Scottish  Volnmteere  by  the  Queen, 
Question,  Mr.  Fraser  Mackintosh ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Childers  May  13,  364 

Volunteer  Surgeons,  Question.  Mr.  Donaldson- 
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The  Companionship  of  the  Bath,  Question, 
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1080 


Army  OrgantMatiam — Terriiorutl  Titles  of 
Regiments 
Mofed,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  praying  that  Her  Majesty 
will  be  gracioualy  pleased  to  eanse  a  re-oon- 
aidoration  of  ibe  proposal  to  eAioethe  present 
numerical  and  other  distinctions  in  regi- 
ments of  the  lino  and  militia  by  the  substi- 
tution of  novel  (so-called)  '*  territorial  *' 
titles,  inasmneb  as  this  proposed  substitution 
is  known  to  be  viewed  as  subversive  of 
#i;pril  do  corps,  and  is  in  consequenoo  roost 
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ABT 


BAI 


jirmy  Or^aniMaHon^TerrUcrial  TUlea  ofR^gu 
OMnto— ooDt. 

dUUstefal  to  the  oflBoera,  non-eomroistloned 
officeri.  and  prifates  generallj,  whilst  it  bat 
not  the  ndtnntage  of  increasing  the  Army 
by  a  single  additional  trained  or  antrained 
soldier;  the  proposed  re^rganiiatioo  being 
moreorer  practioally  but  a  fuller  develop- 
inent  of  the  present  twin  (or  linked)  battalion 
sjBtem  which  the  Report  of  Lord  Airey's 
Committee  has  already  proved  to  have  been 
attended  with  the  most  disastrous  results 
( The  Earl  of  Oalhway)  May  16, 518  ;  aaer 
debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Army  {Thank»  of  ParliavMnt) 

Moved  for,  A  <<  Return  of  the  officers  of  the 
Army  who  have  received  the  thanks  of  Par- 
liament by  name  from  1813;  showing  the 
date  at  whioh  and  the  rank  in  which  they 
would  have  been  retired  from  the  Army  under 
the  proposed  rule  of  five  years'  non-employ* 
ment,  and  the  appointments  -  they  may  have 
held  subsequent  to  that  date;  how  many 
officers  of  distinction  would  have  been  ex- 
cluded from  employment  by  the  proposed 
five  years'  regulation,  and  the  nation  thus 
deprived  of  their  serviees "  ( The  Earl  of 
PowU)  May  17,  675;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  agreed  to 

Abnold,  Mr.  A.,  Sdlford 

Alkali,  Ac.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  cl,  20. 
1969 

Anny  Estimates — Provisions,  Ac.  1579 

Committees  (Ascension  Day) — ^*' Count-Out " 
of  Tuesday.  1263 

Contagions  Diseases  (Animals)  Aots^Spanish 
and  Portuguese  Cattle,  1076 

Cypros_Cattle  Plague,  1878 

Endowed  Sehools  Acts— The  Hnlme  Trust. 
1080 

Italy— Occupation  of  Tripoli,  1205,  1206, 1323 

Minister  of  Agriculture  and  Commerce,  Res. 
450 

RepresenUtion  of  the  People  (Eleetion  Sys- 
tems). 1530 

Trade  Combinations  (Food,  Ac),  475 

Arit%an$*  and  Labourers^  DwMngi  Act 

(1868)  Amendment  Act,  1879,   Sec- 

turn  IS-^Fuhli'e  SMth  Act,  1876, 

Section  90 

Question,  Mr.  J.  Hollond ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dod- 

son  May  9.  15 
The  MetropoiUan  Board  of  Worke^AJUged 
Removal  of  FamUes,  Question.  Mr.  A.M. 
Sullivan  ;  Answer,  Sir  James  M'Garel  Hogg 
May  9,  35 

ArttMawf  and  Lahmren*  Dwellinge  Im- 
provement 
Select  Committee  appointed,  ^  to  oraiider  the 
working  of  *  The  Artisans'  and  Labourers' 
Dwellings  Improvement  Act*  1875/  and  the 
amending  Act  of  1879,  with  a  view  of  oon- 
sidering  how  the  expense  of  and  the  delay 
and  difficulty  in  carrying  out  these  Acts 
may  be  reduced,  and  also  of  in^oirinf  into 


Artieang'  and  Lohwerenf  DneMnpi 


any  causes  whioh  may  have  prevented  the 
reoonstruotion  of  dwellinp  for  the  Artisaa 
Class  to  the  full  extent  contemplated  aad 
authorised  by  these  Acts  and  of  recommeiftd. 
ing  such  Amendments  as  may  be  moss  expe- 
dient for  carrying  out  the  foil  intention  of 
these  Aets,  and  also  to  consider  the  working 
of  the  Metropolitan  Streeu  Improvement 
Acts,  1872  and  1877,  and  of  81  and  M  Vie. 
c.  130,  and  42  and  43  Vic.  c  64**  {Sir 
R.  Aieheton  Cro$$)  May  0 

Ashley,  Hon.  E.  M.  (Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade),  leU  of  Wight 
Fishing  Vessels  Lights,   Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  Res.  1840 
Great  North  of   Scotland    Railway,  Oonsid. 
1622 

ASHlOiAD-BARTLETT,  Mr.  E.,  E^e 
Africa  (South >—Basatos  (Negotiations),  178 

Transvaal— State  of  AflWirs,  1457 
Fishing  Vessels  Lights,  Report  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, Res.  1839 
France  and  Tunis— The  Treaty,  578 
India— AfghanisUn— Civil  War,  1788 

Attorney Qeneral,  The  (Sir  H.  Jajczb) 
Taunton 
Army  Estimates— Provisions,  Ac.  1578,  1579 
Ballot  Act— St.  Ives  Election,  1062 
Church  Patronage  (No.  2),  Motion  for  Lcftve, 
670 

City  of  London— The  Mitchell  Charitieo— The 
Scheme,  1308 

Enffland  and  Wales — Inclusion  of  Monmootli. 
shire,  798 

Newspapers  (Law  of  Libel).  2R.  229:  Crnnm. 
el,  3,  509  :  d,  6,  Motion  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress, 511 ;  Amendt.  1978;  el,  8,  Ameodt. 
1979;  el  9,  i6. ;  udd.  el,  Amendt.  1981, 
1982,  1988 

Small  Debts  (Limitation  of  Actions),  2R.  248 

Telegraph  Act,  1868— Position  of  Telegimph 
Clerks,  796 

Auitralian   Colonies^  Weetem  AmeiraUm 
—  Unconetituiienal  £xpenditure 
(Question,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot ;  Anawor, 
Mr.  Grant  Doff  May  27,  1453 

Atlmeb,  Captain  J.  E.  F.,  Maidetene 

Army  Organisation — Five  Tears'  Command— 
Lieotenant-Colonels,  1654 
Royal  Artillery  Ounners,  954 
Customs  and  Inland   Revenue,  Comm.  eL  9, 

Amendt.  1136, 1138, 1139  ;  Cfonsld.  Anendi. 

1408 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  I,  AnoedL 

1916, 1983 
Sopply^Civil  Services  and  Rtvonae  Depart- 

OMnto,  1742 

Bailst,  Sir  J.  B.,  Mere/ordskire 

Army— Schools  lor  MilitiaiDeo— Army  Ciiw* 
Ian,  Fob.  1881, 164T 
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Balvoub,  Mr.  A.  J.^  Hirtford 

Alkali,  Ao.  Works  Regalatioo,  Comn.  eL  15, 

Motion  for  Adjoomment,  U30 
Army  EstinutM — Provisions,  Ao.  1554 
Ati«,  Centnl^AfcluuiiBUii  (Poliiioal  AflkirsV 

495 
Und  Uw(IreUod),  Comm.  eL  1,  1489,  1945 
Parliaoiaot— Basiness  of  tbo  House,  83,   84, 

88  ;  Res.  703  ' 
Supply— Civil  Sorriees  and  Re?enae  Depnii- 

mtnts,  1741 

Baakraptcy  and  Cegsio  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Dr.  CuwitroH,  Mr,  Orr  Ewing^  Mr,  JUmsay,  Mr, 
Jsm^s  CtmpbM,  Mr.  Mackintosh) 

e.  Committee*  ;  Report  May  19  [BUls  81.174] 
Committee  *  (on  r^^eomm) ;  Report  May  28 
Reed  3**  May  97 

I,  Rend  !•  *  ( Earl  of  Camperdomn)  May  SO 

(No.  100) 

Babolay,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfarshire 
Minister  of  Agrienltore  and  Commeroe,  Ret. 
481 

Barvb,  Colonel  F.  St.  J.  N.,  Suffolk,  E 

Customs  and  Inland  ReTeoue,  Comm.  11 U 
Frve  Cdnoaiioo  (SeotUnd),  2R.  Amendt.  738 
Ways  and  Means  —  Inland   Revenue  —  Malt 
Drawbacks,  823 

Babhes,  Mr.  A.,  Derbyshire,  E. 

Great  North  of   Scotland    Railway,   Consid. 
1533 

Babbt,  Mr.  J.,   Wexford  Co. 

Ireland,  State  of^Inflauroatory  Placards — The 

Royal  Irish  Consiabula37,  552 
Peaee    Preservation    (IreUnd)    Act,    1831— 

Arrests  off  Hev.  Father  Sbeeby  and  Others, 

987 

Babtiblot,  Colonel  Sir  W.  B. ,  Sueeex,  W. 

Army  Estimatee^  Provisions,  Ac.  15A2 
Australia,  Western-- Unconstitutional  Eipendi- 

ture,  1453 
Customs  and   Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  cL  8, 

1121 :  cl.  18.  1160  :  cl.  20,  1168,  1342 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  877  ;  Comm.  Amendt. 

1370,  1371  :  €l.   1,  1487,  1725,  1726,  1727, 

1035,  1941,  1054 
Parliameaury  Oaths,  Motion  for  Bill,  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  124 

Bate90N,  Sir  T.,  Devket 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm,  cl,  1, 1948, 1950 

Baztxb,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E.,  Montr oee,  Sfc. 
Af  rienltaral  Department  (India),  1050 

Bbaob,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hioxs- 

Olouceet0rshire,  E, 
Africa  (Sooth)— The  Transvaal  (Ncfotiations) 
—Sir  Lvelyn  Wood,  21 
8taU  of  Aflaits,  1455,  1457 


Bbaoh,  Rifbt  Hon.  Sir  M.  £.  Uicxs.-^conl. 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  el,  20, 

1343 
Parliament— Poblie  Business,  583 
Westminster  School— £xohanffe   of  Estates 

1319 


BsAOH,  Mr.  W.  W.  B.,  JIante,  J^, 

Navy— Troopship  •<  Nemesis,"  24 

Beaeonsfield,  K,0.,  Monument  to  the  late 

Right  Hon.  the  Earl  of 

Loins 

Moved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Mfljesty  praying  that  Her  Majesty 
will  give  directions  that  a  Monument  be 
erected  in  the  collegiate  church  of  St.  Peter, 
Westminster,  to  the  Memory  of  the  late 
Right  llonourable  the  Earl  of  Beaconsfleld, 
K.G.,  with  an  inscription  expressive  off  the 
high  sense  entertained  by  the  House  of  his 
rare  and  splendid  gifts,  and  of  his  devoted 
labours  in  Parliament  and  in  greot  oflBcet 
of  State ;  and  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that 
this  House  will  concur  in  giving  effect  to 
Her  Majesty's  directions  ( The  harl  Orwt' 
vtlle)  May  9,  I  ;  after  short  debate,  on 
question,  agreed  to,  nemine  dissenticnte ; 
Ordered  that  the  said  Address  be  presented 
to  ller  Blaiesty  by  the  Lords  with  White 
Staves 

Iler  Mi^ty's  Answer  to  the  Address  reported 
May  13,  376 

Beaconefield,  K,0.,  Monument  to  th0  lats 

Right  Men.  the  Earl  of 

CoKMoas 

Jmeription  on  Proposed  Monumenlf  (^estion, 
Mr.  Macdonald ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
May  9,  29 

ConsiUered  in  Committee  May  9,  38 

Moved,  '*  That  an  bumble  Address  be  pre* 
sented  to  Uer  Majesty,  praying  that  Her 
Majesty  will  give  directions  that  a  Monu- 
ment be  erected  in  the  Collegiate  Church  of 
Saint  Peter,  Westminster,  to  the  Memory  of 
the  late  Right  Hon.  the  Earl  of  Beacons* 
field,  with  an  Inscription  eipressive  of  the 
high  sense  entertained  by  the  House  of  his 
rare  and  splendid  gifts,  and  of  bis  devoted 
labours  in  Parliament  and  in  great  Oflkee 
of  State :  and  to  assure  Uer  Majesty  that 
this  House  will  make  good  the  expenses 
attending  the  same"  (J/r.  Oladstone}; 
Moved,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave 
the  Chair"  {Mr.  Labouchere);  alter  short 
debate.  Question  put ;  A.  54,  N.  380 ; 
M.  326 :  Div.  List,  A.  A  N..  51 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address  reported 
May  13,  437 

BiOTiTB,  Earl  of,  tt^eelmoreland 

France— Affairs  of  TonU,  1206,  1207,  1203  ;— 

Convention  of  1875,  1325,  1326 
Fraooe  and  Tunis— The  Treaty,  083 
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(INDEX) 
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BsLLnronAic,  Mr.  A.  H.,  Louth 

Crimtnxl  Law— Re-poblieation  of  the  ^Frei- 

beit."  265 
Religioat  DUabUities,  274 

Belmobe,  Earl  of 

Valaatioo  of  Rateable  Property  (Ireland)^ 
GriflUb's  Valoation,  1400 

BnrmroK,  Bight  Hon.  O.  A.  F.  Gayen- 
dull,  WTiitehaven 
PariiameDtarjr  Oatbs,  llotioo  for  Bill,  125,  127 

Bdddell,  Mr.  W.,  Suffolk,  W, 

Cottomt  aod  Inland  Refcnoe,  Comm.  d,  \6, 

1156;  eU  20,  1345 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl,  1,  1799, 1801 

BiooAB,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Cavan  Co. 

Alkali,  Ao.  Works  Regnlation,  Cororo.  el.  16, 
Motion  for  reporting  Profrets,  1966,  1967  ; 
cU  20, 1970 
Annf  Ettiinatef — Prorislont,  &e.  15<$1. 1564  ; 
Motion  for  reporting  I'rogreta,  1572, 1573, 
1576,  1584 
Oottoina  and  Inland  Re?eniie,  Comm.  W.  20, 

I1G9 
Ireland — Misoellaneoot  Qaettiont 
Antrim  Licensing  Sessions,  1650 
Law  and  Justioe — Goontj  Coart  Jorifdie- 

tion,  562, 563 
Licensing  Law  —  Fnblicant'    Gertifieatet, 

1332 
Magistracj— Co.  Antrim — Appointment  of 
Mr.  Black,  944  ;  —  Siipendiarj  Magis- 
trates, 1310 
Peace  Presenration  Act,  1881 — Arrests  of 
Rot.  Fatber  Sheeby  and   Others,  996, 
997 
Poor  Law — Election  of  Poor  Law  Goar- 

dians  at  Belfast,  1060,  1313 
Protection  of  I'erson  and  Property  Act, 
1881— Arrest  of  Jnmes  Lalor,  412 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  1,  1519,  1523, 

1915,  1919,  1921,  1963 
Land  Tax  Commissioners*  Namee,  Comm.  Mo* 

tion  for  Adjoomment,  1171,  1172 
Local  Courts  of  Bankroptcy  (Ireland),  2R. 

664 
Monument  to  tbe  late  Earl  of  Beaeonsfleld, 

K.O.,  Comm.  58 
Parliament— PriTilege  (Mr.  P.  Egan),  1685 
Parliamentary  Oatb  (Mr.  Bradlaogb),  437 
Petty  Sessions  Clerks(  Ireland),  Comm.  Motion 

for  reporting  Progress,  667,  668 
Uepresenution  of  tbe  People  (Election  Sys- 
tems), 1534 
Small  Debts  (LimiUtion  of  Aotions),  2R.  250 
Supply — Report,  1761 

BillB  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment  {rt. 

commUUd)  Bill  [BUI  1 04} 

(Mr.  Monk.  Mr,  StrJMnt  Simon,  Mr,  Fry,  Mr, 

Borran) 

0,  Referred  to  a  Select  Committee  Ma^  13,  502 
Select  Committee    nominated ;    List    of  tbe 
Committee  Ma}f  25,  1303 


BiBKEBCK,  Mr.  &,  JTjgWi, 

risberiee-Eaat  C«mI  Pi 

n 

Fishing  Voerla  I 

niuee,  Ec«.  183«*  ISM 
Telegrsph  Act. 

Clerks,  105e 


Blake,  Mr.  J.  A., 

Intoxieating  Li^aeia  •• 

Ree.  1023 
Irish  Fiafaerica,  1541 


( 


p.,  Jjrrr 


Bleskerhassbtt,  Mr.  S. 

Poor  Law  (IreUad)  BtB-^NsCrHB 

1073 
Represeotatica  of  lk»  Vom^ 

tenu),  1524 

Board  of  TrUo,  CmdUuUm  •/ 
Qoestion,  Mr.  Goarley;  Aasvcr.  Mr. 
berlain  May  S3,  1*49 


Board  Schools  (Scotland)  TmAen  BSU 

{Sir  Herbert  MoswtU^  Mr.  Orr  £tnmf) 
e.Ordered*  JAiy  23  [Hone  eo«»(«d  oat  1 

'      ITS] 


Beadl«*  Jtfa5  26 


[BiniTS] 


BouRKE,  Bight  Hon.  B.,  Lfmm  Mofio 


Cyprus — Island  of 

tbe  IsUnd,  1213 
France  -»  Commercial  Treaty  —  New 

General  Tariff,  37,  581 
France  and  Tunis — Tbe  Trcnty,  577,  578 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  1,  1816 
Tunis— Port  of  Biserta,  809,  816 

Beabottbke,  Lord 

Africa  (South) — Annexation  of  the 

Mr.  Gladstone's  Letter  to  Mr. 

152 
Railways— Administratioii  of  Foreigu  Hailwafa. 

1428 

Bbadlauoh,  Mr.  C,  Nortk&mpUn 

PailiameuUry  Oaths  (Mr.  Bradlaogb).  179 

Braitd,  Bight  Hon.  H.  B.  W.«  (##» 
8p£akeb«  The) 


Brand,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Stroud 

Land  Lnw  (Ireland),  Comm.  c/.  1,  1483.  1507. 

1521 :  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  1524 ; 

Amendt.  1695.  1702,  1703, 1716, 1731, 173t, 

1733,  1936,  1940 
Tunis— Search  of  British  Shipa  in   TuiiaiMi 

Waters,  1643 

Bridges  (Sonth  Wales)  Bffl 

{Emrt  of  Jm^ey) 

/.  Readl»«Afay9  (No.  S3) 

Read  2*  •  May  29 
Committee  * ;  Report  May  23 
Beads**  Jfay24 
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Bbioob,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Blackburn 

Army — AozilUrj  Foroet — Companioothip  of 
Um  Bath,  1080 

Bbioht,  Bight  Hon.  J.  (Ohancellor  of 
the  Duohy  of  Lancaster),  Birming- 
ham 

Und  Uw  (Ireland),  9B.  Oi.  119,  IM,  950 
Trade  and  Commeroe  ■  Bawlek  and  Oalaibielt, 
618 

Bbioht,  Mr.  J.,  Manchester 

Frane*«>Neir  CommereUl  Treaty— Negotia- 
tions. 899 

Wild  Birds  Protection  Act,  1880  — Sale  of 
Birds,  15 

Brdttok,  Mr.  J.,  Kidderminster 
Posi  Oflloe— Kidderminster  Post  OAee,  1807 

Bbisb,  Oolonel  8.  B.  Buooles-,  Esaxy  E, 

Customs  and  loUnd  Revenne,  Comm.  cl,  15, 
1146;  e/.  20,  1108,1849 

BaoADHimsTy  Mr.  H.,  Stoke-on-Trent 
Small  DebU  (LimiUtion  of  Actions),  9B.  950 

Bbodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  P.,  Surrey ^  W. 

Evictions  (Ireland ) — Eviotioo  at  Ballybonjon, 

Co.  Kerry,  808 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  9R.  73;  Conm.  el,  1, 

1508,  1800, 1033 

B&00K8,  Mr.  M.,  Dublin 

Infections     Diseases     NotiAcation     (Ireland), 

Comm.  1099 
Intoiicating    Uqnors  on  Saturday  (Ireland), 

Res.  1010 

Bbuce,  Sir  H.  H.,  Coleraine 

Land  Law  (Ireland).  Comm.  el,  I.  1490 

Bbyob,  Mr.  J.,  Tower  Hamlets 

London  City  (Parochial  CbariUes),  9R.  1991 
Treaty  of  Berlin — Armenia,  975 

Bulgaria 

Aiairs  of,  Question,  Sir  George  Campbell  ; 
Answer.  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Jfoy  90,  1891 

Politieal  Ajfair$—Suppr€it%4m  of  the  Con- 
stUuHon  by  Primes  AleaamUr,  Qoettlons, 
XiOrd  Edmond  Fitsmanrice,  Sir  George 
Campbell;  Answers,  bir  Charles  W.  Dillic 
May  19,  969  ;  (Question,  Mr.  Laboochere ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  IHlke  May  80,  1658 

fiuBKABT,  (General  E.  S.,  Leicestershire,  iV. 
Army  Estimates— Provisions,  ke.,  Motion  for 
A4ionmment,  1569 

Bc&T,  Mr.  T.,  Morpeth 

IreUnd,  State  of— MitoelUneoos  Qoestlons 
Alleged  Foioed  Ubour.  174 
Peace  Preeerration  Act,  1881— ArreeU  of 

RcT.  Father  Sheehy  and  Others,  1008 
Rsligioos  Processions  in  Belfast,  175 
••  SUfcPrlflng"  in  Galwny,  701 


BuBT,  Viscount 

Army  Organisation  —  Territorial  Titles  of 
Regiments,  Motion  for  an  Address,  541 

BuxTOK,  Mr.  F.  W.,  Andover 
Post  O0ce— Savings  Bank  Act,  1880,  808 
Stationery  Ofllce— Report  of  the  Comptroller, 
1815 

Bybns,  Mr.  O.  M.,  Wexford  Cp, 

Peace  Preeerration  f  Ireland)  Act,  1881— Ar- 
rests of  Re?.  FaUiar  Sheehy  and  Others* 
1008 

Oaikb,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Scarborough 
Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Saturday  (Ireland), 

Res.  1010 
MaoriUus— A   Hindoo  •<  Church  Rate,"  809, 

808 
Monument  to  the  late  Earl  of  Beaconsfleld, 

K.G.,  Comm.  6Z 

Oairnb,  Earl 

Charitable  Trusts  Acts  Amendment,  Coram. 
eL  9,  Amendt.  1188,  1184.  1185;  «f.  8, 
1108;  cl,  4,  1107;  Amendt.  1198;  d,  5, 
Amendt.  th, ;  cL  7,  Amendt.  1 190 :  el.  9, 
Amendt.  ib,  1900 
IrUh  Und  Bill,  187U,  MoUon  for  a  Paper,  963 
Married  Women's  Property  (Scotland),  9R. 
144U 

Oallak,  Mr.  P.,  Louth 

Alkali,  4c.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  cL  9, 
141 4 ;  c/.  90, 1969;  Biotion  for  reporting  Pro* 
gresf,  1971, 1979 
Committees  (Ascension   Day)— The   "Count* 

Out"  on  Tuesday,  1968 
Court  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  OflScers  and 

Clerks,  Motion  tor  Leave,  1984 
Dungarvan,  Member  for,  1985 
Infectious     Diseases    Notification     (Ireland), 

Comm.  1030 
Ireland— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Census  —  Misnpplication  of  Enumeration 

Papers.  1649 
Constabulary— Circular  of  Inspector  Gene- 
ral, 1080,  1081,  1089,  1585 
Magistrscj,  Co.  Antrim— Appointment  of 

Mr.  Black,  945 
Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881— Arrests  of 
Rev.  Father  Sheehy   and   Others,   988, 
1001 
Ireland  —  Intoiicating  Liquors  on   Saturday, 

Res.  1097.  1098 
Irish   Escoulive,  Motion  of  Censure,   1900, 

1909 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  9R.  991  ;  Comm.  eL  I, 

1598 
Land    Tat    Commisslooen*    Names,  Comm. 

1179 
Law  and  Police— Alleged  Sale  of  a  Wife,  1646 
Parilament— Privilege  (Mr.  P.  Egan),  1671, 
1686, 1694 
Public  Business,  899 
ParliamenUry  Oath,  919 
Petty  Sessions  Clerks  (Ireland).  Comm.  aSd. 

el.  1497 
Potato    Crop  Committee,   Report  of   Solrct 
Committee,  Res.  1854 
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CiLLAN,  Mr.  p.— cow<. 

Royal    Military    Asylum,  Chelsea  —  Roman 

Catholic  Boys,  822 
Supply—Civil  Services  and  ReTenue  Depart- 

meuts,  1757 

O.ucERON,  Dr.  O.y  Glasgow 

Committees  (Ascension    Day) — The  "Coaot- 

Out  "  on  Tuesday,  1260 
Free  Education  (Scotland),  2a.  780 
Lunacy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  1284 
Vaooination  Act — Vaccine  Lymph,  791 

Oambbon,  Mr.  D.,  Inverness-shirs 

Criminal  Law  (Scotland)— Case  of  Mr.  Fraser, 

13 
Free  Education  (Scotland),  2R.  717 
Post  OflBce — CommunioaUon  with  the  North 
of  Scotland,  14 

Cahpbell,  Sir  G.,  Kirkcaldy,  Sfc, 

Abyssinia— The  Red  Sea  Port,  806 

Bulgaria  (Political  Affairs) — Proclamation  of 

Prince  Alexander,  269, 1321,  1322 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  el,  2, 

1116;  c/.  7,  1127 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  1,  1500,  1507» 

1724,  1940:  Amende.  1955 
Parliament— Public  Business,  1460 
Railways    (India)  —  Portuguese    Territory — 

Treaty  ot  Lisbon,  26 
Treaty  of  Berlin— Bulgaria,  1451 
Turkey— Capture  of  Mr.  Suter  by  Brigands, 

1322 
War  Office— Military  Education  at  Sandhurst 

— Study  of  French  and  German,  811 
Ways    and    Means  —  Inland   RoTcnue  —  Malt 

Drawbacks,  824 

Oahpbell,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Okugow,  ice.  Vni- 
versiim 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland),  186S 
Free  Education  (Scotland),  2R.  746 

Oamfebdown,  Earl  of 
Scotch  Business — Looal  GoTemmtiit  and  Loeal 
Taxation  (Scotland),  1767 

Oabbtttt,  Mr.  E.  H.,  MmtiMuthy  ^c. 
Magistracy    (England) — Contagious    Diseases 
Acts,  1875 

Oabinoton,  Hon.  B.,  BuehM 

Afriea  (South>^The  Transvaal  (Administra- 
tion), 948 
Protection  of  the  Natifo  Inhabitanta,  1656 

Oablxnofobb,  Lord  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 

Ireland,  State  of— Intiinidation  and  Oatragea, 

393 
Irish  4ory  Laws,  Motion  for  a  Saleet  Coauoit- 

tee,  1046 
Valuation  of  Rateable  Property  (Ireland)^ 

Griffith's  ValoaUon,  1436 

Cablislb,  Bishop  of 

Charitable  Trusts  Acta  Amendment.  Comm. 
c/.  3, 1191 


Oabkaryon,  Earl  of 

Africa  (South)— The    Transraal,   Annazmtioo 
of— Mr.  Gladstone's  LeUer  to  Mr.  Tos- 
kinson,  136 
The  Commission,  781 

Ireland,  State  of— Intimidation  and  Oainfaa. 

392 
Reformatory  Edneation,  Res.  1597 
Tramways  (Ireland)  Aou  Amendmaat,  Oona. 

a,  5,  783 

Oayekdish,  Lord  F.  0.  (Secretary 
to  the  Treasory),  TorUhire^  W.R.^ 
N.  Div, 

Africa(l!:ast  Coast)— Snbsidiied  MaUCootnMa^ 

1458 
Civil  Serrice^Promotion,  1324 
Copper  and  Copper  Ore^Retnra  of  Eiywta 

and  Imports,  1880,  1053 
Crown  Lands— The  Stagsden  Eatata^  Badftrd* 

shire,  1640,  1641 
Customs  and  Inland  Rerenne— Distriei  Regit* 

trars  (Ireland),  407 
Customs  and  Inland  RoTenne,  Comas,  cf.  8, 

1134:  el,  13.   1141;  el.   14,  1143;  eL  24. 

1349;  d.  30,  1359;  eL  31,  1360;   eL  S8, 

1364.  1365;    c/.  39,  t6. ;    Araendt.    1967: 

eL  45,  Ameodt.  t^.;   el.   49,    1968,   19et; 

Coniid.  1463 
Customs    Department —>  Rednndaaft    OAeon, 

1203,  1645 
General  Register  Hoose  (Sootland)*-Ro-org»- 

nitation,  794 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  QoasUona 

Inland  NaTigation   Draioago^Tbo  Uppar 

Bann,  678 
Irish  Fisheries,  1546 
Licensing  Law  —  PabUeana'  Cartifloatoa, 

1332 
National  Edoeaiion^Teaofaera  of  MoM 
Schools.  267 
Land  Law  (Ireland).  Comm.  a.  I,  1796,  1797 
Land    Tax   Commissioners*   Namaa,    Coaiau 

1172 
National  Gallery — Propooed  Extension,  407 
Newspapers  (Ijtw  of  Libel),  Comm.  eL    If, 

Amendt.  1080 
Parliament— Parliamentary   Papers.  PnUiea- 
tion  of,  1064 
Poblie  Business,  1461 
SUtionery  OOce—Repori  of  the  CoMtroUcr« 

1315 
Sugar  Industries  Committee,  1880— Tbo  R*> 

port,  1209 
Supply — CiTil  Senrices  and  Revonvo  DopnrW 

ments.  1746, 1749, 1753 
Trade  Combinations  (Pood.  4e.),  479 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  509 
Westminster    Abbey — Peea    on 

662 


Cecil,  Lord  K  H.  B.  Q.,  Jmat,  W, 

Afirica  (Sooth) —  The  Tmnsrssl      MisfolM 
neouf  QueUioos 
Administration,  948 

Murderers  of  Captain  Elliott,  1079,  19U 
Negotiations— briiisb  Garrisooa,  99,  991 
Protrctioo  of  the  Natiro  Inhabitaafl^  ItM 

Iraland,  Stato  of—Land  Lengoi,  188i 
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Cen$v9t  1881,  Ths — Pr$liminary  Report 
Questions.  Mr.   Lea,   Mr.  T.  P.  O'CoDDor: 
Aoiwert,  Mr.  Dodtoo  Mdjf  SO,  1039 

Central  Aeia 

MlftCILLANIOOS  QoiSTIOlft 

Afyhaniitan  {PUiHeal  Afair$\  Qoeition,  Ob- 
•erraiioot.  Lord  George  Umniiton ;  Reply, 
The  Mnrqueu  of  Uartingion ;  debate  thereon 
May  18. 477 

Captain  Butter^ i  Mission,  1877,  Qaettion,  Mr. 
Liiboacbere ;  Answer,  The  Marqaets  of 
llartioffton  May  16.  645 

Lord  Ihtfferin*s  Vespaich  of  6th  March,  Qaei- 
tion,  Mr.  Northoote ;  Answer,  bir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  May  10.  580 
,     ne  Papers,  (Question,  Mr.  Northoote  ;  An- 
swer. Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  May  17,  600 

Th€  Tskke  Turcomans,  Question.  Mr.  O'Don- 
nell ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  May  26, 
1332 

OHAKBEELAiir,  Bight  Hon.  J.  (Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade),  Bir- 
mingham 

Board  of  Trade,  Constitution  of,  1049 
Fiahing    Vessels    Lights,    Report    of  Select 

Committee,  Kes.  1834,  1840 
France— .New  Commercial  Treaty,  1073,  1862 
New  French  Qeneral  Tariff— The  Cobden 
Treaty.  270 
Ufo    Assurance   Companies  Act,    1870— Re- 

toms,  1063.  1662 
Merchant    Shipping   Acts — Emigrant    Ships, 

27,28,  1658.  1660 
Merchant  Sbifping.  2R.  131,  133 
Minister  of  Agriouitore  and  Commerce,  Res. 

4C6 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Uouse,  691 

New  Sundmg  Order,  166.  167 
Passenger  Acts—  Emigrant  Ships,  685 
Railway  Pares — Racing  Meetings,  1642 
Railwsjrs  —  Metropoliun    District    Railway 

Company,  271 
Sale  and  Exportation  of  Arms  and  Ammani- 

Uon-Sale  of"  Old  Stores,"  1305.  1306 

Ohahoellob,  The  Lord  (Lord  Selsorhk) 

Cburiiable  TrusU  Acts  Amendment.  2R.  258  ; 

Comm.  cl,  2,  Amendt.   1183,  1184.   1185. 

UhS;  d.  3,  1192,  1103,  1194;  cl.  4,  1197: 

Amendt.  1198 ;  cl.  5.  Amendt.  t6. ;  cl.  7.  U99; 

cf.  9.  ib. ;  cl.  13.  AmendL  1200  ;  add.  el.  ib. 
Fugitive  Offenders,  IR.  1032 
Married  Women's    Property  (Scotland),  2R. 

1438 
Stolen  Goods,  2  R.  253 

OixAirosLLOB  of  the  Excusqueb — See 
Gladotoxb,  Eight  Hon.  W.  £. 

OiuPLnr,  Mr.  H.,  Line^lmhire,  Mid. 

Alkali,  4c.  Works  Regulation,  Coma.  d.  13, 

1419:  cl.  15,  1423 
Great  North  of  Scotland   Railway,  Consid. 

l«8l 
Irriaad,  SUU  o^Ltsd  LMfoe;  l$8i 


Chapuiv,  Mr.  W.^eont. 

Land  l^w  (Irebnd\  2R.  602  ;  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  601.  827.  860,  861  ;  Comm. 
cl.  1,  1406,  1406,  1498;  Am«>ndt.  1500, 
1502,  1513,  1515,  1729,  1910,  1932,  1939, 
1952 

Royal  Agricoltural  Commission — Report  and 
Evidence,  1881 

Charitable  Trusts  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

[h.l.]  {The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I.  Read  2*,  after  short  debate  May  IBy  258 
Committee  May  24,  1183  (No.  59) 

Ohelmsford,  Lord 

Army  Organisation — Militia  and  Line  Batta- 
lions, 1773 

Army  Organization  —  Territorial  Titles  of 
Regiments,  Motion  for  an  Address,  543 

Navy — Naral  Brigade — Medals  lor  the  Frontier 
War,  1877-8,  and  the  Zulu  War,  1879,  1856 

Ohildbrs,  Bight  Hon.  H.  0.  £.  (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War),  PonUfraet 
Africa  (Sourh)-The  Transraal  War  (Casual- 

tien),  13.  403 
Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Aides-de-Camp  to  the  Queen,  1878 
Army  Organization — Committee  and  New 
Scheme,    272  ;  —  Compulsory    Retire- 
ment of  Colonels,  361.  799,  948,  955  ;— 
Field  Officers'  Allowances,  1645:— Five 
Tonrs'  Comm»nd^>I.ieutenant  Colonels, 
1654  :~  King's  Own  Borderers.  1079  ;— 
Militia   battalions,   1313 ;— Militia  Offl- 
cers'  Uniforms.  24.  30  ;— New  Warrant, 
18,  1313,  1325;— Royal  Artillery  Gun. 
ners,  954  ;— Territorial  Titles  of  Regi- 
meuts.  802; — Warrant   Officers   of  tb« 
Royal  Engineers,  1661 
Army  Retirement — Warrant  of   Feb.  5th, 

1880.  1055 
British  Ometeries  in  the  Crimea,  19 
Coast  Brigade  Royal  Artillery,  684 
Competitive  Examinations,  544 
50ih  Regiment,  1331 
58(h  Regiment,  1054 
Infantry  Majors.  1062 
Manufacture  of  Guns  and  Projectiles,  800 
Military  Commands,  1874 
Militia  bands.  1879 
Mounted  Infantry,  811 
Portable  Entrenching  Tools,  173 
Promotion  from  the  Ranks,  560 
Royal  Warrant — Officers   Promoted   Irom 

the  Ranks.  1055 
School  for    Militiamen— Army   Cireulart, 

Feb.  1881.  1648 
Sick  Leave—Captain  Botler,  1453 
Army  —  Auxiliary    Forces  —  Miscellaneoos 
Questions 
Companionship  of  the  Bath,  1080 
Review   of   Scottish    Volonteert  by   the 

Qnren,  264 
Volunteer  Surgeons.  565 
Army  feisiimates^ProviMons,  4c.  1550,  I55S, 
1553,  1554,  1555,  1556,  1557,  1558,  1559, 
1502,  I5U3,  1504.  1505.  1569.  1571,  1573, 
1574,  1575,  1576,  1577.  1560,  1581,  1682. 
1566. 
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Orildbrs,  Right  Hod.  H.  C.  E. — eont 

Committees  (Ascension   Day) — The  "Count- 
Out"  on  Tuesday,  1263,  1267 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Consid.  1464 
Ireland — Mo?ement  of  Troops  and  Artillery, 

962 
Ireland,  State  of— Misoellaneout  (Questions 
Alleged   Outrage  by  Soldiers  in  Dublin, 

IdlO 
Disturbances   at   Qninlan's   Castle,    New 

Pallas,  Co.  Limerick,  1688 
Land  League,  1884 
National  Expenditure,  Res.  714 
Parliament— Public  Business,  1887,  1888 
Parliamentary    Oath    (Mr.    Bradlaugh) — Go- 
Ternment    Officials   at   Woolwich   Arsenal, 
1316,  16A7 
Royal  Hibernian  Military  School,  1663 
Royal    Military    Asflum,    Chelsea  —  Roman 

Catholic  Boys,  822 
War  Office— Study  of  French,  566,  811 

Ohubohill,  Lord  B.,  Woodatoek 

Alkali,  Ac.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  eL  15, 

Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  1421 
Army  Estimates — Provisions,  Ac.  1554 
Criminal    Law  —  (^ueen    v.    Bradlaugh    and 

Another—'*  Fruits  of  Philosophy,"  32 
Crown  Lands — Stagsden  Crown  Estate,  1870 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Coram,  el,  19, 

1162;  c/.  20,  1165 
Great  North   of  Scotland  Railway,  Consid. 

1620,  1621,  1626 
India— Grant  to  General  Sir  Frederick  Roberts, 

1066, 1060 
Ireland,  State  of— Land  League— Chaplain  of 
Naas  Gaol,  1874 
The  Endowed   Schools   Commissioners — 
Notices  of  Ejectment,  705 
Irish  Executive,  Motion  of  Censure,  1252 
Irish  Fisheries,  1536 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  917  :  Comm.  cl  1, 

1407,  Mil,  1479, 1722,  1736,  1940 
National  Debt — Interest  on  Consols,  1210 
Navy— Mediterranean  Fleet,  1307 
Parliament — Miscellaneous  (Questions 
Arrangement  of  Business,  38 
Business  of  the  Uouso,  277,  692,  .1461 
Privilege  (Mr.  P.  Egan).  1608, 1684 
Parliamentary  Oaths  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  284, 

419,  420,  421.  423 
Peace    Preservation    (Ireland)    Act,    1881  — 

Arrests  of  Rev.  Father  Sheeby  and  Others, 

968,  976 
Potato  Crop  Committee,  1880  (Ireland),  Res. 

1844,  1845.  1846,  1847.  1851,  1852 
Russia,  Foreign  Jews  in — Expulsion  of  Mr.  L. 

Lewisohn,   a    Naturalised   British  Subject, 

825,  826 
Small  DebU  (Limitation  of  Actions),  2R.  246, 

252 

Church    of   England — Lower    Eouse   of 

Convocation 
i^oestion,  Mr.  Labooehere ;  Answer,  Sir  WiU 
liam  Haroourt  Ma^  23,  1070 

Church  Patronage  Bill 

{Mr.  SUmhopt,  Mr,  Aib^rt  Or$^,  Mr,  StmmUp 

zJghton,  Mr.  Stuart.  JTortle^) 
a.  BiU  withdrawn  •  Majf  24  [BUI  M] 


Church  Patronage  (No.  8)  Bill 

(Mr,  SttmA<tp0,  Mr.  8tuart.Wortl§^,  Mr.  J^km 
Taiho^,    Mr.   AIh$H    Grtp,    Mr.    Stmnkf 

JAighUm) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr,  E.  Stamkopt)  Mof  It, 
670  :  after  short  debate.  Moved,  '*  Thai  tb« 
Debate  be  now  a4joumed  "  {Mr.  JWeti) 

[Hottse  «OQDt«d  owi] 
Ordered  ;  read  1**  Mm^  19  [BUI  175] 

Civil  Servioe — Prowtotion  and  E§i%r$mmki 
Question,  Mr.  Grantham ;  Answer,  Lord  Fr9d»- 
rick  CaTondUh  May  26,  1824 

Clerical  DisaUlities  Act  Repeal  BIU 

(Sir  Oabriel  OoUmey,  Mr.  ThoroU  Moffn) 

c.  MoTed,  ''That  the  BUI  be  now  read  S*" 
i/ay  11,230 

Amendt.  to  leave  oat  "  now,"  and  add  **  bmi 
this  day  sU  months"  (Mr.  B€ra)md 
Hope)  I  Question  proposed,  '*  That  *  now,' 
Ac. ; "  after  short  debate.  Question  pnt ; 
A.  101,  N.  110:  M.  0(D.  L.  201) 

Words  added  ;  main  Qnettion,  as  smended,  pwt, 
and  agreed  to  ;  2R.  pot  olf  ior  sis  months 

IBiUll] 

Olinton,  Lord 

Cbartuble  Trusts  Aets  Amendment,  Ceinii. 
d.  2,  1186;  d,  8,  1104;  d.  4,  AuModl. 
1198 

Cloob,  Mr.  M.  0.,  Armagh  Co, 
Und  Uw  (IreUnd),  2R.  877 

Coal  Minee  Regulation  Aet-^-LOlf  Dale 

CoUiery  (Staffordshire) 
Question,  Mr.  Macdonald ;  Answer,  Sb  Wil- 
liam Haroourt  May  13,  404 

OoBBOLD,  Mr.  T.  0.,  Iptwieh 

Army  Retirement— Warrant  of  Feb.  5, 1880, 
1054 

CoLEBRooKB,  Sir  T.  K,  JMnarkthire^  N. 
Free  EdooaUon  (Sootland),  2R.  740 

OoLLmos,  Mr.  J.,  Ipewich 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881— Mr.  Dillon.  202,  20A 

Collins,  Mr.  E.,  KineaJe 

Committees  (Asceusioo  Day)— The  *'Connt« 
Out"  on  Tnesday,  1268 

(ToLLiNS,  Mr.  T.,  Enareihorough 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenne,  Comm.  ItOS; 

cl,  20, 1330 
Uodon  City  (Parochial  ChsriUes).  2R.  1302 
Supply — CivU  Servioes  and  Revenne  Depart* 

ments.  1741,  1748,  1749,  1733 

Colonial  Govemon,  Appointw^eni  of 
Question,  Mr.  Warton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  QUdrttae 
Ma^9,$9 
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CI0LTHUB8T,  Ck>l.  D.  La  ZoaohOi  Cork  Co. 

Jrtth  FUberies.  1545 

Land  Law  (Ireiaod),  3R.  620 ;  Gomm.  c/.  1, 

1897 
PtaM  Preaarvaiion  (IraUnd)  Aot,  1881— Gun 
Lieaooea,790 

Oomcnre,  Dr.  A.,  JRoteommon 

Alkali,  4e.  Worka  RegaUtion,  Comm.  cL  20, 

1069  :  el  26,  1073 
Army  Ettimatea^ProvUlona,  Ao.  1584 
Land   Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  I,  Amendt. 

1763 


Commoni  Begolation  (Shenfldd)  Provi- 
lional  Order  Bill 

( Jfr.  Courtmf,  Secretarp  Sir  WiUimn  Sarmtrt) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Jum  2 

Contagious  DUeasu  AeU 
Ca$«  of  Elisabeth  BurUy^  Action  of  th4 
Police,  Quettiona,  Mr.  Hopwood  ;  Answers, 
Sir  WiUUm  Uarcoart  May  10, 178  ;  May  18, 
400 
7^  Magiitraey^  Question.  Mr.  Hopwood; 
Answer,  Sir  William  Uaroouri  May  26. 
1316 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Hopwood,  Mr. 
Carbutt:  Answers,  Sir  William  flarooari 
JwM  2,  1875 

Contagioui  Diieasa  {Animah)  AeU 
Importation  of  Cattle  from  Irtland,  Question, 
Mr.  Lea;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  May  16, 

579 
Sponiik  and  Portuguese  Cattle,  Qaestion,  Mr. 

Arthur    Arnold;    Answer,    Mr.    Mondella 

May  23. 1076 
Diseased  CaUle  from  the  UniUd  States,  Qaea- 

tion,   ^  iseouni    Folkestone ;    Answer,   Mr. 

MandelU  Ju»ie  2,  1886 
Foot-and-Mouth  Disease^Outbreak  at  Dukin- 

Jield,   Qaestion,  Mr.  Wilbrabam   Egerton ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Mandella  May  12,  272 

Coolies  (Indian)  at  La  Biunion 
Qoestion.  Mr.  ICrrington ;  Answer,  Sir  Cbarlea 
W.  Dilka  May  19, 803 

CooPB,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Middlesex 

Natioaal  QaUery— Proposed  Extension,  406 

Copper  and  Copper  OreSetum  of  Ex- 
ports and  Imports,  1880 
Qoestion,  Mr.  W.  Corbet ;  Answer,  Lord  Frede- 
rick Ca?endisb  May  23,  1052 

Corbet,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wiehlow  Co. 

Agrarien    Crimea   (Ireland)  — The     Retoma. 

1776 
Copper  and  Copper  Ore— Retom  of  Esporta 

and  ImporU,  1880,  1052 

OoTTOv,  Mr.  W.  J.  E.,  London 
Lottdoo  Citj  (Puoebial  Oharitiea).  2iL  1301 


OouBTNBT,  Mr.  L.  H.  (Under  Secretaiy 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 

Liskeard 
City  of  London  (Tnooroe  and  Eipenditure)— 

The  Chamberlain's  Estimate.  1639 
Lanaoy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  1286 
Newspapers  (Law  of  Libel),  Comm.  cL  1,  505  ; 

el.  3,  Amendt.  506,  508 

Court  of  Banlamptcy  (Ireland)  (Officers 
and  Clerks)  Bill 

e.  Motion  for  Lenre  (Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
IreUnd)  June  2, 1984  ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  put  off 

OoTTBTOWNy  Earl  of 

Tramways  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 
d.  5,  783 

OowsN,  Mr.  J.,  Neweastle-on-Tyne 

France  and  Tunis— The  Treaty,  576 

Irish  Eiecotire,  Motion  of  Censnre,  1238 

Land  Law  (Ireland)— Urgency,  287 

Newspapers  (Uw  of  Libel).  2R.  223 

Parliament— Foblic  Business.  1401 

Peace    Preservation    (Ireland)    Act,    1881— 

ArresU  of  Rev.  Father  Sbeehy  and  Others, 

1000 
Protection   of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 

Aor,  1881 -Mr.  Dillon.  192,  692.  1784 
Russia,  Foreign  Jews  in— Expulsion  of  Mr.  L. 

Lewisohn,    a  Naturalised  British  Subject, 

806,  825 

Obaio,  Mr.  W.  Y.,  Staffordshire,  N. 
Great  North  of  Scotland   Railway,    Coosid. 
1627 

Cketke,  Mr.  B.,  York 
Army— Coaat  Brigade  Royal  Artillery,  684 

Cbimut  AL  Law 

MiacBLLAiiBoua  (^oaariova 

The   Queen   t.    Bradlaugh   and   Another^ 

•'Fruits  of  Philotophy,"  Questions,    Lord 

Randolph  Churchill,  Sir  WilfHd   Lawson  ; 

Answers.  Sir  Uardinge  GiSimi,  Mr.  Speaker 

Mait  9,  32 
Re-pMieationof  the  **  FreiheU,"  Qoestion,  Mr. 

bellingbam  ;  Answer,  Sir  William  liarcourt 

May  12.  265 
Jnci^ity  of  SenUnees,  Qoeation,  Mr.  Mae* 

farlsne;     Answer,    Sir    William    Uarcouri 

June  2,  1880 
Case  of  Charles  Frost  and  Edward  Smith, 

Question,  Mr.  Warton;  Answer,  Sir  William 

Harcourt  May  10. 172 
Case  of  Jatnes  Thompton,  Question,  Mr.  Jack- 

son  ;  Answer,  Sir  WUliam  Harcourt  Afiiy  23, 

1065 
Case  of  Arthur  Page  BetUnoham^ConvieHons 

for  Betting,  Questions,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  : 

Answers,  Sir  WUliam  Uarconrt  Afoy31, 1778 


OaoPFUt,  Mr.  J.,  Kendal 

Madagascar— New   Treaty  —  Importatioii   of 
Rom  fron  the  Mauritinsi  561 
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Ubo88,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  B.  A.,  Lancu- 

ihire,  8.W. 
Alknli,  Ao.  Works  RegaUtioD,  Comm.  el,  20, 

1071 
Army  Estimatet — Profisions,  &o.  1566 
Customs  nud  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  cL  13, 

1143  ;  cl,  14«  ib. 
General   Register   House  (Scotland) — Ro-or- 

gaoization,  794 
Land    Uw    (Ireland).    3a.    113,   114,  503; 

Comm.  cl  1,  1406;  Amendt.  1820,  1908, 

1061 
Lunacy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  1288 
Merchant  Shipping.  2  a.  133,  134 
Prisons  (Ireland)— Spike  Island  Prison,  947 
Small  Dfbts  (Limitation  of  Actions),  2a.  249 
Supply — Ciril  Sernces  and  Refcnue  Depart- 
ments, 1744 
Trade  and  Commerce—New  French  General 

Tariff,  1862 

Crown  Agenti  for  the   Colonies — Memo- 
randum of  Sir  Penrose  Julian 
(^estion,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Grant 
Duff  May  12,  266 

Crown  Lands — The  8tagsden  Estate^  Bed- 
fordshire 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  Howard;  Answers,  Mr. 
GIndstone  May  20,  938;  (Questions,  Mr. 
Magniac,  Mr.  J.  Iloward  ;  Answers,  Lord 
Frederick  Carendish  May  30,  1640 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  James  Howard,  Lord  lilcho  ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Gladstone  June  2,  1867  :  Moved, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn"  {Mr, 
Jamei  Howard) ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn 

Cttbitt,  Bight  Hon.  G.,  Surrey,  W. 

London  City (ParochialCbarities),  2R.  1300 

Currency — Monetary  Conference  at  Paris 

-'Bi'Metallism 
Question,  Mr.  Thorold  Rogers  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  May  10,  172  ;  Questions,  Mr.  £. 
Stanhope,  Mr.  Thorold  Rogers ;  Answers, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington  May  20,  965 

OxJBBiE,  Mr.  D.,  Perthshire 
Law  and  Justice  (Scotland)— Law  of  Entail, 
1886 

CiuitomB  and  Inland  Beyenne  Bill 

(Mr,  Flayfair,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 

e.  District  Registrars  (Ireland),  Question,  Mr.  P. 

Martin  ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish 

May  13,  407 
Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 

Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair "  May  23, 

lud4  ;  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Committee — a.p. 
Committee  ;  Report  May  26,  13J6  [BUI  U6] 
Conwidered  *  May  27,  1461 
Read  S^^Afay  30 
i.  Kead  1»(  n«  £A>rd  Thurlow)  May  30  (No.  98) 
fiMMt2**i  CommittecnaiaUvtd;  read  S^MajfZl 


Customs  DepartwseiU 
Redundant  Ofieers,  Qoettioo,  Mr.  Qeftly ;  ▲•- 

swer.  Lord  Frederick  Gavandiali  Ma§  24, 

1202 
£r<ra  0/ieers,  QaettioD,  Sir  Trevor  Xj^wtmn  i 

Answer,  Lord  Frederick  OaTaodiak  Mmy  39, 

1646 

Cyprus 

Cattle  Plague,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Amold  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Mondella  June  2,  1878 
The  I/arbour  of  FamagmMa  ^Purchase  of  the 

Island,  Questions,  Sir  William  PaUiaer,  Mr. 

Bourke ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstooe  Mmy  24, 

1212 

Dalhousie,  Earl  of 

Law   Relating  to  the  ProteotioD  of    To«qf 

Girls,  Motion  for  a  Select  Coromitteo,  16M 
Reformatory  Education,  Rea.  1598 
Scotch  Business — Local  Govemmeat  and  Looni 
Taxation  (Scotland),  1768, 1769 


Dalt,  Mr.  J.,  Cork 

Free  Education  (Scotland),  2R.  752 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Evictions,  408 ; — Bally bunyoo,  Co.  Kerry, 

807,  808    . 
Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881 — Aiinti  ol 

Rev.  Father  Sheehy  and  Otiiers,  997 
Protection  of  Fentoo  and   Property  AeC, 
1881^Mr.  DUlon,  192 
Ireland — Intoxicating  Liquors   on    Satarday. 
Res.  1011 

Davet,  Mr.  n.,  Christchureh 

Ciutoms  and  Inland  Reveaoe,  Coous.  d.  If. 

1154 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  1, 1902 

Davies,  Mr.  D.,  Cardigan 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,*  Comm.  cL  1$, 
1147 

Dawson,  Mr.  0.,  Carlow 

Und  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  68 

Law  and  Police — Alleged  Ontrago  at  Groea* 

hithe,  1039 
Newspapers  (Law  of  Libel),  Comm.  c<«  9,  516 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Uoase,  Raa.  7t0 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questious 
Evictions,  Ac.  1328 
Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881— Arrattaof 

Rev.  Father  Sheehy  and  Others,  975 
Protection  of  Person  and   Property  A«l» 

1880— Arrest  of  James  Lalor,  414 
Science  and   Art — Museum   and   Libcmry, 
Dublin,  1327 
Ireland — Intoxicating    Uqoora  on   Satarday* 

Ret.  1021 
Small  Debu  (Limitation  of  Aetioat),  2R.  252 

De  La  Ware,  Earl 

France  and  Tunis— Miseellaaeoas  Qaeetioaa 
Circular  of  the  French  Miaiater  of  Faraiga 

Affairs,  396 
French  Invation,  255 
Treaty,  512 

Tonis,  Albica  of*  782^  M5»  t4i0 
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Dnnciir,  Lord 

Army  (Thankt  of  Paritament),  Motion  for  a 
Retorn,  676 

Army  Organitatlon— Militia  and  Lido  Batta- 
lioni.  1773 

Irish  Jory  Laws,  Motion  for  a  Seleot  Com- 
mittee, 1047 :  Nomination  of,  1613 

Db  Worms,  Baron  H.,  Or$$nwieh 

Africa  (Sonth)— The  Transvaal  r Negotiations), 

1879 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlau|(h)^GoTem- 

ment  Officials  at  Woolwich  Arsenal,  1310, 

1657 
Post  Office  ^CoUeetion    of   Assessed    Taxes, 

1033 
Russia,  Foreign  Jews  in — Expulsion  of  Mr. 

L.  Lewisohn,  a  Naturnlised  British  Subject, 

363,  304,  803,  804,  803,  826,  902,  1073 

D1GK8ON,  Mr.  J.,  Dungannon 
National  Debt— Interest  on  Consols,  1209 

DiOBT,  Ck>lonel  Hon.  E.  T.,  DoneUhtre 

Arm/— 3Sih  Regiment,  1034 

DiLKS,  Sir  0.  W.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs),  Chelsea, 
Sfe, 

Abyssinia— A  Red  Sea  Port,  806 
Asia,  Central — Miscellaneous  Questions 
A fghani^tan— Political  Affiiirs,  493 
French  Protectorate  of  the  Upper  Niger, 

957 
Lord  DoflWrin's  Despatch,  380 
Papers,  601 

Tekke  Turcomans,  1 332 

Bolgnria  (Political  A  flairs)— Proclamation  of 

Prince  Alexander,  269,  1322  ; — Suppression 

of  tho  Constitution   by  Prince  Alexander, 

1634 

Fish«riee— East  Coast  Fisheries— North  Sea— 

Ootrnges  on  British  Fishermen,  1031 
France— New    Commercial    Treaty,  37,  382, 
823  :— Negotiations,  270,  1312  ;— Constiia- 
tion  of  Commission,  1077 
France  and  Tunis— Misc«llaneoof  Qnestiona 
French  Protectorate,  798 
Invasion  ol  Tunisian  Territory,  177 
Krouhmir  Tribes  (MiliUry  Operations),  17. 

18 
Rights  of  British  Subjecta,  1076 
Treaty.  3rt8,  377,  378,  379,  682,  683,  681 
Turkish  Fleet.  34.  33.  273 
Island  of  La  Reunion — Coolies,  803 
luly— Occupation  of  Tripoli,  1206.  1323 
Japan — Introduction  of  Drugs  and  Chemicals, 

949 
Madagascar  —  New   Treaty  —  Importation   of 

Kuiii  from  tho  Maoriiius,  362 
Peru— MasMicre  of  Chtnesp,  402 
Russia,  Foreign  Jews  in~Espulsion    of  Mr. 
L.  Lewitohn,  a  Naturalised    British  .Subject, 

364,  30a,  604,  »03,  823,  820,   962,    1074, 
1073,  1312 

Trade  and  Commerce— Reports  of  Secretaries 

of  Legation  and  Contoli,  1202 
Treaty  ot  Borlin>- Armenia,  273 

BolgaHa,  1432 
Treaty  ol  Waahiogton — Fortune  Bay  Fishery 

Di4au,1839 

I^^^W# 
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DitEB,  Sir  C.  W. 

Tunis — Miseellaneons  Questions 

Aflairs  of,  1207, 1208 :— Tho  Papers,  789  ; 

— Capitulations,    806 ;— Oonrention    of 

1873,  1326 
International  Engagements,  930,  931,  932 
Search  of  British  Ships  in  Tunisian  Waters, 

1644 
Suppression  of  Telegrams,  1780 
Suxerainty  of  the  Porte,  406 
The  Enflda  Case,  406,  1633 
The  Port  of  Biserta,  810 
Turkey  ~  Miscellaneous  Questions 
Albanian  League,  16 

Capture  of  Mr.  Suter  by  Brigands,  1322 
Death  of  the  late  Sultan  Abdul   Aiis — 

Alleged    Complicity  of   Midbat  Pasha, 

824 
Macedonia,  Reported  Rising  in,  701 
Turkey  and  Greece — The  Greek  Frontier,  797 

DiLKE,  Mr.  A.  W.,  NeweaBtU-on^TynB 
Newspapers  (Law  of  Libel).  2R.  223 
Representation     of    the     People     (Election 
Systems),  1333 

DiLLWYir,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swamea 

Alkali,  dto.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  cl.  21, 

Amendt.  1972;  cl,  23,  1973  ;  add,  cL  1977. 

1078 
Church  Patronage  (No.  2),  Motion  for  Leave, 

670 
Committees  (Ascension    Day)— "  Coont-Out " 

on  Tuesday,  1269 
Lunacy  Uw  Amendment,  2R.  1278, 1287, 1290 
Merchant  Shipping,  2K.  134 
Parliament — business  of  the  House,  Res.  693, 

709 
ParliamenUry  Oaths  (Mr.  Bradlangh),  284 

Dixoh-Habtland,  Mr.  F.  D.,  Eteeham 

Post  Ofllee— Purchaae  of  Christ's  IlospiUl 
Site,  1331 

DoDDS,  Mr.  J.,  Stoehton 

Customs  and  Inland  Rerenue,  Comm.  cl,  20, 
1166;  cl  28,  1353;  d,  29,  1335;  cl,  32, 
Amendt.  1360  ;  cl.  33,  Amendt.  1361  ;  e/.34, 
Amendt.  1362;  c/.  33.  Amendt.  1363;  rf.  38, 
Amendt.  1303 ;  cl,  43.  Amendt.  1367  i  cl,  44, 
Amendt  ih, ;  cl,  49,  1369 

DoDSOn,  Hiffht  Hon.  J.  G.  (Premdent 

of  the  Local  Oovemment  Board), 
Searhorough 
Alkali,  ke,  Wurks  Regulation— Cement  Works, 

31,282 
Alkali,  dtc.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  d,  9, 

1412.  1413,  1416:  d,  10,  Amendt.  i3. ;  W.  12, 

Amendt.  1417.  1418;   tl,   13,   1419,  1420; 

d.  15,  t6..  1423, 1423  ;  cZ.  16, 1006 ;  Amendt. 

1067:  tl  20,  t6.,  1968,  1970,  1071,  1972; 

c/.  23,  Amendt.  i3. ;  d,  24,  Amende.  1973; 

d.  23.  Amendt.  t6.,  1974  :  d.  26,  Amendt. 

ib, ;  tl,  27.  ih,  ;  add,  cl  1073,  1D76,  1977  ; 

Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  1978 
Ariisins*  and  Ijihourers*  Dwellinp  Act(lQ68) 

Amendment  Aci.  1679 — Svction  18— Public 

Ucalih  Act,  1873— ^K•clioo  9tS  13 

[emu 
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EDU 


DoDSON,  Rigbi  Hon.  J.  6.^— «oiil. 

Censas.  1881— Preliminanr  Report,  1680, 1640 
MetropoliUn  Dtstriot  AiyTom  Bourd,  1073 
ParlUinent^— Pablic  BosinetP,  1328 
Poor  Law — Piioper  Schools  (Metropolis),  1861 
Poblio  Henlth — Cement  Manufactures.  067 

Small-Pox    (Metropolis),  20  ;— Hospitals, 
276 
Vaccination— Halifax  Ferer  Hospital.  1641 
Vaccination  Acts — Vaccination  in  Workhouses, 
265 

Vaccine  L/mph,  702,  1317 

Donaldson-Hudson,  Mr.  C,  NeweastU- 

und$r'Lyne 
Army— Auxiliary  Foroet— Volunteer  Surgeons, 

060 
Free  Edooation  (Scotland),  2R.  780 

DuoKHAM,  Mr.  T.,  Mmr$ford9hire 

Customi  and  Inland  Rerenue,  (?omm.  d,  10, 
1146 


DuFP,  Right  Hon.  M,  E.  G.  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies), 
Elgin^  Sfo, 
Africa  ( Sooth )~  Miscellaneous  Questions 
Basutoff,  69]  : — French  Missionaries,  060; 

— Negotiations,  176,067 
Loan  for  the  Cape  Government,  1664 
Natal— Sir  Owen  l^nyon,  264 
Africa  (South)— The  Transfaal — Miscellaneons 
Questions 
Administration,  048 
Commission,  814 
Montsuine  and  the  Boers,  1862 
Murderers  ot  CapUin  Elliott,  1072,  107S, 

1311 
Native  Tribes,  891,  1063,  1064,  1600,1606 
Negotiations,  1879;— Sir  Kveljrn  Wood,  21 
SUte  of  Aflbirs,  M00,  1457,  1408 
Africa  (West  Coast)— Ashantee  War,  009 
Australia,  Western — Unconstitutional  Eiptn- 

ditore,  1403 
Crown  Agents  for  the  Colonies — Memorandum 

of  Sir  Penrose  Julyan,  266 
Islands  of  the  South  Pacific- Murder  of  British 
SubjecU,  176,  790 
Outrages  upon  Natives  Committed  under 
the  British  Flag,  16 
Mauritius— A   Hindoo  **  Church   Rate,"  802, 
603 

Eabp,  Mr.  T.,  Newark 

Ways  and  Meant— Inland  Revenue— Drawback 
on  Malt  Duty,  1781 

Edueatumal EndowfMnU  (Scotland)  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  J.  A.  Campbell ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Mundella  Jtm4  2,  1863 

EdueaUon  Department — Higher  Education 
{JFaUe) 
Question,  Mr.  Ilnstejr  Vifian ;    Answer,  Mr. 
Mundella  May  23,  1009 


Education^  Eeformaior$f 

Moved  to  resolve,  **  1.  thmi  it  is  dcaftnUete 
consolidate  the  several  laws  relatiag  to  r»> 
formalory  and  industrial  edoeatioa  of  ohD* 
dren  who  have  been  eonvieted  of  mitm  m 
are,  without  any  competent  goardiaasUp,  is 
criminal  ways  of  life 

**  2.  That  punishment  for  erirae  should  bs  » 
treatment  separate  from  general  edtcatisa ; 
and 

"3.  That  all  publicly  aided  scbooUtWsMU 
under  the  Education  Department**  {ThtUri 
Norton)  May  30,  1086  ;  altar  abort  dtfcsts. 
Motion  withdrawn 

EoEBTON,  Hon.    Wilbraliam,  Chethin, 
Mid 

Alkali,  4e.  Works  Regnlaiioa,  Conv.  d,  I, 
Amendt.  1412, 1414  ;  €L  12,  Ameodt,  141S 

Contagious    Diaeases  (Animals)   Ae»-Fssl 
and-Month  Disease— Outbreak  at  DukiaflcU, 
272 

India—Salt  Duty,  400 

Eloho,  Lord,  Saddingtomkire 

Crown  Lands— The  Sugsden  Crown  Estats, 

1868,  1872,  1873 
Land  Law  (IreUnd),  Gomm.  tH.  1, 1011, 1011, 
1914 

Elementary  Education  Proriiloaal  (kte 
Confirmation  (Claj  Lane)  Bill  [■•>-] 

( Th€  Lord  Fmiiimt) 

2.  Read2>*ifa|f  12  (Ile.ll) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  20 

Reail  3*  *Afay  23 
c.  Readl*  •ifny  20  [BiU  Ul] 

Read2«*  Jlfay31 

Elementary  Edncation  ProTiaioaal  (Mff 
Confirmation  (London)  BiU  [i-l] 

{Th$  Lord  I'irmdimt) 
2.  Bead2»*lfay  12  (Ne.18) 

EixENBORonoH,  Lord 

Army  Organisation — Militia  and  Lias  Batts- 
lions,  1771, 1772 

Elliot,  Hon.  A.  B.  D.,  Boxhwryk 

Free  Education  (Scotland),  2K.  703 
Representation  of  the  Peo^e  (BIsetiM  ^ 
tems).  Res.  1029 

Endowed  Sehoole  Aete^Tke  Eidme  7M 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold ;   Aaswir,  ICr. 
MundelU  May  23, 1080 

England  and  Wake^L^ebuiou  of  Mm' 
mouththire 
Question,  Mr.  Ilnssey  Vifian :  Aaswrr.  TW 
Attorney  General  May  19, 796 

Erne  Longh  and  Birer  Bill 

{Mr.  John  Solms,  Lord  Frfdene}:  Cnrni^) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  ifay  18  [BUI  17IJ 

Read  2«*,  and  rafcrrml  te  a  Seliet  Cswit»« 
Jum% 
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EamnioTOV,  Mr.  Q.,  L&nfffard  Co.  ]  Fihioav,  Mr.  J.  L.,  JOmit 

I.  el  18,  '      PeaM    PreterTation    (Ireland) 


Alkali,  ^.  Works  Regnlaiion,  Oomm. 

Aroendt.  1419 
Army  Organiiatioo— TtrritorUl  Titlea  of  Rafi- 

nanlt,  603 
Island  of  La  R^anloo — Coolias,  808 
Land  Law  (Inland),  9R.  58 

EwABT,  Mr.  W.,  B$lfa9i 

Intoxieattng  Liquors  on   Saturday   (IreUnd), 

Rm.  1020 
Peace  Preserration  (Ireland)  Aet,  1881— Pro- 

olaroation  of  Belfast,  795 

Ewuro,  Mr.  A.  0.,  Dumbarton 

RemoTsl  Terms  (Scotland),  3a.  1375 


Bxiraoriinary  Tithe 

Select  Conmittce  nominated ;  List  of  the  Com- 
mittee IfAy  13,  875 

Fawobtt»  Bight  Hon.  H.  (Postmaster 
Oeneral),  HMoknoy 
Peat  Office— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Collection  of  AtMSMd  Taxes,  1053 
Oommonication  with  the  North  of  Scotland, 

14 
Ireland — Delirerj  of  Letters  at  Bonnybeg, 

Co.  Limerick,  403 
Kidderminster  Post  Cfflce,  1307 
Mails  in   Arfyllshire    and    the    North  of 

Scotland,  1059,  1339 
Memorial  of  Metropolitan  Letter-Carriers, 

1543 
Parcel  Poet — Collection  of  Accounts,  1653 
Postsge  of  Newspapers  Abroad,  30 
Postal  Orders.  1877 
Pnrebase  of  Christ's  Uospital  SiU,  1381, 

1333 
Sarinp  Bank  Act,  1880,  809 
Safinfs    Bank  Department— Employment 

of  Deaf  and  Dumb  Persons,  39 ; — Pro- 
motions, 39 
Senrice  of  Writs— ^Letter-Carriers,  793 
Telegraph  Clerks,  405. 1055. 1075  ;— I^egal 

Status— Opinion  of  the  Attorney  General, 

1313 
Telegraphs  in  Rural  Districts,  1877, 1878 

Fat,  Mr.  0.  J.,  Caran  Co. 
Royal  Irish  ConstabuUrj— Snb-Inspeetors,  171 

FsTXBSHAM,  Earl  of 

Army  Organisation— Militia  and  Una  Batta- 
lions, 1773 

Ireland,  State  of— Intimidation  and  Outrages, 
895 


FiOLxxs,  Sir  W.  H.  B.,  Z^n  E$gi9 

Fiahing  Vessels  Lights,  Report  of  Sdeci  Com* 
mittee,  Res.  1838 


FuTDLATSR,  Mr.  W.,  Momagkam 
Cowl  of  Baaknipto/  (IroUadX  1801 


Act,    1881— 
Arrests  of  Rev.  Father  Sheehy  and  Others, 
991 
Tunis — International  Engagements,  953 

FiBTH,  Mr.  J.  F.  B.,  ChiU$a 

City  of  London  (Income  and  Expenditure}— 
The  Chamberlain's  Estimate,  1639 

Fish.  Supply  of  (Metropolis) — Billingsgate, 
945 

Natural  History  Museum,  South  Kensington, 
1303 

Railways— Metropolitan  District  Railway  Com- 
pany, 371 

Fiiheriei  —  £ast   Coa$t  FUherieM  —  Th$ 
North  Ssa  —  Outrag$9   on   Brituh 
FUhormsn 
Question,  Mr.  Birkbeck ;  Answer,  Sir  Charies 
W.  Dilkc  May  33,  1051 

FUhing  VmoW  LighU— Report  of  the 
Seleet  Committee 
MoTed,  *'  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it 
is  expedient  that  the  recommendations  of 
the  Select  Committee  of  last  Session  on 
Fishing  Vessels'  Lights  be  carried  out  In 
accordance  with  the  Report  of  the  Commit- 
tee, M>  far  as  it  aifi^ts  trawlers'  lights  "  {Mr. 
Birkbeek)  Mity  31,  1830:  after  short  de- 
bate. Motion  withdrawn 


FrrzKAURiOB,  Lord  E.,  Calne 

Bulgaria  (Political  Affairs)— ^Proclamation  of 

Prince  Alexander,  369 
Land   Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  ^.  1,  Amendt, 

1464.  1530.  1531,  1704,  1810,  1911,  1913, 

1951 
PariiamcDt— PrifUege  (Mr.  P.  Egan),  1683, 

1687 


FiTZPATRicx,  Hon.  B.  £.,  Portmrlington 

Army  Orgariisation— New  Warrant,  18 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  3R.  609;  Comm.  «/.  1, 

Amendt.  1815 
Protection  of  Person  snd  Property  (Ireland) 

Act,  1881— Arrest  of  James  talor,  409 

Flbtoheb,  Sir  H.,  Eorekam 
Arm/  Estimates— ProTisioos,  4c.  1558»  1571 

Flotsb,  Mr.  J.,  Dorsetshire 
Lunacy  Law  Amendment,  3R.  1383 

FoLKSSToms,  Yisoount,   Wilts,  8. 
Africa  (South)— The  Transfaal  (Political  Bala- 

tions),  31 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts — Diseased 

Cattle  from  the  United  SUtes.  1886 
Great   NoKh  of   Scotland    Railway,   Coosid. 

1635 
Land  Law  (Ireland).  Comm.  d,  I,  1531 
Law  and  Police— Failure  of  Justice.  1306 
Taait^Suppraasioa  of  Telegrams,  1779 


FOB 


FOB 
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P0B8TBB,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E.  (Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Lreland),  Bradford 

IreUnd — MiscelUneoas  Qaestiont 

Evictions,  409  ;^BaIljrbonTon,  Co.  KeiTj, 
808  ;— Mayo  Co.  1060,  1051  ;^MoDa- 
ghAn  Co.  820 ;— Tipperarj  Co.  1052 

Land  Law,  582,  585 

Law  and  Justice— Illegal  Sentences — Mr. 
Trail,  R.M.,  12 

Lunatic  Asylums  ^-  Limerick  Asylum  — 
Pauper  Lunatics,  547 

Magistracy,  Co.  Antrim — Appointment  of 
Mr.  Black,  043, 044 

Peace  Presenration  Act,  1881  —  Arrests 
of  Rer.  Father  Sheehy  and  Others,  963, 
967,  1210,  1211;— Gun  Licences,  791; 
—  Licences  to  Carry  Arms,  1058  ;  — 
Proclamation  of  Belfast,  796  ;  —  Pro- 
clamation of  King's  Co.  946  ;— Tyrone, 
559 

Poor  Law— Banbridge  Workhouse,  580  ; — 
Election  of  Poor  Law  Guardians  at  Bel- 
fast, 1061 

Prisons  ~  GoTemor  of  Limerick  Prison, 
680,  1057,  1058  ;--Spike  Island  Prison, 
947 

Protection  of  Person   and   Property   Act, 

1881— Arrest  of Clarke  at  Mullin- 

gar,  680  ;— Arrests  under  the  Act,  1208  ; 
— James  La  lor.  Arrest  of,  410,  411; — 
Mr.  Dillon.  23,  21,  183,  101,963.  1078, 
1079 ;  —  Newspapers  for  Political  Pri- 
soners. 681  ; — Proclamation  of  Queen's 
Co.  681  ; — 'I  reatment  of  Prisoners  under 
the  Act  in  Limerick  Gaol,  557 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Alleged  Mis- 
conduct at  Ballinamon,  11;  —  Circular 
of  Inspector  General,  1081,  1082  ;— Sub- 
Inspectors,  171 

Veterinary  Department  —  Veterinary  In- 
spector at  Longford,  1054 

Ireland,  State  of~ Miscellaneous  Questions 
Alleged  Forced  Labour,  174,  175 
Armed  Resistance,  Co.  Limerick,  1211 
Baltin^lass.  Alleged  Outrage  at,  177,  506 
Endowed  Schools  Commissioners — Notices 

of  Ejectment.  795 
Inflammatory    Placards — The    Irish    Con- 
stabulary, 548,  552 
Landlord's  Property  Defenoo  Association, 

678 
Religious  Processions  in  Belfast,  175 
Roscommon  Co.  566 
Skull  Board  of  Guardians,  793 
Slave    Driving    in    Galway,     794.    1204, 
1205 

Ireland — Intoiieating  Liquors    on    Saturday, 

Res.  1016 
Irish   Executive,   Motion  of   Censure,    1231. 

1238,  1246,  1247.  1249,  1250,   1252,  1253, 

1254 

Land  Tax  Commistionert*  Names,  Comm.  1172 

Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland),  2R. 
665 


FoBTESOTTB,  Earl 

Ireland,  Stat*  o^Intimidation  and  Ootnge% 
391 


FowLEB,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Whhfrlm^pUm 

Oostomt  and  InUiid   RevMo*,  Oooub.  <!•  t, 

1114,1117 
France  and  Tania^Tbe  Treaty,  576 
House  of  Commons  ArrangimiDto^Rsport  of 

Committee  of  1868,  610 
Ireland,  Sute  of-— Ill^al  PUeard— ArrMi  at 

MuUingar,  819 
National  Expenditure.  Raa.  710.  714 

FowLSB,  Mr.  B.  N.,  London 

Africa  ( South  )~Basntos,  691 

Transvaal— Protection  of  Nativa  iBhabit- 
anU,  1654 
Alkali.  Ac.  Worka  Regulation— Camaoi  Worta, 

30 
Alkali,  ke.  Works  Regulation.  Comia.  d.  U, 

1421 
Army  Estimates — Provisions,  ito,  158t 
India— Grant  to  General  Sir  Frederick  Robtrta, 
1009 
Railways— Portugneee  Territory,  467 
Infectious    Diseases    Notifleatioo     (iralaad). 

Comm.  1030 
Japan — Introduction  of  Drup  and  Cbemleala, 

948 
Ijind  Law  (Ireland).  Comm.  1404 
Land    Tax    Commissioners'    Names,    Coosi 

1171 
London  City  (Parochial  Charities), 2 R.. 

1297 
Parliamentary  Oath.  912 
Parli.imentary  Onths.  Motion  for  Bill,  114 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Irelaad) 
Act,    1381— Proelamation  of  iha    <^iM«a*a 
Co.  688 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Ravmaa  Depait* 
ments,  1749 
Report.  1761 

Fowler,  Mr.  W.,   Camhriips 

Africa  (South)— Basotos  (Negotiations).  M7 
Alkali.  Ae.  Works  R^ulatioo — CeoMnt  Worka, 

281 
Clerical  Disabilities  Aot  Repeal.  2R.  245 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Coma.  d.  24. 

1348 
Land  Uw  (Ireland).  Comm.  1397  :  cl.  1, 149«. 

1732.  1811,1939 

Drance 

MlSCILLAHtOUS  QlTVSTIOKS 

Tke  New  Commercial  Treaty,  Questioos,  Mr. 
Bourke.  Mr.  Macfarlane,  Mr.  Mao  Iver ; 
Answers,  Sir  Charies  W.  Ditko  Ma^  16,  581  ; 
Question,  Lonl  John  Manners ;  Answer.  Mr. 
Chaml>erUin  Miy  23,  1073 

Negotiatione^  Question,  Lx>rd  John  Manners; 
Answer.  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  May  12,  276; 
Quesiioo,  Mr.  Jacob  Briglit :  Annwer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Jfoy  19,  822  ;  Qoeetioa, 
Mr.  W.  Holms;  Answer.  Mr.  GUdstiNM 
Ifay  20,  961:  Question.  Mr.  Ritchie;  An- 
swer, Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  May  26,  131 1  :— 
CoHsHtuHen  •/  Com%me$iom^  guestion,  Mr. 
Moi.k  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Jloy  23. 
1077 

The  New  French  Oemerei  Testify  Questioas. 
Mr.  Slagg,  Mr.  Bourke;  Answers,  Sir 
Charies  W.  Dilke  May  9.  37  ;  -  XU  Ca6<lm 
Treaiy,  Qoestion,  Mr.  W.  II.  Saitk ;  Aa* 
•war,  Mr.  Ohaabsrlaia  Uo^  \%.  S70 


FBA 
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France  and  T\tnU 

Circttlar  of  the  French  MinifUr  of  Fereign 
AJfairt^  Quettion,  ObterTationt,  Earl  De  La 
wiarr.  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley;  Reply, 
The  Earl  of  Kiroberley  May  13,  390 

Imfoeicn  of  Tunisian  Territory,  Questioo,  Sir 
H.  Dmmmood  Wolff;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  May  10.  177  ;  QaesUoo,  Earl  De 
LaWarr:  Answer,  Earl  GranTille  ifay  12, 
USi—Ths  Barbour  of  Bieerta,  Questioo, 
Mr.  Otway ;  Answer,  Mr.  TreTelyan  Map  0, 
17;  QoeatioDs,  Mr.  Boorke;  Answers,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke,  Mr.  Trerelyan  May  19, 
809 

J%e  Kroukmir  Tribes  (Military  Operations), 
QoestioDS,  Mr.  Otway,  Mr.  Montague  Gaest ; 
Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  May  9,  17 

RiajUs  of  British  Subjects,  Question,  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke  May  23, 1075 

The  French  Protectorate,  Qoestioo,  Mr.  Mao 
Ivor ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  May  19, 
798 

Tfttf  Treaty  with  the  Bey,  Qaestion,  Earl  De 
LaWarr;  Answer,  Earl  Granfiile  May  l^, 
512;  Question,  Mr.  Montague  Guest ;  An- 
swer. Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke,  508;  Moved, 
'*That  this  House  do  now  adjourn"  (Jfr. 
Montague  Ouest) ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn;  Questions,  Mr.  Montague  Guest, 
Mr.  Otway ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke, 
578  ;  Questions,  Mr.  M'Coan,  The  Earl  of 
Bective,  Sir  H.  Drommond  Wolff,  Mr. 
Ritehie;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  DUke 
Mayll,  081 

The  TuMsh  Fleet,  Questions,  Sir  H.  Dmm* 
mond  Wolff,  Mr.  Otway,  Mr.  Montague 
Guest ;  A  nswers.  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  May  9, 
84;  Qoeetioo,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  May  12,  273 
[See  title  Tunis] 

Free  Education  (Sootlaad)  Bill 

{Dr.  Cmnerom^  Mr,  Baxter,  Mr,  Dumemn  McLaren, 
Mr.  Ernest  Noel,  Mr.  Diek-PetUUe,  Mr.  An^ 
derson,  Mr.  Henderson^  Mr.  Fraser»Maekin» 
toeh) 

«. Moved,  ''That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2*" 
May\%,  717 
Ameodt.  to  leave  out  ^  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months"  {Colonel  Borne)', 
Question  proposed.  **  That  *now,'  4e. ;" 
after  long  debate,  Questioo  put,  and  nega- 
tived; words  added;  main  Question,  as 
amended,  put,  and  agreed  to ;  2R.  put  off 
lor  six  months  [Bill  0] 

Frethw&ter  Fiihariot  Act  (1878)  iLmend- 
mantBill 

{Mr.  Stuart'Wortley,  Mr.  Dodde) 
e.  Orderwl ;  read  !••  May  25  [BiU  177] 

FogitiTa  Offenders  Bill  [bj-] 

{The  lord  Chancellor) 

I.  Presented ;  read  !•  May  U,  1052    (No.  91) 
IUad2»*ifayaO 

YOL.00LXL    fiHDtD  mna.! 


Galloway,  Earl  of 

Army  Orgmniiation— Militia  and  Line  Batta- 
lions, 1770 
The  New  Uniforms,  935 
Army    Organisation  —  Territorial    Titles    of 
Regiments,  Motion  for  an  Address,  618, 530, 
548 

Galway,  Yifloounty  Nottingham,  N. 
Ireland,    State    of— Armed    Resistance,    Co^ 
Limerick,  1211 

Oame  AH — Dealing  in  Oame 
Question,  Mr.  P.   A.   Taylor;    Answer,    Sir 
William  Haroourt  May  24, 1202 

Gabitieb,  Mr.  J.  OABPsmixB-,  Devon,  8. 

Great  North  of  Scotland    Railway,   Consid. 
1634 

Oas  ProTieional  Orders  Bill 

{Mr.  AehUy,  Mr.  Chamberlain) 

c.  Read  2«  •  May  10  [BiU  147] 

Report  *  May  24 

Considered  *  May  25 

Read  3®  *  May  26 
/.  Read  1*  •  {Earl  of  Dalhousie)  May  27  (No.  97) 

Gibson,  Bight  Hon.  E.,  Dublin  Univer* 
eity 

Irish  Fisheries,  1548 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  1,  1499,  1717, 

1735,   1736,   1810;    Amendt.  1816,    1817, 

1942 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 

Act,  1881— Mr.  Dillon,  208 

GiFFABD,  Sir  H.  S.,  Launeeeion 

Criminal  Law — Queen  t.  Bradlaugh  and  An* 

other—**  Fruiu  of  Philosophy."  32 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  1,  1889 

Gill,  Mr.  H.  J.,   Weetmeath 

Ireland— Police  Uws-Tbe  Dublin  District, 
1888 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Colonel  HiUier, 
the  Inspector  General,  1647 

GiYAK,  Mr.  J.,  Monaghan 

Ireland — The  Magistracy— Oo.  Antrim — Ap- 
pointment of  Mr.  Black,  948 

Und  Uw  (IreUnd),  Comm.  d.  1,  1900,  1913, 
1953 

Peace  Presenration  (Ireland)  Act,  1881— Ar- 
rests of  Rev.  Father  Sheeby  and  Others, 
995 

Pouto  Crop  Committee,  1880  (IrelandX  Ret. 
1852 

Gladstoitb,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E.  (First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer),  Mdinhwgh" 

shire 
Africa  ($outh)-Swasi  Und.  1777, 1778 

The  Transraal  (Negotiations)  —  British 
Garrisons,  22,  281  ;~Politieal  Relations, 
31,82 

'    8  U  [font. 
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Glaoitoics,  Right  Hon.  W.  EU--«pnl. 
Oolonial  GoTMmori,  Appoiatineat  of,  83 
Crown  lAndt— The  Stagtden  Crown  EsUte, 

958,  960,  1868,  1871 
Currency — Monetary  Conference  at  Paris— Bi- 
Hetaniim,  171 

Customs  and  Inland  RcTcnue,  Corom.  1094, 
1112;  Motion  for  A<HourniBent.  1113; 
C/.2,  1113;  0^3,  1118.1120.  1123,  1126; 
el  4,<ft-;  cl.  7.  Amendt.  1127.  1128,  1129; 
el  8,  1132,  1 133  ;  el  9.  1137.  11S9  ;  el  10, 
1141 ;  el  13,  1142.  1H3:  cl  14,  Amendt. 
t&.;  «/.  13,  1149.  1151,  1152,  1154.  1155; 
el.  16,  1156.  1158,  1159,  1160;  Amendt. 
1161,  1162;  d.  19,  t».;  d,  20,  1164.  1167, 
1170,  1836.  1338.  1344,  1346;  e/.  24,  1348; 
el  26, 1351 :  cl  28,  ib.  1352;  el  29,  1355  ; 
e^  81,  Amendt.  1360  ;  cl.  33.  Amendt.  1361  ; 
d.  84,  Amendt.  1362  ;  el.  35,  Amendt.  1363  ; 
el  86,  Amendt.  t5.  ;  add,  el.  1369  ;  Consid. 
el  9,  Amendt.  1462, 1463, 1464 

Cyprus — Island  of  Pamagousta — Purchaae  of 
the  Island,  1212,  1218 

Heath  of  the  Right  lion.  W.  Patrick  Adam, 
1218 

Earl  of  Beaconsfleld,  K.O.,  the  late— Inscrip- 
tion on  Proposed  Monument,  29 ;  Comm. 
38,58 

France— New  Commercial  Treaty  (Negotia- 
tions), 961 

France  and  Tunis^The  Treaty,  572 

International  Law — Torpedoes,  819 

Ireland — ^Miscelianeoos  (Questions 

Constaholary — Circular  of  the  Inspector 
General,  1081,  1536 

Educatiott-^Degreea  by  Theological  Col- 
leges, 1661 

ETictions,  4c.  1828, 1384 

Landlord  and  Tenant — Conditions  of  Te- 
nure, 1666,  1865 

Peace  PreserTatioa  Act,  1881-^Arrests  of 
RsT.  Father  Sheehy  and  Others,  974 

Poor  Law  Bill— Distress  for  Rent,  1073 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act, 
1881— Mr.  Dillon,  186,  274,  815, 1784, 
1887 

Tobacco  Cultivation,  1657 

Ireland,  State  of— Land  League,  1882,  1888, 
1884. 1885 

Irish  Executive,  Motion  of  Censure,  1261, 
1459 

Land  Law  (Iralaiid),  86  ;— Urfeacy,  286, 287, 
1667 

Land  Uw  (Irdand),  2R.  114,  585,  845,  860, 
885  ;  Comm.  1899 ;  el  1,  Motion  for  re- 
poHing  Progress,  1406,  1408,  1409,  1412, 
1472,1487,1488,  1496,  1502,  1514,  1521, 
1522,  1713,  1716.  1731,  1734.  1785.  1786, 
1801,  1808,  1813,  1814,  1816,  1819,  1825, 
1890,  1897,  1908,  1984,  1987,  1940,  1944, 
1949,  1952,  1957,  1964 

Minister  of  Agrieoltnre  and  Commaroa,  Raa. 
449, 472 

National  Debt— Interest  on  Coniola,  1909 

Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Business  of  the  flouse,  86,  277,  281,  588, 

824.  1212 
Derby  Day.  1885 
Privilege  (Mr.  P.  Egan),  1675, 1692 


GLADSTomi,  Right  Hon.  W. 

Public  Business,  Arrangtmanft  •(  88,  M, 

822.  1460,  1885 
Standing  Orders  of  the  House,  1060 
Whitsuntide  Recess,  826 
ParliamenUry  Oath,  940 
Parliamentary  Oaths  (Mr.   BrmdUugb),  ItO, 

282.  419,  423,  820 
Parlinroentary   Oatha  (Motion  for  BiO),  IM, 

130 
Public  Services— Vote  on  Account,  1882 
Religious  Dis.ibilities.  275 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 

menU.  1740, 1741,  1742,  1745,  1749 
Wayaand  Means— Drawback  on  Malt  Duty, 
824. 1782 
Inland  Revenue— Beer  and  Spirit  lioanasi 
on  Railways.  812,  1083 
Westminster  School  and  Christ  Chnrcli  Col- 
lege. Oxford.  960 

GoLDKET,  Sir  G.,  Ch^ptnkam 

Clerical  DisabUities  Act  Repeal,  2R.  280, 244, 
248 


GoBDON,  General  Hon.  Sir  A.  H.,  Aher^ 
d$€n$hirs,  £, 

Africa  (South)— Tho  Tranavnal  —  Bf«nt«Una 
and  the  Boers,  1862 

Agricultural  Uoldiogs  (Warnings  to  Bwaove) 
(Scotland),  2R.  1278 

Army— Infantry  Majors,  1062 

Army  Orgaaisatioo — New  RegulatioM— Com- 
pulsory Retirement,  799,  948 

Army  Bstimatea— Provisions,  Ao.  1552,  1855 

Great  North  of  SootUnd  Railway,  Oonaid. 
1629 

MonuuMni  to  the  late  Karl  of  Biaoooiisld, 
K.G.,  Comm.  57 

GoBST,  Mr.  J.  £.,  Chatham 

A frica (South >— The  Transvaal— If  ative  Tribes, 
821,  1068.  1064, 1654,  1655,  1656 
SUte  of  Aflkirs.  1458 
Alkali,  dtc.  Works  Rmlation,  Comm.  el.  15. 

Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  1420 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue.  Comm.  el  9, 

1115  ;  W.  9,  1187  :  el  29, 1855. 1357 
Land  Uw  (Ireland),  Comm.  1881 ;  d.  1, 1498, 

1516 
Local    ConrU  of  Bankraptey  (ImUnd)^  2R. 

Motion  tor  AdUoumment,  661 
Parlbment^Busioaes  of  tfao  Hooae^  979,  289, 

1885 
ParlUmentary  Oaths  (Mr.  Bradlangb),  985 
Parliamentary  Oatha  (Motion  for  BiB)^  199 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart* 

menta,  1742,  1745 
Ways  and  Means,  Oomm.  509 


GK>xrRLST,  Mr.  B.  T.,  SuniarUmi 

Constitution  of  tho  Board  of  Trade,  1049 

Gbakt,  Mr.  A.,  Imtk^  fc. 

Poet  OOoe^Pamel  Poal^-OoUetlte  ol 
oonnts,  1662 
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Gaahtham,  Mr.  W.,  8mrmf,  E. 

Army  (lDdiii)«B«Dgml  Staff  Oorp*— Cam  of 

O*pteio  Chmttorton,  800,  1830 
Civil  Stnriee—Promotioii,  18S4 
ETiotioDS,  Ao.  (Ireland),  1828 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Cooun.  1391 

Graktillb,  JUtrl  (Secretary  of  State  for 

Foreign  Afiisdrs) 
AlHca  (Soath)*  AonezatioD  of  tbt  TraniTaal — 

Mr.  Qladitooe'a  Latter  to  Mr.  Tomkinton, 

138 
Arm  J  Organisaiion-^MUitia  and  Line  Batta- 

Uont,  1773 
▲nnj  OrganisatioD^TorrHorial  Titles  of  Regi* 

mentii,  Motion  for  an  Address,  030 
Earl  of  BMOonifleld,  K.Q.,  the  late— Address 

to  Her  MMiesty,  1 
Franoe  and  Tunis— Freneh  Infasioo,  953 

Treaty,  312 
ktematlonal  Law— Right  of  Asjlaoi  for  Poll* 

tioal  Offenders,  780 
Law  Relating  to  the  Protection  of   Young 

Girls,  1612 
Railwajs— Admioistration   of  Foreign   Rail- 

w^s,1428 
Russia— Perseeatloo  of  the  Jews,  313 
Tonis,  AftUrs  of,  783,  033, 1447 
Turkey  and  Greece— Convention,  1183 

0r$&i  N&rih  ofBcotUmd  Sailwuy  BM  (^ 

«.  Moved,  **  That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now 
eotisideted  *'  May  30, 1614 

Ameodi.  to  leave  cot  from  «*  That,"  and  add 
"pending  the  inqairy  into  Railway  Rates 
and  Chanes  by  the  Srlect  Committee  of  this 
Hoose,  the  Coosideration  of  the  Bill  be 
postponed  "  {Mr.  Jamn  Howard)  v. ;  (^aes- 
Uon  proposed,  **That  the  words,  ^. ;" 
after  debate,  Qaestlon  pot ;  A.  175,  M.  127 ; 
M.  48(D.  L.321) 

Main  Qoestion  pot,  and  agreed  to ;  Bin  consi- 
dered 

Gbboo&t,  Mr.  G.  B.,  Suusx,  B. 

Clerical  Disabilities  Act  Rtpeal,  211.  289 
Customs  and  Inland   Revenue,  Comm.  el.  20, 

1162.  1167:  el,  26,  1330:   d.  3d,  1331  ; 

d.  29,  Amendt.  1334,  1336,  1338,  1339  : 

d.  32,  1361 :  d.  38,  Amendt.  1364  ;  </.  39, 

Ameodti  1363 
Land  Law  (Irebmd).  Comm.  cL  1,  1702,  1703, 

1901 
Newspapers  (Uw  of  Libel),  2R.  223 

GmsT,  Mr.  A.  H.  G.,  NorthumherJtmd^  8. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  1390 

QuovTMXou,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  B.,  Flint- 
thire 
Tbaaee  River  (No.  2),  302 

Ground  Game  Aci^  1880— £#»im4ioii  •/ 
FinsM  llUgaUy  InJIUUd 
Qoestioo,   Mr.    P.   A.  Tsylor;    Answer,  Sir 
William  Hareoort  Map  26, 1327 


GiTSST,  Mr.  M.  J.,  WsrshMm 

France— AMrs  of  Tonis,  1207,  1308 
France  and  Tonis— MiscelUneous  Questions 

Kroohmir  Tribes  (Military  Operations),  18 

Treaty,  Motion  for  Adjoarnment,  368, 378, 
379 

Torfcith  Fleet,  33 
Tunis— Soscrsinty  of  the  Porte,  406 

The  Eoflda  Case,  403 

Hamiltok,  Lord  0.  J.,  Liverpool 
Evictions  (Ireland)— Co.  Monagban,  830 

Hamilton,   Bight  Hon.  Lord  G.  F., 

Middletex 
AsU,  Central— A^hanistan  (Political  Affairs), 

477 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,   1,   Amendt. 

1817,  1820, 1910, 1916,  1936 

Haboovbt,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V. 
(Secretary  of  State  for  the  HonM 
Department),  Derby 

Asia,  Cfentral— Afghanistan  (Political  Afllkirs), 

483,301 
Charcb  of  England — Lower  Ilooseof  Convoca* 

tioo,  1071 
CleHeal  Disabilities  Act  Repeal,  2R.  340 
Coal  Mines  ReguUtion  Aet— Lilly  Dale  Col- 
liery (Staffordshire).  403 
Committees  {(Ascension  Day)—'*  Count-Out  ** 

on  Tuesday,  1263 
Contagioos    Diteases    Acts— Action    of    the 
Police.  400 
The  Magistracy,  1316 
Criminal  Law — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Case  of  Arthur  Page  Bettingham— Convic« 

tioos  for  Betting,  1779 
Case  of  Charles  Frost  and  Edward  Smith, 

172 
Inequality  of  Sentences,  1880 
James  Thompson.  Case  of.  1066 
Rc-puhllcation  of  the  •*  Fniheif ,"  263 
Fish,  iiupply  of  (Metropolis)  —  Billingsgate, 

946 
Game  Act — Dealers  in  Game,  1309 
Great  North    of  Scotland   Railway,  Consid. 

1632 
Ground  Game  Act.  1880 — Remissioii  of  Fines 

Ulegally  Inflicted,  1337 
Land  Uw  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  1,  1410 
Law  and  Justice — Astisps,  401 

Petitions  or  Riitht,  269 
Law  and  rollce— Mitcellaneoos  Questions 
Alleged  Outrage  at  Greenbithe,  1069 
Alleged  Sale  of  a  Wife,  1646 
Elisabeth  Burley.  178 
Failure  of  Jottice,  1306 
Public  Meetings,  1308 
London  City  (Parochial  CbariUes),  2E.  1298 
Lunacy  Law  Amendment.  2H.  1290 
Magistracy    (England)— Contagious    Diseases 

Acts,  1873,  1876 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Explanation),    Res. 

1984,  1V83 
Mines,  Accidettta  in— Report  of  Royal  Com« 

mission,  266 
Mines    ReguUtioo    Act— The    Pen-y-Graig 
Exploaioo,  686 
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Uabooubt,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  6.  V.— <iOffl. 

Parliament — ButineM  of  the  House,  978 
Derby  Day,  1794 
Privilege  (Mr.  P.  Egan),  1682,  1684 

Post  OfBce—Telegraph  Wires  (Metropolis), 
1662 

"Princess  Alice "  Catastrophe— Borial  Ex- 
penses of  Sufferers — ^Tidal  Rivers  Interments 
Bill.  951 

Prisons  (England)  Act — First-Class  Misde- 
meanants, §68 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  ( Ireland) 
Act,  1881— Mr.  Dillon.  206 

Representation  of  the  People  (Election  Sys- 
tems), Res.  1534 

Royal  Agrioaltaral  Commission— Report  and 
Evidence,  1881 

Solway  Fisheries— Geo.  IV.  c.  46,  s.  9 — Re- 
port of  the  Commissioners,  819 
•     Vaccination  Act— Sees.  29.  81.  677,  1776  ;— 
The  Magistracy,  1066 

Wild  Birds  Protection  Act,  1880— Sale  of 
Birds,  16 

HABDiNaE,  Yisoonnt 

Army  Organisation— The  New  Uniforms,  934 

HARTiNaTON,  Bight  Hon.  Marquess  of 
(Secretary  of  State  for  India),  Zan- 
€a$hir0t  N,E. 
Agricultural  Department  (India),  1060 
Army — Grants  for  Militaiy  Senriees,  1780 
Asia,  Central— AfghanUUn  (Political  Affiiirs), 
483 
CapUin  Sutler's  Mission,  646 
Currency — Monetary  Conference  at    Paris — 

Bi-MeUlIism,  955 
IndU— Afghanistan— Civil  War,  1783 

Eracuation  of  Pisbin — Alleged  Settlement 
of  the  Difficulty  with  the  Bheels,  1666, 
1781 
India— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Army— Bengal  Staff  Corps— Case  of  Cap- 
Uin Cbatterton,  801, 1331 
Gold  Mining  Companies,  600 
Grant  to  General  Sir  Frederick  Roberts, 

1066.  1069. 1070,  1318,  1651,  1659 
Indian  Criminal  Code.  18>9 
Protestant  Missionaries,  1663 
Purchase  of  Stores,  679 
Railways  —  Portuguese  Territory — Treaty 

of  Lisbon,  26,  408 
Salt  Duty,  401 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  3R.  910;  Comm.  e2.  1, 

1517 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Res.  704 
Supply — Civil  Serrioes  and  Rerenue  Depari- 
menU,  1753, 1758 

Hat,  Admiral  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  0.  D., 
Wigtown,  Sfc, 
Islands  of  the  South  Paciflo— Murder  of  British 

Subjects,  175,  790 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  9R.  340 
Solway  Fisheries— Geo.  IV.  c  45,  ••  9— Report 
of  Commissioners,  819 

HsALT,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Wexford 
Alliali,  ^.  Worics  Regulation,  Comm.  el,  9, 
1414;  el.  13,  1419;  d.   15,  1483  ;  d.  90, 
1068,  1071 


Hbalt,  Mr.  T.  M.- 

Army  Estimattt— Provisions,  Ae.  1656, 167«, 

1564 
Customs  and  Inland  Refenne,  Cobud.  cL  ti, 

1168 
Customs   Department—  Redundant    OflBecra, 

1209 
Fishing    Vessels'    Lights,  Report    of    Sele«i 

Committee,  Res.  1839 

Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Census— Misapplication  of  EnuBeraftioa 
Papers,  1648, 1650 

Land  Law  and  the  Landed  Estates  Ceort — 
Conditions  in  Conveyances  of  Land  nodar 
Sale,  1864 

Landlord  and  Tenant— Oondltioo  of  Team. 
1665 

Law  and  Justice — Illegal  Sentenees-^lCr. 
Traill.  RM..  11 

Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881  —  Arms 
Lioenoes,  867,  868 ;— ArresU  of  Rer. 
Father  Sheeby  and  Others,  988,  99dp 
1811 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act, 
1881  —  Arrests  of  Boys,  1865  :  —  Ar- 
rest of  James  Lalor,  418;— Kilmaia- 
ham  Gaol — Stoppage  of  Letters,  1775  ; — 
Mr.  Dillon,  83,  84,  805  ;— Newtpipen 
for  Political  Prisoners.  681  :^Politieal 
Prisoners,  1806.  1648; — Prodamaiiim 
of  the  Queen's  County,  689  ;— Treatmewl 
of  Prisoners  under  tlie  Act  in  LiBeriek 
Gaol,  557 
Ireland,  State  of— Miseellaneous  Qoeetiooe 

Inflammatory  Placards — The  Irish  Co»> 
stabulary,  547  ;  Motion  for  AdjoumiDest* 
548,550 

Land  League.  1885 

Landlords'  Property  Defence  Aseoeiatiea, 
678 

Movement  of  Troops  and  Artillery,  968 

Skull  Board  of  Guardians,  798 

Irish    Executive,  Motion  of  Oentve,   18Sd» 

1836, 1837,  1841,  1853 
Land  Law  (Ireland).  8 K.  988;  Oonm.  cT.  I, 

1407,  1468,  1470,  1528,  1583,  1736,  1943» 

1963 
Land    Tax    Commissioners'    Names,    Coaim« 

Motion  for  Adjournment.  1 1 70  ;  Motioa  for 

reporting  Progress.  1171. 1173 
Local  CourU  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland),  8R.  666 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Explanation),  R«(B. 

1985 
Merchant  Shipping,  8R.  134 
Newspapers  (Law  of  Libel),  Conm.  «{.  1,  604  : 

€i,  3,  507,  508 
Parliament- Pririlege  (Mr.   P.  Bgaa),  1666. 
1678,  1679,  1687.  1690,  1691,  1694 
Public  Business.  1460,  1461 
Petty  Sessions  Clerks  (Ireland),  Conm.  eL  9» 

669;  addUd.iai 

Post  Ofilce— Service  of  Write— Letter  Carriers, 

793 
Prisons  (England)    Act— First.C lass  Miadc- 

meanants,  868 

Supply— Ciril  Services  and  Reveone  Depart- 
ments, 1750,  1751, 1757 

Suspension  of  Evictions  (Ireland),  Moiioa  for 
Leave,  1984 

Trade  Combinatioos  (Food,  Ao.)»  475 
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HEfTBAGB,  Mr.  E.,  Or$ai  Grttrnhp 

A.nnj— Miliury  Comroaodi,  1878 

Castoms  and  InUod  Reyenne,  Comm.  1100; 

«<.  13.1149;  el  15,1147,1163 
Und  Uw  (IreUndi,  Comm.  d,  I,  180J,  1810 
Law  of  Libel— Boflton  Election,  271 

HxvBT,  Mr.  Mitchell,  Oalway  Co. 

IrvUnd— Eviotiont,  4e.  1834 

Proteeiion  of  Pertoo  and  Property   Aet, 
1881— Arreat  of  Jamea  Lalor,  418;— 
Arreat  of  Mr.  Dillon,  817 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  9R.  843,  847 ;  Comm. 

af.  1, 1401,  1815 
Parii>iment— PrifUege  (Mr.  P.  Egan),  1687, 

1888  ;  Amendt.  1870, 1880,  1887, 1888 
Pouto  Crop  Committee,  1880  (Ireland),  Ret. 

1853 

HXB80HSLL,  Sir  F.  {9$$  SoLioiTOB  Oxifx- 
BAL,  The) 

HiBBBBT,    Mr.    J.    T.    (Parliamentary 
Secretary  to  the  Ixx^  Ooyemment 

Board),  Oldham 
Alkali,  4c.  Worka  Reg olation,  Comm.  d,  30, 

1970 
(nerioal  DiaabiliUee  Act  Repeal,  3R.  337 

Hicks,  Mr.  £.,  Camhrtdgeshtre 

Cottoma  and  Inland   Revenue,  Comm.  cL  8, 

Amendt.  1118,  1130,  1131  ;  d.  15.  Amendt. 

1144,  1154;  d,  18,  1159;  Amendt.    1180, 

1181  ;  e/.  20. 1341 
Law  and  Joatioe— Asaiiea,  401 
Sopply— Civil  Servioea  and  Revenoe  Depart- 

menta,  1749 

EighwaTS   and   Locomotiyos    (Amend* 
ment)  Act  1878,  BiU 

( Jfr.  AthUsf,  Mr.  Clifbrd) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Jfoy  9  [BtU  155] 

Hnx,  Mr.  A.  8.,  8iaffordihir$,  W. 

Land  Uw  (Ireland).  Comm.  1895, 1397;  d.  1, 

1899  ;  Amende.  1915 
Parliament— New  Sunding  Order,  185 
ParliamenUry  Oath,  939 

Hu  Imp$rUX  Mt^eiiy  ik$  JEmperor  of  AU 

th$  RuMMtM 

Reply  of  Her  Royal  and  Imperial  Bighneas 
the  Dneheaa  of  Edinbar^h  to  the  Meaaage 
of  Cendolenoe  reported  Jtfey  9,  38 

HoLXBR,  Sir  J.,  Ft$$ton 

Land  Uw  (Ireland),  3R.  85 


HoLLONB,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Brighton 

Artitaoa'  and  Labonrera'  DwelUnga  Aot  (1888) 
Amendment  Act,  1879 — Section  18— Poblio 
Health  Act,  1875--SeeUoD  90,  15 

Holms,  Mr.  J.  (Lord  CommiBsioner  of 
the  Treasury),  HackHey 
Und    Tax    CommiMionera'    Namea,    Comm. 
1170 


Holms,  Mr.  W.,  PaUUy 

France— New  Commercial    Treaty    (Negotla^ 
tiona),  981 

HoMS,    Lieutenant-Oolonel    D.  Milne, 
Borwiek-on-Tw^ed 
Army  Re-organiiation— Field  OfBoera'  Allow* 
ancea,  1844, 1845 
New  Warrant,  18 

Hope,  Eight  Hon.  A.  J.  B.  Beresford, 
Camhr%dg$  Univenity 
Clerical  Diaabilitiea  Act  Repeal,  3B.  Amendt. 

383 
Education  (Ireland)— Degreea  bj  Theological 

Collegea,  1860 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugb),  438 

HoPWOOD,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Stockport 

Contngioua  Oiscasea  Acta  —  Action  of  the 
Police,  400 ;— Magiatracy,  1318,  1875 

Uw  and  Police— Eliiabeth  Barley,  178 

Parliamentary  Oath,  938.  939 

Vaecination— Uali&s  FeTcr  UotpiUl,  1841 

Vaccination  Acta— Vaccination  in  Workhonaaa, 
364,385 


Houghton,  Lord 

Keformatory  Edncation,  Rea.  1591 
HowABD,  Mr.  J.,  Bodfordihire 

Crown  Undi— The  Stagaden  EiUte,  Bed- 
fordthire,  958,  959,  1641,  1887.  1869;  Mo- 
tion for  Adjoomment,  1870,  1873,  1873 

Great  North  of  Sootland  Hallway,  Conaid. 
Amendt.  1814 

HuBBABD,  Bight  Hon.  J.  O.,  London 
Cottoma  and  Inland    ReTeaue.  Comm.  d.  30, 

1339 
Pariiamentary  Oath  (Mr.  BradUngh),  438 


Holland,  Sir  H.  T.,  Midhunt 

Africa  (Sooth)— The  Trana?aal— The  Commia- 

aioD,814 
Army  Ettimatea— Provlaions,  Ac.  1583 
Lanacy  Uw  Amendment,  3R.  1385 
Treaty  of  Waahington^ForUoe  Bay  Fithery 

DUpata,  1859 


HuKTLT,  Marquess  of 

Public  Health— ImporUtion  of  American  llama 
and  Botterine,  517 

HuTOHnrsoN,  Mr.  J.  D.,  HmU/oz 

Newtpapera  (Uw  of  Libel),  3R.  318 ;  Comm. 
cf.  1,  504  ;  d.  3.  508,  510 ;  c/.  9,  Amendt. 
1979 ;  add,  d.  1988 
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Illinq-worth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford 

Church  Patronage  (No.  2),  Motion  for  Leare, 

670 
Committees  (Ascension  Day)— >'*  Ooont-Oat " 

on  Taesiiaj,  1268 
Cnstomi  and  Inland  ReTenne,  Comm.  el,  30, 

134^ 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  647 

Imprisonment  for  Debt  Abolition  BiU 

(Mr.  Boat,  Mr,  Anderton,  Sir  Henry  Wolff,  Mr, 

JBroadkurst) 
«.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>•  May  18  [BiU  170] 

JycHiQUur,  Lord 
Ireland,  State  of-^Intimidation  and  Outragva, 
890 

Inclosore    Provisional   Order   (Scotton 
and  Ferry  Common)  Bill 

{The  Earl  of  DalKoutie) 

I,  Read  2»  •  May  16  (No.  64) 

Committee*  May  10 
Report  *  May  20 
Read  d>  •  Miy  23 

Indosnre   Proyisional    Order   (Wibsey 
Slack  and  Low  Moor  Commons)  Bill 

( The  Earl  of  DalhoueU) 

I  Read2»«ifffvlG  (No.  71) 

Committee*  May  10 
Report  *  May  20 
Read  3*  •  if  ay  28 

Indbewiok,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Ry0 

Fishing    Vessels'  Lights— Report   of  Seleet 

Committee,  Res.  1887 
Newspapers  (Law  ot  Libel),  2R.  220  ;  Comm. 

c2.  1,  Amer.dt.  608,  604,  605  ;  d,  8,  608 ; 

Aroendt.609,  610 
Tithe  (Extimordinary  Charge),  22  ;  2R.  1277 

Iia>IA 

MiaOBLLAVBOUt  QUBITIOVi 

AgricuUwral  DiparimetU^  Question,  Mr.  Bax- 
ter t  Answer,  The  Marquesa  of  IlartiogtoB 
May  23,  1060 

Army  "Bengal  Staff  Corpe — Que  of  Captain 
Chatterton,  Qaestions,  Mr.  Orantham ;  An- 
swers, The  Marqnest  of  Uartington  Jtfiiy  19, 
800  ;  May  26,  1830 

Gold  Mining  Cotnpantee,  Question,  Mr.  Onslow ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Uartington 
May  19.  800 

OrarUt  to  General  Sir  Frederick  Roberts  and 
Sir  Donald  Stewart,  Questions,  Mr.  iwibou- 
ehere,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  Mr.  R.  N. 
Fowler,  Mr.  Onslow;  Answers, The  Marqueta 
of  Uartington  May  28,  1066;  Questions^ 
Sir  U.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answers,  The 
Marqnets  of  Hartiofton  Maty  26,  1818; 
MiiySO,  1651 

PreteetautMimonariet,  Qnesttoo.Mr.  Whitley ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  ot  Hartlngton  ifoy 30, 
1668 


IliPfA     flUX. 

Pwrehate  of  SUr$$,  %D«stlo«,  Ifr.  W.  H. 
Smith;  Answer,  The  Marquess  «f  Hart- 
ington  May  17,679 

Railways — Portwnteee  Territory — Tre^  of 
Lisbon,  Question,  Sir  George  CampSrU  : 
Answer,  The  Marquesa  of  llarilnftoa  May  t« 
26;  QueaUou,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler;  Ammm, 
The  Marqoeaa  of  Qartiogtou  May  It.  407 

The  Bheel  Tribes,  QueeUon,  Colooel  Makiaa  ; 
Anewer,The  Marqnets  of  Hsrcloftoa  Jtfqr  il » 
1780 

The  Indian  Criminal  Cods,  Qveotm,  Mr. 
O'Donnell ;  Answer,  T^  MatquMt  of  U«ri- 
ington  J»tne  2,  1868 

TTio  Salt  IhOy,  Qusation.  Mr.  Watii^iB 
Kgerton  ;  Answer.  The  Marquuaa  «f  Uart- 
ington May  13,  400 


Industrial    and    Baftormatorj  Behodk 
(Ireland)  (Loans)  Bill 

{Colonel  Colthurst,  Mr.  Martin,  Mr.  iTBhsmyh. 
nsssy,  Mr,  Show) 

«. Ordered;  read  l**i£^  16  [BUI  IH] 


Infections  Diseases  Notification  (Irdaad) 

Bill  (ifr.  Edmond  Qrmy,  Mr.  Breaks^ 

Mr,  Dawson)  [Bai  if] 

0.  Order  for  Committee  read ;  Mored,"  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leaTO  the  Chair  "  May  90, 
1029 ;  after  short  debat* 

[Hovae  ooooUd  eiA] 


Inland  Serenne  Buildings  BiU 

{The  Lord  SmdsUy) 

/.'Read2>*  Jfoy  10  (Ki 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  12 
Read  3**  May  13 


W 


Intemaiiondi  Lmo 
Right  if  Asylum /or  Political  Cfendero^  Qmo- 

tion,  Obeervations,  Lord  lAmiagtoa ;  R^flft 

Eari  Granville  Jf<^  10,  786 
Torpedoes,  Question,  Mr.  T.  C.  Tboaftoa; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  10, 810 

Inioxiealing  Liquors  om  Sahtrdmy  {Irolmsj) 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  SO,  Tb 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  *'  in  view  of 
the  many  and  serious  evils  arisinf  frpm 
drunkenness  on  Saturday  nights  in  Ireland, 
and  having  regard  to  tba  evidence  gives 
before  the  Select  Committees  of  1868  and 
1877,  and  the  reeommt^datlon  of  tke  IaHs 
Report  on  Intemperance  of  1878,  thia  IJoaae 
is  of  opinion  that  the  hoara  during  wWieli 
intoxicating  Liqoers  nay  be  sold  on  8atar> 
days  in  the  large  eitles  and  towns  barinf  a 
population  exceeding  10,000  should  be  omI^ 
rUlly  and  Immediately  shortened**  {Mr. 
Meldem)  e. ;  Question  proposed,  •■  Thai  tbe 
words,  Ac.;"  af^  drbate,  Qaestioo  pet; 
A.  40,  N.  83 :  M.  16  (D.  L.  907) 
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ISE 


Ibxlahd 

MnonxAinoot  QirBtnoxi 

Affrarian  Crinui^  Tke  Retumi,  QuetiioD, 
Mr.  W.  J.  Corb«t :  Antwer,  The  AUwmj 
General  for  Ireland  Ma^  81,  1770 

C4m$tt$^Mii9appluati<mtfKmtmeraiioH  Pt^peri, 
Quettiont,  Mr.  Healjr,  Mr.  Callan  ;  Anawers, 
The  Attomaj  General  for  Ireland  May  80, 
1648 

Cmipiraqrand  ProUdum  of  Property  (hfland) 
Ad.  1875— P.  Ji'Mamu,  QueaUon,  Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Atiorae/  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  June  3, 1887 

CauH  of  Bankr^tt4qf, (^Qftion^Mr.  Findlater  ; 
Antwrr,  The  AUomey  General  for  Ireland 
Jtme  3»  1881 

EUaions,  ISSO^PoUee  £gpen$e$  at  London- 
dtrry,  Qoettlon,  Mr.  I^wlt ;  Answer,  The 
Aitomf>y  General  for  Ireland  June  3,  1888 

Inkutd  Noviyation  and Drainaye^The  Upper 
Jkum,  Question,  Mr.  Richardson  ;  Answer, 
Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  May  17,  878 

irtfA  Fi$herie$,  Obsenrations,  l^ord  Randolph 
Chorehill ;  Reply,  Lord  Frederick  Carendish; 
short  debate  tliereon  May  37, 1838 

Landlord  and  Tenant— Conditiont  of  Tenure^ 
Qeestion,  Mr.  Heal/ ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
May  SO,  1868 

Licensiny  Law—PuUieoM*  Certt/eata,  Qacs- 
tion,  Mr.  Bigsar;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish  Say  3d,  1332 ;— Antrim  Li- 
centing  Sessions,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
ifoySO,  1680 

Luttaiie  Asylums— Limerick  Asylum — Pauper 
Lunatics,  Question,  Mr.  O'^Sbaughnetsy ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  18,  847 

Municipal  Boundaries  Commissioners  —  The 
Report,  Question,  Mr.  Leamy  ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Jnne  3,  1864 

Piliee  Laws—  The  Dublin  District,  Question, 
Mr.  Gill ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  June  2, 1888 

Post  Ofice— Delivery  of  LetUrs  at  Bonnybeg, 
Co,  Limerick,  Question,  Mnjor  O'Bcirno ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Fawceit  May  13,  402 

Belief  of  Distress  Act— Loans  to  Railways, 
Question,  Mr.  P.  Martin ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  (>er>oral  for  Ireland  May  30,  1688 

Tobacco  Cullivation,  Question,  Sir  Kardley 
Wilmol  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  80, 
1888 

Valuation  of  Rateable  Property  —  OriJUk*$ 
VatMotion,  Observations,  The  Duke  of  St. 
Albans,  The  Earl  of  Belmore,  The  Marquesa 
of  Lansdowne,  Lord  Waveney,  Lord  Oran- 
more  and  Browne ;  Reply,  Lord  Carliogford 
May%7,  1429 

Valuation  Lists,  Question,  Mr.  Leamy ;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
June  3,  1868 

Veterinary  Department—Veterinary  Jnspeetor 
at  Longford,  Question.  Mr.  Litton  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  38,  1063 

JieiioncU  ISducation 
Teaehere  of  Model  Schools,  Question,  Mr. 
Justin  M'Carthy  ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish  May  13,  388 
Degrees  by  Theolegical  Colleges,  Qaeatlon,  Mr. 
bereaford  Uopes  Answer,  Mr.  Gladatone 
Msty  80, 1880 

[pent. 


Ibila«]>— «oiil. 
Pipor  Law 
Bcmbridge  Workhouse,  Qnestioo,  Mr.  A.  M. 

Sullivan ;    Answer,    Mr.    W.     E.    Fofiter 

May  16,  880 
Eieoiion  of  Poor  Law  Omtrdiams  at  B£faet, 

Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster  ifajT  33,  1080;  QoeelioD,  Mr.  Big« 

gar;    Answer,  The  Attorney    General  for 

Ireland  May  36, 1318 

Law  and  Juitiee 
Alleged  Blegal  Sentences— Mr,  TVatW,  RM., 

Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E 

Forster  May  9,  1 1 
County    Court   Jurisdiction,    Questions,    Mr. 

Biggar;    Answers,   The    Attorney  General 

for  Ireland  May  16,  863 
Hig/i  Court  of  Chancery— Case  of  "  Kavanagk 

Minors,*'  Question,  Mr.  Redmond  ;  Answer, 

The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  May  18, 

858 

Criminal  Law 
Committals  to  County  Limerick  Oaol,  Question, 
Mr.  Synan  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  May  30, 1843 

The  Magistracy 

Co,  Antrim- Appointment  of  Mr,  Black,  Quee- 
tiona,  Mr.  Lewis,  Mr.  Given,  Mr.  Biggar ; 
Answers.  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster:  Question, Bir. 
Callan  [no  reply]  May  20,  043 
Stipendiary  Magistrates,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
May  36,  1310  ;  Question,  Mr.  Meldon  ;  An- 
swer.  The  Attorney  Gcnoral  for  Ireland 
May  30,  1638 

Prisons 
Kilmainhatt^    Prison,    Question,    Mr.   T.    P. 

O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland  June  3,  1883 
Spike  island  Prison,  Qoestlon,  Sir  R.  Asshe- 

ton   Cross;    Answer,   Mr.    W.  E.  Forster 

May  30. 047 
The  Governor  of  Limerick  Oaol,  Qoestioni* 

Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor ; 

Answers,  Mr.  W.  B.  Foreter  May  17,  880 ; 

Questions.  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor;  Answers. 

Mr.  yt.  £.  Forster  Miy  33,  1088 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary 

AUeged  Misconduet  at  Bcdlinamon,  Qoeetion. 
Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
May  0.  10 

The  Cot^dmiirti  Circular  to  County  Inspectors. 
Qoestione.  Mr.  Callan,  Mr.  Harnell,  Mr. 
M*Coan,  Sir  Stafford  Nortbcote  ;  Answers 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  38» 
1080:  Observations.  Mr.  Callan,  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor ;  Reply,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  37, 
\bS5i— Colonel  EiUier,  the  Inspector  Oene- 
rat,  Qoeetions,  Mr.  Gill.  Mr.  Tottenham : 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
May  30. 1847 

Sub^Inspeelers^  Pay.  f«..  Question.  Mr. 
Fay ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Jfoy  10, 
171 


loom. 
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State  of  Ireland 
Evtclione,  frc 

Question,  Mr.  Daly ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  May  13,  408  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Daw. 
son,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr,  Grantham; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  26,  1328 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan,  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  GiNdstone,  1333 

Eviction  at  Baflybunytm,  Co.  Kerry,  Questions, 
Mr.  Daly,  Mr.  Urodriuk  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W. 
E.  ForstcT  May  19.  807 

Co,  Mayo,  Questions,  Mr.  Parnell;  Answers, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  23,  1050  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Parnell ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  May  30,  1637 

Co.  Monaghan,  Question,  l^rd  Claud  Hannil- 
ton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  K  Forster •tAfav  19, 
820 

Co.  Tipperary,  Questions,  Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  23. 1051 

The  Endowed  Schools  Commiitioners — Noiicee 
of  EjectmetUf  Questions,  Mr.  Litton,  Lord 
Randolph  Churchill ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  £. 
Forster  May  19,  794 

Religious  Processions  in  Belfast,  Question, 
Mr.  Burt ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
May  10,  J  75 

AUeped  Outrage  at  Baltinglass,  Questions,  Mr. 
M'Coan  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
May  10,  177 ;  May  16.  566 

Allege^  Outrage  by  Soldiers  in  Dublin,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  U'Kelly;  Answer,  Mr.  Gbilders 
May  26,  1309 

Intimidation  and  Outrages,  Question,  Obser^ 
Tations,  Viscount  Midleton ;  Reply,  Bar! 
Spencer ;  short  debate  thereon  May  18,  376 

In/lammatory  Placards — The  Jrish  Constabu- 
lory,  Questions,  Mr.  Uealy.  Mr.  O'Donnell, 
Mr.  Alderman  W.  Lawrence ;  Answers, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  Mr.  Speaker  May  16, 
547  ; — Arrest  at  MuUingar,  Questions,  Mr. 
T.  D.  Sullivan,  Mr.  Parnell.  Mr.  A.  M. 
Sullivan.  Mr.  II.  H.  Fowler;  Answers, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  May  19, 
817 

County  of  Roscommon,  Question,  Mr.  0' Kelly  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster  May  16, 566 

Landlords*  Property  Dejenee  Association, 
Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  May  17,  678 

Skull  Board  of  Guardians,  Question,  Mr. 
Healy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  19, 
792 

Alleged  Forced  Labour,  Questions,  Mr.  Burt, 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  J/ay  10,  174  ;^'*  Slave  Driving  in 
Oalway,'*  Question,  Mr.  Burt ;  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  May  19,  794 ;  Question.  Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
May  24,  1204 

*' Boycotting;*  Co.  Anirim^Mr.  Noble,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Lewis;  Answer,  The  Attomsiy 
General  for  Ireland  May  20,  942 

Sherif  Sales  in  Keny,  Question,  The  O'Dono- 
ghue;  Answer.  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  May  20,  915 


Ibilahd,  Stata  ot-^eont. 

Movement  of  Troops  and  AftHlery,  QoestioB. 

Mr.  Healy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Maw  20, 

962 
Armed  Resistance  in  the  County  ^  lAmmitk 

{Quinlan*s   Castle),  Question.    Mr.    T.    D. 

Sullivan  [no  reply]  if<^  23. 1083:  Q»e«tlo«, 

Viscount    Galway ;    Answer,    Mr.    W.    B. 

Forster  May  24.  1211  :  Qu^stkHi.  Mr.  T.  P. 

O'Connor;  Answer,  Mr.  Childere  JAty  8$, 

1638;  Question,  Mr.  Totteohain ;  Aivsver, 

The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  1662 
Proelamntion  of  the  County  Limerick,  Qoct- 

tion.  Mr.  O'Sullivan  ;  Answer,  The  AttorMy 

General  for  Ireland  June  2.  1887 
Dungarvan    Workhouse,    Question,    Mr.    R. 

Power :  Answer,  The  Attorney  GeMnl  Iw^ 

Ireland  Mav  30,  1664 
The  Land  League,  Qoestions,  Mr.    Cbapiia, 

Mr.  Onslow,  Mp.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Sir  Siaf. 

ford   Northoote,  Lord    Eustace  Ceeil,  Mr. 

O'Donnell,     Mr.     Healy  ;     Answers,     Mr. 

Gladstone,  Mr.  Childers  June    2,   1881  ;— 

The  Chaplain  of   Naas    Oaol,    Qawaioas. 

Lord    Randolph  Churchill;    Answers,   Tbt 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland  June  2,  1874 

Peace  Preservation  (Jretand)  Act,  1881 

Licences  to  Carry  Arms,  Questions.  Mr.  Heftly : 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for  IreUad 
May  12,  267 ;  Question.  Colonel  Co)tb«rst; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  K.  Forster  May  19,  7»6 : 
Question.  Mr.  O'Kelly ;  Answer.  Mr.  W.  K. 
Forster  May  28. 1058 ;  Question,  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Attorney  Oeaeral 
for  Ireland  June  2,  1867;  Qoesttoa,  Mr. 
O'Sullivan  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  GmmtbI 
for  Ireland,  1881 

Proclamation  of  Belfast,  Question,  Mr.  Rwari : 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  8.  Forster  May  19.  795 

Prodamafion  of  the  King's  County,  Qoc«tioft, 
Mr.  Molloy;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
May  20. 946 

Proelamaiicn  of  the  Queen's  County,  Qoestkwa, 
Mr.  Lalor,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler;  AM««r% 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  Mr.  Speaker  M^  17, 
687;  Moved.  ''Th^t  this  House  do  sow 
adjourn  "  (Mr.  Lalor) ;  Qoestioo  pat ;  A.  S3. 
N.3I7:  M.  294(D.  L.20I) 

Tyrone  Co,,  Questions.  Mr.  Macartney.  Mr. 
Uiton ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster  Jfiw  16. 
559 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ir^Und) 
Act,  1881  r-  ^  \  i 

Arrests  under  the  Act^Case  of  Mr,  Di/Um, 
M.P.,  Questions,  Mr.  Laboucbere,  Mr.  Sox* 
ton,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  A.  M.  SolliTsn  ;  Aa- 
swers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  Mr.  SpiMksr 
May  9,  23  ;  Question,  Mr.  PameU  ;  Answv, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  10.  183 ;  Moved. 
''That  this  Hoose  do  now  adjourn"  [Mr. 
PameU);  after  long  debate.  Question  pnl. 
and  agreed  to;  Questions.  Mr,  Jnstla 
M'Carthy  ;  Answers.  Mr.  Gladstone  May  IS, 
274 ;  Question.  Mr.  J.  Cowen  ;  ObMrvA* 
tions.  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor;  Qooetioo.  Mr. 
PameU;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker  May  IT, 
692;  Question.  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy;  An* 
swer,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  19,815  ;  Qnestios, 
Mr.  Seiton;  Answer.  Mr.  W.  E.  Korttsr 
May  20,  968;  QnoeUon^  Mr.  Smon,  Mr. 
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l9MLun>^PrcU€tUm   of   Pemm   and  Ftopwrty 
(Ireland)  Act,  1881— coDt. 

T.  P.  O'Connor,  Sir  JoMph  M'Kenna  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  W.  £.  Fortter  May  23,  1077  ; 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Uenlj  ;  Answer,  Mr  W.  E. 
Forst«r  May  24.  121 1 ;  Question*,  Mr.  Pur- 
nell,  Mr.  J.  Cowen  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker, 
Mr.  Gladstone  ;  Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor [no  reply  1  May  31,  1783  ;  Qaestions, 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor.  Mr.  Pnrnell.  The 
O'DoDoghue;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  June  2, 
1886 

Arrf$t  of  Jamet  Lalor,  Qoettions,  Mr.  Lalor. 
Mr.  Fiitpatriek ;  Answers.  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
May  13.  409 ;  Moved,  "  That  this  Hoase  do 
DOW  adjoarn "  (Mr,  Lalor) ;  after  short 
debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Arr€U  of Clarke  at  MuUinqart  Question, 

Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  £. 
Forster  May  17,  679 

ArreeU  of  Rev,  Father  Sheehy  and  Others, 
Question,  Mr.  O'Snllivan ;  Answer,  Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster  May  20,  963 ;  Moved,  **  That 
this  House  do  oow  adjourn  "  {Mr.  (ySuUi- 
von);  aftrr  long  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  32, 
N.  130  ;  M.  98  (D.  L.  206) 

Arreei  of  Mr,  Brennan,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Lord  Kandolph  Chorehill ;  Answers,  Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster  May  24,  1210 

Arrest  of  John  Hyan  ofMurroe,  Question,  Mr. 
O'^ullivan  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  IreUnd  Jfay  31,  1778 

Arrest  of  Michael  Kelly ^  Question,  Major 
CBeime;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
lor  Ireland  Jnne  2,  1866 

Arrests  under  the  Act,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
May  24, 1208 

Treatment  of  Prisoners  under  the  Act  in 
lAmeriek  Oaol,  Question,  Mr.  Healy  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  16,  567 

Newspapers  for  Political  Prisoners,  Question, 
Mr.  Heafy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
May  17,  681 

The  Political  Prisoners,  Question,  Mr.  Healy  ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
May  26.  1306  ;— Jtfr.  Uodnelt,  Questions, 
Mr.T.  P.  O'Connor;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  May  27,  1451 ;  Ques« 
tions.  Mr.  O'Snllivan,  Mr.  Ilenly  ;  Answers, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  May  30, 
1648 

Kilmainham  Oaol^Stoppaye  of  Letters,  Qnes- 
lion,  Mr.  Uealy ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  May  31, 1775 

Arreete  of  Boys,  Question,  Mr.  Healy;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
June  2, 1865 

IreUnd^Iruh  Land  Bill,  1870 

Moved,  for  a  print  of  the  Irish  Land  Bill,  1870, 
as  read  a  first  time  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
showing  by  differenoe  of  print  or  ink,  or  by 
both  methods,  the  amendments  made  in  the 
Bill  as  returned  to  the  Commons,  and  what 
alterwards  beeame  of  sueh  amendments,  i^,, 
whether  agreed  to  or  disagreed  to  or  further 
amended  {The  Sari  Cairns)  May  12,  268 ; 
AfUr  thort  d«bat«,  HoUoo  agreed  (o 


Ireland — Jurff  Lata 

Moved,  '*  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  the 
Irish  jury  laws  as  regards  trial  by  jury  in 
criminal  cases "  ( The  Marquess  of  Lans* 
doume)  May  23.  1033 ;  after  short  debate, 
on  question,  agreed  to 

Order  discharged  May  27 

Moved,  **Tliat  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  the 
Irish  Jury  Laws  "  ( The  Marquess  of  Lane* 
doume) ;  Motion  agreed  to 

And,  on  May  30,  Committee  nominated  ;  List 
of  the  Committee,  1450 

Observations,  Lord  Denman  May  30,  1613 

Ireland — Hie  Irieh  Executive 

Moved,  ^  That,  in  the  'opinion  of  this  House, 
the  action  of  the  Irish  Executive  in  arbi* 
trarily  arresting  a  Member  of  the  Houae 
without  reasonable  ground  ;  in  proclaiming 
a  state  of  siege  in  Dublin ;  in  imprisoning 
the  ReT.  Mr.  Sheehy  and  many  other 
men  of  high  character  and  good  conduct : 
and  in  affording  the  uso  of  the  armed  forces 
of  the  Crown  for  the  wholesale  elocution  of 
wanton  and  cruel  evictions  is  an  abuse  of  the 
exceptional  powers  conferred  by  Parliament ; 
and  is  calculated  to  promote  diaaflection  In 
Ireland"  (J/r.  Justin  McCarthy)  May  23, 
1174  ;  Moved,  *<  That  the  Debate  be  now  ad- 
journed" {Jdr.  0*DonneU);  Motion  agreed 
to ;  Debate  at^journed 

Debate  resumed  May  24,  1214  ;  after  long  de- 
bate. Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  ad- 
journed "  {Mr.  0*SuUivan);  after  further 
short  debate,  Debate  aujourned 

Question,  Mr.  Kylands;  Answer,  Mr.  Justin 
M*Carthy ;  Observations.  Mr.  Gladstone, 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  May  27,  1459 

Italy — Oceupation  of  Tripoli 

Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold  ;  Answers,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  May  24,  12(15  ;  May  26, 
1323 

Jackbok,  Mr.  W.  L.,  Leede 

Criminal  Law^-Caae  of  James  Thomptoo, 
1065 

Jambs,  Sir  H.  {see  Attobvst  Oevxbal, 
The) 

Jah£0,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Oaieskead 
Pem^Massaere  of  Chinese,  402 

Japan — Introduction  of  Druge  and  Chemi^ 
cal$ 
QoestioD,  Mr.   R.   N.  Fowler;  Anawtr,  Sir 
Charles  W.  DUke  May  20,  948 

JoBHSOK,  Mr.  W.  M.  (Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland),  Mallow 
Infectious     Diseases     Notifloation     (Ireland), 

Comm.  1031 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  I,  1708 
Newspapers  (Law  of  Libel),  Comm,  el.  S,  506 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  980 
Pouto  Crop  Committee,  1880  (IreUnd),  Ret. 
18i6» 1850,  1852 
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Kesvabd,  Colonel  E.  H.,  Lymington 
Army  Organization — New  Warrant,  1825 

Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devon,  JS. 
Fishing    Veuelt'   Lights,    Report    of   Select 

Committee,  Res.  1838 
Minister  of  Agrioulture  and  Commerce,  Res. 

458 
Wajrs  and  Means — Inland  Bevenoe — Sale  of 

Liqaors  in  fUilway  Carriages,  1082 

Kknsinoton,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  (Comp- 
troller of  the  Honsehold),  Haver- 
fordweet 
Monument  to  the  late  Earl  of  Beaconsfleld, 
K.G. — Uer  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Ad- 
dress, 137 

KiMBEBLET,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State 

for  the  Colonies) 
Africa  (South) — The  Transraal,  Annezation  of 
—Mr.  Gladstone's  Letter  to  Mr.  Tom- 
kinson,  142 
The  Commission,  782 
Army  (Thanks  of  Parliament),  Moti<Hi  for  a 

Retam,  (B76 
France  and  Tanis — Circular  of  the  French 

Minister  of  Foreign  Afl^irs,  899 
Portugal — The  Loreoso-Marquet  Treaty,  1879 
—Ratification,  1855 

£iirNEAB,  Dr.  J.,  Donegal 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  626 

Kniohtley,  Sir  B.,  Northampton^  8* 
Ireland,    State    of— Inflammator/   Placards — 
The  Irish  ConsUbulary,  554 

Labouohere,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 
Asia,  Central — Captain  Butler's  Mission,  545 
Bulgaria — Suppression  of  the  Constitution  b/ 

Prince  Alexander,  1653 
Church  of  England— Lower  House  of  Confoca- 

tion,  1070.  1071 
India  —  Grant  to    General    Sir    Frederick 

Roberts.  1066 
Law  and  Police— Public  Meetings,  1308 
Monument  to  the  late  Earl  of  Beaconsfleld, 

K.G.,  Comm.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  48 
Newspapers  (Iaw  of  Libel),  2K.  228 ;  Comm. 

add.  tl  1980, 1981 
Parliament— Privilege  (Mr.  P.  Egan),  1684 
Parliamenurjr  Oaths    (Mr.   Bradlaogh),  181, 
283,  414,  416 ;   Motion  for  Adjournment, 
417,  437  :— Government  OflBoials  at  Wool- 
wich Arsenal,  1315 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 

Act,  1881— Mr.  Dillon,  23 
Railway  Fares— Racing  Meetings,  1642 
Small  Debts  (Limitation  of  Actions),  2R.  25! 
Treaty  of  Berlin— Bulgaria,  1451 

Lalob,  Mr.  B.,  Q^een^e  Co. 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Inland) 
Act,  1881— Arrest  of  Jamec  Later,  409 ; 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  410 
Proclamation  of  Queen's  Co.  687,  688; 
Motion  for  A<yoiinuMot,  6t9 


Lahhtotov,  Lord 

International  Law— Right  of  Asylum  lor  Poli- 
tical OA*nders,  785 

Portugal— The  Lorento-Harqves  TrMty,  1S7V 
—Ratification,  1854 

Land  Drainage  ProTisional  Orders  Bill 

(Mr.  Comrtn^g,  SecrwUury  Sir  WiUimm  Bmrmm€^ 
e.  Read  !•  •  Mmg  9  [Bill  IU\ 

Read  2<' •  Ifay  17 

Report  *ifay  27 

Bead  3**  May  39 
/.  Read  !••  (Sari  DM^mi^  Mmy  $1  (No.  194) 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  Maofarlane;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone lf(iy-9.  35;  Question,  Mr.  Pamell ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  16.  585 : 
Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcofe  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  May  30,  1667 

lite  Landed  EUaUe  Cowrt—CmuHUmM  in 
CotweyaneeM  of  Land  undtr  Sale,  Qwetios, 
Mr.  Uealy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  June  3; 
1864 

Urgency,  Questions,  Mr.  Tborold  Rogers,  Mr. 
Macartney,  Mr.  Panell,  CoIomI  Makias, 
Mr.  Maebrlaoe,  Mr.  Onaiow,  Mr.  J.  Go«ea  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone,  Mr.  Speaker 
ifoy  12,  285   . 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  GUuUione^  Mr.  WiUimm  Edward  FmnUr^ 

Mr.    Brigkt^    Mr,    Attomty    Omteral  fmr 

IreUmd,  Mr.  Solieiter  Oemeraifor  Irdamd) 

c.  Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjeamed  Debate  on 
Ameodt.  propoeed  to  Question  [25th  AprilL 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  road  2* ;**  and whiek 
Amondt.  was,  to  leare  out  from  "  That^"  and 
add  "this  House,  while  willing  to  ooosiderany 
just  measure,  founded  upon  sound  prioctples, 
that  will  benefit  teoanu  of  land  in  Ireland, 
is  of  opinion  that  the  leading  profisioos  of 
the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  are  in  the  main 
economically  unsound,  unjust,  and  impolitie  " 
{Lord  Eleho)  v.  ;  Question  again  proposed, 
**  That  the  words,  Ac. ; "  Debate  reaome4 
May  9,  ^  \  after  long  debate.  Moved,  •«  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr.  Sham)  i 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Debate  /nrther 
adjourned 

Debate  resumed  May  12,  288 :  after  long 
debate.  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned  '*  (ilfr.  SoHcUor  General  for  he» 
land) :  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Debate 
further  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  JToy  16,  585 ;  alter  long 
debate.  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned"  {Mr.  ChapUn) ;  Motioo  agreed 
to  ;  Debate  further  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  M»y  19,  827;  aAer  loog 
debate.  Question  pot;  A.  852,  N.  176; 
M.  176 

DiT.  List,  A.  and  N.  998 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  :  Mil  read  2* 

[Bill  1351 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  **  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  teare  the  Chair  **  May  tfO, 
1369 :  after  debate,  Qoeetion.  ^  That  Mr. 
Speaker,  So^"  put.  and  •greod  to ;  CommJii- 
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Land  Law  {Jrtkmd)  BilU^^ni. 

Committee— B. p.  May  37, 1464 
Committee— R  p.  Mny  80,  I6(»5 
Committee — «^.  May  SI,  1794 
Committee— B^.  Jmte  9,  1889 

Ztmd   Law   (Irslattd)  IPaytMnt  of  In- 
demnity,     Advanc0$,    Salarm,    Ex- 

penses,  ^c."] 
Retoiution  oontidered  in  Committee  and  agreed 
to  May  30, 1761 

Lud  Tax  Commissioners'  Hamos  Bill 

(Mr,  J0hn  Holm$,  Lord  Fr$d$nek  Cavendish) 
§,  Order  for  Committee  read  ;  MoTed,  "That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leare  the  Chair "  May  28, 
1170;  MoTod,  '*That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjoamed"  (Mr.  Btaly);  after  short  de- 
bate. Qoettion  pat;  A.  11,  N.  80;  M.  69 
(D.  L.  209) 

Original  Question  pot;  A.  79,  N.  1 :    M.  78 
(D.  L.210) 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  Ao."  pot, 
and  agreed  to  ;  Committee;  Report  [Bill  126] 

Lansdowns,  Marquess  of 

Irish  Jary  Laws,  Motioo  for  a  Seleot  Commit- 
tee, 1088 
Valoation  of  Rateable  Propertj  (Ireland)— 
Gnfith's  Valoation,  1481 


Law,  Right  IIod.  H.«-eofif« 

of  Moproe,  1778  ;— Kflmainham  Gaol- 
Stoppage  of  Letters,  1775;— Mr.  Dillon. 
210 ;— Political  Prisoners,   1806,   1484, 
1648 
Relief  of  Distress  Act— Loans  to  Railwajrs, 

1665 
Valuation  Lists,  1864 
Ireland,  State  of— Misoetlaneoas  Questions 
Boycotting.  Co.  Antrim— Mr.  Noble,  943 
Distorbanee    at    Qoinlan's    Castle,    New. 

Pallas,  Co.  Limerick,  1662 
Dnngarran  Workhouse,  1664 
Illegal  Placard- Arrest  at  Mnllingar,  817, 

818,  819 
Inflammatory  Placards — The  Irish  Consta- 
bulary, 554 
Land    Leagoe— Chaplain   of  Naas  Gaol, 

1874 
Proclamation  of  Co.  Limerick,  1887 
Sherifls'  Sales  in  Kerry,  945 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  311  :  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 375 :  Coram.  1376,   1378,  1392, 
1394  ;  cl  1,  I486, 1494, 1700. 1702 ;  Amendt. 
1738.  1735,  1804,  1817,  1819.  1820,  1912, 
1915,  1925,  1942,  1943, 1951, 1956 
Local  CoorU  of  Bankroptcy  (Ireland),  9B.  662 
Sapplj^Ciril  Serrieea  and  Rereaiie  Depart- 
ments,  1752 


Law,  Eiflfht  Hon.  H.  (Attorney  General 
for  Ireland),  Londonderry  Co. 
Court  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)— OfBoers  and 

Clerks  Bill,  Motion  for  Leate,  1984 
Ireland— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Agrarian  Crimes— The  Retoma,  1777 

Antrim  Licensing  Sessions,  1651 

Census  —  Misapplication  of  Enumeration 

Pspers,  1649 
Conspiracy    and    Protection    of   Property 

Act.  1875— P.  M'Manos,  1867 
Constabulary— Colonel  Uillier,  the  Inspector 

General,  1647 
Court  of  Bankruptcy.  1861 
Criminal  Law— Committals  to  Co.  Limerick 

Gaol.  1642 
Ekotions,  1880— Police  Expenses  at  Lon- 
donderry, 1889 
Evictions— Mayo,  1637 
High  Court  of  Chancery- Case  of  "  Ka?a- 

nagh  Minors."  558 
Law  and  Justice— County  Court  Jurisdic- 
tion, 568 
Magistracy  —   Stipendiary     Magistrates, 

1810,  1636 
Municipal  Boundaries  Commissioners— The 

Report,  1864 
Peace    Presertation    Act,     1881  —  Arms 
Licences,    267,    268,     1867.    1881;  — 
Arrests    of   Rer.    Father    Sheehy    and 
Others,  1000 
Police  Uws— Dublin  District,  1888 
Poor  Law— Election  of  Goardlaas,  Belfast, 

1314 
Prisons— Kilmainbam  Prison,  1865 
Protection  of  Person   and   Property  Act, 
1881  — Arrest  of  Boys,  1866;  — Arrest 
of  MIdyMl  lUUj.  1886  ;-Johii  Eyan. 


Law  and  Justieo 
PeHliotu  of  Eight,  Question,  Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke ; 
Answer,  Sir  William  llarcoort  May  12,  268 
Ths  Autumn  and   WinUr  Attius,  Qoi&stion. 
Mr.  Ilicks ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt 
May  13,  401 

Law  and  Police 
MtsciLLAHioui  QouTioaa 
Alleged  Outrage  ai  Oreenhitke,  Question,  Mr. 

Dawson;   Answer,  Sir    William    Harcourt 

May  23.  1059 
Alleged  Saie  of  a  Wife,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  D. 

Sollirao,  Mr.  Callan  ;  Answers,  Sir  William 

Darcourt  May  30,  1646 
Failure  of  Jvutiee—AMiouU  on  a  Child,  Quea- 

tion.    Viscount    Folkestone;    Answer,    Sir 

WillUm  Harcourt  Mty  26,  1306 
Public  Meetingi,  Question,  Mr.  Laboachere : 

Answer,  Sir  William    llarcoort    May  26, 

1808 

Law  of  Libel— 'The  Botton  Election 
Question.  Mr.  Ueneage;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  May  12.  271 

Lawbbngb,  Sir  J.  J.  T.,  Surrey,  Mid. 
Customs  Department — Eitra  Oflkers,  1645 

Lawbsicoe,  Mr.  Alderman  W.,  London 
City   of   London  —  Mitchell    CharitiM— The 

Scheme,  1308 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  1118; 
(^.26,  1350;  eL  28,  Amendt.  1351,  1353; 

cl.  29,  1356 
IrvUnd.  Suto   of^lnflammatory   Placards— 

The  Irish  ConsUbulary,  549 
Ways  and  Means-Finland  Revena^— Beer  and 

8piril  Ltoae— ■  on  tUUwajs,  811. 812 
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Lawson,  Sir  W.,  Carlisle 

Army  Estimates — ProvisioDs,  &o.  1573, 1582 
Church  Patronage  (No.  2),  Motion  for  LeaTe, 

670.671 
Criminal  Law— Case  of  Arthur  Page  Betting- 
ham —  Contictions   for    Betting,    1778, 
1779 
Queen  ▼.  Bradlaugh  and  Another — "  Fruits 
of  Philosophy/'  32 
Parliament  —  I^ublio   Business  —  Derby   Day, 

1335,  1336,  1788,  1790, 1791,  1792 
Parliamentary  Oath,  Motion  for  Adjournment, 

936.  941,  942 
Parliamentary  Oaths  (Mr.   Bradlaugh),  217, 
417,  418,  432,  434,  435,  436,  694 

Lea,  Mr.  T.,  Donegal 

Census,  1881  —  Preliminary  Report,  1639, 
1640 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts  ^Impor- 
tation of  Cattle  from  Ireland,  579 

Leaky,  Mr.  E.,  Waierford 

Army  Estimates — Provisions,  dco.  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  1576,  1584 
Ireland — Misoellaneous  Questions 

Municipal    Boundaries    Commissioners  — 

The  Report,  1864 
Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881 — Arrests  of 

ReT.  Father  Sbeehy  and  Others.  985 
Protection  of  Person  and    Property  Act, 

1881— Arrest  of  James  Lalor,  413 
Valuation  Lists,  1868 
Ireland — Intoiioating  Liquors   on    Saturday, 

Res.  1021 
Newspapers  (Law  of  Libel),  Comm.  el,  1,  504  ; 
a.  3,  507 

Lee,  Major  V.  H.  V.,  Somerset,   W. 
Army — British  Cemeteries  in  the  Crimea,  19 

Lee,  Mr.  H.,  Southampton 

Vaccination  Acts — The  Magistracy,  1065 

Lefeybe,  Bight  Hon.  O.  J.  Shaw  (Chief 
Commifisioner  of  Works),  Heading 

House  of  Commons  Arrangements — Report  of 
Committee  of  1868,  810 

Open  Spaces  (Metropolis)  —  Lincoln's  Inn 
Fields,  1337 

Ordnance  Surrey,  Warwickshire,  1776 

Westminster  Abbey — Monuments,  949,  950 

Leiohton,  Sir  B.,  Shropshire,  S. 
Army — Mounted  Infantry,  810 

Poruble  Entrenching  Tools,  173 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  el.  15, 
1147,  1153,  1155;  el  16,  1159:  el  20,  Mo- 
tion for   reporting    Progress,   1164,   1167, 
1836 
Minister  of  Agriculture  and  Cosunerce,  460 

Leiohtok,  Mr.  8.,  Shropshire,  N» 

Africa  (South)— The  Transfaal   (Casualties), 

13,  403 
Clerical  Disabilities  Act  Repeal,  2R.  243 
Customs  and  Inland  Retenue,  Comnu  1100 


Lewis,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Londonderry 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenuo,  Comm.  eL  39, 

1366  ;  d.  49. 13t^.  1369 
Ireland— Elections,  1880— Police  EzpeoMS  at 
Ixmdonderry,  1888 
Magistracy — Co.  Antrim — ^Appointmoai  of 
Mr.  Black,  948 
Ireland,  State  of— '*  BoycoUing,"  Co.  Aotria 

—Mr.  Noble.  912 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  1385 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  BradUogb),  435 

Life  Assurance   Companies  Act,  1870— 
Betums 
Questions,  Sir  Henry  Tyler;   Answers,   Mr. 
Chamberlain  Mojf  23,  1063  ;  May  39,  1669 

Litton,  Mr.  E.  F.,  Tyrone 

Ireland— Peace  Preserration  Act,  1881— Ty- 
rone, 559 
Veterinary    Department — Vetorlaary    In- 
spector at  Longford,  1053 
Ireland,  State  of— Endowed  Schools  Commia- 

sioners — Notices  of  Ejectment,  794 
Irish  Executive,  Motion  of  Censure,  1938 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  3R.  319;  Comm.  H,  1, 

1917 
Petty  Sessions  Clerks  (Ireland),  Comm.  668  ; 
cl  2.  669;  add.  el.  Motion   for  reporting 
Progress,  ib.  1426,  1427 

Llotd,  Mr.  M.,  Beaumaris 

Und  Uw  (Ireland),  Comm.  «{.  1,  1497,  1499, 
1523,  1893 

Local  Courts  of  Bankraptcj  drelud) 

Bill  [H.L.] 

c.  Read  1**  {Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ir$Umd) 

May  19 
Moved,  **  That  the  Bill    be    now  read  3«  '* 

Map  16,  661  ;  Moved,  «<  That  the  Debate  be 

now  adioumed"  {Mr.  Oortt);  after  short 

debate.  Motion  withdrawn 
Original    Question   again   proposed ;    Moved, 

*'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr, 

Patrick  Martin) ;  after  short  debate,  Qoee* 

tion  put :  A  9,  N.  57;  M.  48  (D.  L.  393) 
Original  Question  put,    and  agreed  to;  Bill 

rrad2*  [BUI  164] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a 

Select   ComBiittee:"    Question    pat,    aad 

agreed  to 

Locftl    Ooyemment    (Gas)   ProriiUmal 

Order  Bill         {Mr,  Eihhert,  Mr.  Dodmm) 

e.  Read2<'«lfay9  [BiU  145] 

Report  *  May  20 

Read  3«  •  May  23 
I.  K^A\^*{The  Marmkess  of  BunUy)  MayU 

Read  9«  • /liiitf  3  (No.  93) 

Local  Ooyeniment  (HiRliwaTs)  Frofi- 
Bioiial  Order  (Tork)  Bill 

{Marqn49t  ^Buntlf) 

I  Read  r*  May  IS  (No.  78) 

Committee* ;  Report  May  17 
Aead8«*ii^l9 
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Local  Oorammont  (Irelttnd)  Provisioiial 
Orders  (Balljrmeiut,  ibc*)  Bill 

{Mr.  Solicitor  Gen$ral  for  IrfUmdf  Mr,  Attomty 

Qtntrol  for  Irelandf) 

e.  OrderMl ;  read  1*  •  May  18  [BUI  173] 

Read  2«  *  ir«y  34 

Local  OoTemment  (Lreland)  ProyiiioDal 
Orders  (Bandoiii  Ac)  Bill 

{Mr,  SoUoitor  Otntrdlfor  Ireland^  Mr,  Attorney 
OenertU  for  Inland) 

€.  Orderad  ;  r»ad  !<>•  May  19  [Bill  163] 

Read  3«  •  May  18 

Report*  May  21 

KetA  9**  May  30 
I.  Read  1**  {Earl  DaUumHe)  May  31   (No.  100) 

Local  Ooremment  ProYisioiial  Orders 
(Acton,  Ac.)  Bill 

{Mr,  Hihbort,  Mr,  Dodton) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  May  10  [Bill  159] 

RtAA^^  May  18 
Committee  discharged  *  May  27 

Local  Ooremment  Provisional  Orders 
(Askem),  Ac-  Bill 

{Mr,  Eibbert,  Mr.  Dodton) 

t,  Ordertd  ;  read  1*  •  May  9  [Bill  102] 

Read2«*  May  \fi 
Committee  diacbarged*  May  2i 

Local  Ooremment  Provisional  Orders 
(Bath,  *o.)  Bill 

{Mmrqu$9$  of  Huntly) 

I.  Read  2**  May  18  (No.  77) 

Committee* ;  Report  May  17 
Read  9>  *  ifoy  19 


Local  OoTcmment  Provisional  Orders 
(Benrick-npon-Tweed.  Ac.)  Bill 

{Mr,  MiMfrt,  Mr.  Dodton) 

9.  Report  •  May  17  [BUI  138] 

Read  3«  *  J/ay  18 
/.  Read  1**  {Marque$$  of  ffuntly)  May  19 

Read  2*  •  May  27  (No.  80) 

Committee*;  Report  Jtfay  31 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional   Orders 
(Birmingham)  Bill 

{Mr.  Hibhtrt,  Mr.  Dodoon) 

c.  Read  9**  May  10  [BiU  144] 

Report*  May  20 

Read  3"  •  May  23 
/.  Read  !•  *  (Marmie$9  of  ffumily)  May  24 

Read  2*  • /Miw  2  (No.  94) 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional   Orders 
(Birmingham,  Tame,  and  Rea,  Ac) 

Bill  {Mr.  HibbtH,  Mr.  Dodton) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•*  May  11  [BUI  160] 

Resd  r**  M^  24 


Local  Oovemment   Provisional  Orders 
(Brentford  Union^  Ac.)  BUI 

{Mr.  Eibbert,  Mr.  Dodton) 

e.  Read  2«  *  May  10  [Bill  149] 

Report  *  May  20 

Read  3''  *  May  23 
/.  Read  1*  *  {Marquett  of  Huntly)  May  24 

Read2»*/untf  2  (No.  90) 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders 
(Cottingham,  Ac)  Bill 

{Mr.  Hihbert,  Mr.  Dodton) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l""  *  May  12  [BiU  162] 

Read2«*  Jiray23 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders 
(HalifiELz,  Ac.)  Bill 

{Mr.  Hibbert,  Mr.  Dodton) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l«*  May  10  [BiU  108] 

Read  2«*  iff  If  17 

Report  *  May  27 

Read  3*  *  May  30 
/.  Read  1**  (Marq¥et$  of  Huntly)  May  31 

(No.  106) 

Local  Oovemment   Provisional  Orders 
(Horfleld,  Ac)  Bill 

{Mr.  Eibbm,  Mr.  Dodton) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  May  13  [BiU  166] 

Read  2*  •  1/ay  23 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional   Orders 
(Poor  Law)  Bill 

{Marqnott  of  Huntly) 

I.  Read2**l/ay  17  (No.  79) 

Committee*  ;  Report  May  23 
Read  3*  •  Jtfay  24 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (Ho.  2)  Bill 

{Mr.  Hibbert,  Mr.  Dodton) 

e.  Report  •  May  1 7  [BUI  139] 

Considered  *  May  18 

Read  S""  *  May  19 
I.  Read  \^*  {Marquett  of  Huntly)  May  20 

Read  2*  •  Ifay  31  (No.  88) 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  2 

Local  Taxation 
Amendt.  on  Committee  or  Supply  May  23, 
To  leaf e  oot  from  *'That,"  and  add  "'the 
annoal  ooutideraiion  of  the  meatares  im- 
posing taxAtion  thonld  be  accompanied  b/  a 
Miniaterial  Statement  of  Local  Taxation  and 
Finance,  to  at  to  afford  the  House  an  oppor- 
tunity of  revirwing,  as  a  whole,  the  requisi- 
tions made  on  the  Nation  for  local  as  well  aa 
Imperial  porpoees"  {Mr.  Poll)  v,  1U84 ; 
Question  proposed,  ^  That  the  words,  Ac. ; " 
after  abort  debate,  Question  put,and  agreed  to 

London  City  Land$  {Thamu  Smhankmont) 

BiU 
€.  Select  Committee  nominated  ;  List  of  the  Com- 
mittee May  19,  932 
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London  City  (Parodhial  Cliaritias)  Kll 

{Jtfr,  Btyee,  Mr.  OoJUn,  Mr.  WnUtr  Jmmtt^  Mr. 

Dav0jf)  [Bill  13] 

0.  MoTed,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  remd  S"** 
ifay  25, 1291 
Amendt.  to  leave  oot  "  now/'  and  add  **  npon 
this  day  six  months  "  {Mr.  Robert  Fowkr) ; 
<^estion  proposed,  **  That  'now.'  Ae. ;" 
after  short  debate,  Debate  adjoarned 

LoNQFORD,  Earl  of 

Army  Organization— The  New  Uniforms,  934 
Tramways  (Ireland)  Aota  Amendment,  Comm. 
ei.  5,  783 

Lopes,  Sir  M.,  Dtpotuhire,  8. 

Ctastoms  and  Inland  Rofenae,  Comm.  1068 
Minister  of  Agrioaltare  and  Oommeroe,  Rea. 
438 

Lord  Lieutenants  of  Conntiee  (Ireland) 

Bill  {Mr.  Litton,  Mr.  FindhUr,  Mr. 

JamM  J)iokiOHf  Mr,  Lea) 
t.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  May  27  [Bill  180] 

LowTHEB,  Hon.  W.,  W6$tmwr$Umd 

Qreat  North  of  SeoUand    Railway,   Gontid. 

1621 
Merohani  Shipping,  2R.  131 

Lttbbook,  Sir  J.,  Landwi  University 
Costoms  and  Inland  RoTenoe,  Comm.  cL  8, 
1133 

Lnnacy  Law  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr.  JHUfpyn,  Sir  Oeorg$  Balfour^  Mr.  Bm^mnin 

T.  WiUiamt) 

0.  Read  2*,  after  short  debate  May  25, 1278 

[Bill  06] 

Lusx,  Sir  A.,  Finshury 

Gostoms  and  Inland  ReTenoe,  Comm.  d.  7, 

1129:  e/.  9, 1138:  cl  13,  1142 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  1, 1924 

Lyiokotok,  Yisoount,  BanutapU 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Coram,  el.  1,  1942 
Merchant    Shipping    Aota — Emigrant  Ships, 
1638 

Lyons,  Dr.  B.  D.,  Dublin 

Army  Estimates — Provisions,  ke.  1371 
Infeotioos     Diseases     Notification    (Ireland), 

Coram.  1029 
Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Saturday   (Ireland), 

Res.  1025 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  c/.  1,  1478,  1922 

MoAbthtjb,  Mr.  A.,  L$io$iUr 

Western  Islands  of  the  Paoifie  — >  Solomon 
Island§--M«rders  by  the  Nativet^Opera- 
tioni  of  H.M.S.  •'  Emerald,*'  1650 

Maoabtnet,  Mr.  J.  W.  E.,  Tyrone 
Ireland,  State   o^Inflammatory   Placards — 

The  Irish  ConsUbulai7, 552,  555 
l«and  Law  (IreUbd)— Urgency,  286 


MioAimTy  Mr.  J.  W.  E.- 

Land  Uw  (frelaad),  2R.  Sie:  Cows.  13»4 ; 

d.\,  1911,  1941 
Parliament — ^Pablie  Easiness,  1461 
Peace    Preserration   (Ireland)    Aet,    1881— 

Tyrone,  559 

M'Oabthy,  Mr.  Jnstin,  Lanyfari 

Ireland — Miseellaneoos  Qeestione 
Evictions — Co.  Tipperary.  105A 
National  Ednoation  —  Teaobert  tT  MoM 

Schools,  266 
Protection  of  Person  and    Property   Aet, 
1881— Mr.  Dillon,  189,  274,  815 
Irish   Executive,    Motion  of  Ceosore,   1174» 

1459 
Newspapers  (Law  of  Libel),  2R,  227 :  Conaa. 

«/.  3,508 
Parliament— Privilege  (Mr.  P.  Egan),  ISOO 
Supply— Civil  Senrieet  and  RefeniM  DsparW 
menu,  1753, 1757 

M'OoAN,  Mr.  J.  0.,  WieUow 

Army— Sick  Leate — Captain  Butler,  1452 
France  and  Tunis— The  1*reaty,  681,  683 
Ireland — Constabulary — Cireular  of  InspeeCor 
General.  I<i81 
Peace    Preservation    Aet,   1881— Afreati 
nf  Rev.  Father  Sbeeby  and  Othera,  999 
Ireland,  State  of— Alleged  Outrafa  at  Baltic* 

glass,  177,566 
Parliament — Busloesa  of  the  Hooat,  582 

Privilege  (Mr.  P.  Egan),  1670 
Turkey— Death  of  the  late  Sultan  Abdul  A  lis 
—Alleged  Complicity  of  Midhat  Pasha,  824 

BfAODOKALD,  Mr.  A.,  Stafford 

Coal  Mines  Regulation  Aet^LUly  Dale  Col- 
liery (Staffordshire).  404 
Pen-y-Oraig  Explosion,  685 
Eari  of  Beaoonsfleld,  K.G.,  the  late    losorip" 

tlon  on  Proposed  Monument,  29 
Free  Education  (Scotland),  2R.  765 
Merchant  Shipping  Acta— Knigraai  Shipa,  18 
Mines,  Aoctdenu  in— Report  of   iho  Royal 

Commission,  266 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — Ar* 

resU  of  Father  Sbeehy  and  Others,  997,  SOi 
Westminster    Abbey*  Fees    on    MoonmeatSy 

562,  949,  950 

MiGFARLAHB,  Mr.  D.  H.,  Cwrlow  Co. 
Committees  (Aseension  Day)— The  **  Count- 

Out"  on  Tuesday.  1*264 
Criminal  Law— Inequality  of  SoDteooee,  1880, 

1881 
France— New  Commercial  Treaty,  581 
Und  Uw  (Ireland),  35,  2d7 ;  Comfli.  d.  1. 

1917 
Poor  Law— PMiper  Sohoola  (MetropoUa),  1861 

MoGarbl-Hooo,  Sir  J.  M.,  Drwro 

Artisans'  and   Labourers'   DwelUnft 
Alleged  Removal  of  Familiea,  35 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Cooub.  eL  S» 
1135 

Metropolitan  Bridgee  and  Ferry  Roade  BIB— 
East  and  Weat  India  Ferrjr  Bsada,  18i» 
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Mao  Ivbb,  Mr.  D.,  Birh$nh$ad 

Cmlottt  and  Inbrnd  IUv«oii#,  Oomm.  1101 ; 
d.  %  1116  ;  d,  8.  Ameiidt.  1131, 1132, 1133, 
1134.  1180  ;  «l.  7,  1180 ;  d.  18,  Motion  for 
rtporting  Pragrat*.  1181 

Frmnoe — M«w  Commoroial  Treftiy,  883 

Frauoe  and  Tonit— The  French  ProUotoraie, 
798 

Land  Iaw  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  I,  1808,  1806, 
1819 

Minister  of  AgrienUaro  and  Conmeroe,  Rei. 
461 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  laSl— Mr.  IHllon,  198»  817 

Sale  and  Exportation  of  Arms  and  Ammuni- 
tion—Sale of  "  Old  Stores,"  1304.  1808 

Tnnis  ( International  EngagementsX  960 ;  Mo- 
tion for  Atyoornmeot,  083,  984 

MgKknka,  Sir  J.  N.,  Toughal 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue.  Oonsid.  1463 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  3a.  MS,  633;    Ooaim. 

eL  1,  1961,  1968 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) — 

Mr.  Dillon,  1070 

Maoxiiitosh,  Mr.  0.  Fra8Sb-,  Tnv0rne$$, 
See. 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forees)^ReTiew  of  Scottish 

Volunteers  hy  the  <toe«n.  364 
Poet  Ofllee— Postal  Orders,  1877 

The  Mails  in  Argyllshire  and  the  North  of 
SeotUnd,  1088,  1329 

MoLaqaw,  Mr.  P.,  Linlithgowihire 
RemoTal  Terms  (Scotland),  3K.  1376 

MoIiAasK,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  (Lord  Ad- 
vocate), Mdiiibwrgh 
Free  Education  (Scotland),  3R.  784 
Poor  Relief  and  Audit  of  Accounts  (Scotland), 

Leare,  1988 
Removal  Terms  rScotUnd).  3R.  1378 
Scoiland — Misoellaneous  Questions 

Crime  —  Alleged    Outrage    at   Braehead, 
Dunfermline,   13  ;  —  Ulenluoo  Murder, 
404 
Criminal  Law^Caso  of  Mr.  Fraser,  14 
Law   nod  iusiioo »  The  Law  of  Entail, 
1886 

Maolitkr,  Mr.  P.  8.,  Plpwtcuth 

Nary 'Royal  Naval  Engineers.  814 

Newspapers  (Law  of  Libel).  3K.  338 

Post  O0ce— Telegraph  Clerks,  408.796.  1086  ; 

^  Legal   Status  ^Opinion  of  the   Attorney 

General,  1313 
Sugar  Indostriet  Committee,   1880;   Report, 

1309 

Maovaohtkn,  Mr.  E.,  Antrtm 

Land  Uw  (Ireland),  3R.  805,  313,  891 


Uon  of  Rum  from  ih$  M^uritiu$ 
QMetioo,  Mr.  Cropper ;  Aitfwcr,  Sir  CharUt 
W.  DillM  My  16, 861 


Maoniao,  Mr.  0.,  Bedford 

British  Museum — Loan  of  Objects  of  Art  lor 
Temporary  Exhibitions,  1863 

Crown  Lands — The  Stagsden  Estate,  Bedford- 
shire, 1640 

Customs  and  Inland  Retenue,  Comm.  eL  30, 
1163,1167,  1340 

Great  North  of  Scotland  Railway,  Consld. 
1633 

Mai]it6iuuic6  Law  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  A.  M.  SuUivan,  Mir,  8*rjmnt  Simon) 

€.  Select  Committee  nominated  ;  List  of  the  Com- 
mittee May  38,  1303  [BUI  110] 

Makhts,  Oolonel  W.  T.,  Eaex,  8, 

Asia,  Central— Afghanistan  (Political  Affidrs), 

800 
Clerical  Disabilities  Act  Repeal,  3R.  338 
CBstoms  and  Inland  Re?enno,  Comm.  oL  16, 

1161 
India — Afghanistan — Eracuation  of  Pishin — 

Alleged  Settlement  of  the  DiflSoulty  with  the 

Bheels,  1666,  1780 
Land  Law  (Ireland) ^Urgency,  387 
Uind  Law  (Ireland),  Oomm.  d.  1,  1711 
Newspapers  (Law  of  Libel),  Comm.  803  ;  d,l, 

ib. ;  Motion  for  r<*porting  Progress,  804, 808 
Parliament— New  Standing  Orders,  163 

Whitsuntide  Recess,  836 
Parliamentary    Oath    (Mr.   Bradlaugh),  417* 

438 
Public  nealth— Small-Pox  (Metropolis),  38 
Reprf*sentation  of  the  People  (Election  Sys* 

tems).  Res.  1838 

Malkesbttby,  Earl  of 

Eari  of  BeaoonsOeld,  K.Q.,  Tho  lati^  AddiMt 
to  IJer  Majesty,  8 

Manhbrs,  Biffht  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  B., 
Zeieesterihiro,  N, 
Asia,  Central— AfghanisUn  (Political  Aflkirs), 

800 
France— New  Treaty  of  Commeroo,  1078; — 

Negotiations,  370 
Land  Law  (Irolaad),  Comm.  el.  I,  1818, 1818, 

1931 
Trade  Combinations  (Food,  Ac.),  478 

Mappin,  Mr.  F.  T.,  JSasi  lUtford 

Parliamoot— New  Standing  Orders,  164 

Mabjobibakks,  Mr.  E.,  Borwiekohiro 
Army  Organisation— Tho  King's  Own  Bordertri, 

1079 
CuPtoms  and  Inland  RcTenuo,  Comm.  oL  30, 
1169 

Marlborouoh,  Duke  of 

Ireland,  State  of— Intimidatioo  and  Outragtsu 

383 
ParlUment— Public  Business,  1769 
Veterinary  Surgeons,  3a.  1768 

Married  Women's  Property  (SeotUnd) 

Bill  (Tk$  Lord  Chmmdhr) 

I  RMid  3*,  after  short  debate  Ifby  37, 1488 

(No.  78) 
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Mabbiott,  Mr.  W.  T.,  BrighUm 

Sm«U    Debu    (Limitation  of   AotionsX    2R. 
Amendt.  249 

Mabtin,  Mr.  p.,  Kilkenny  Co, 
Army  Estimates — ProTisions,  Ao.  1550 
Customs  nod   Inland    Revenue   Bill — District 

Registrars  (Ireland),  407 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  1, 1470,  1933 
Local    Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland),   3R. 

661  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  663.  667 
Relief  of  Distress  Act— Loans  to    Railways, 

1665 

Mabxtm,  Mr.  E.  F.  M.,  Kilhmny  Co. 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,   1881— Proclamation  of   Queen's  Co. 
690 

Mauritiui,    The  —  A    Hindoo   «  Chmreh 

Rate  " 
Questions.  Mr.  Caine;  Answers,    Mr.  Grant 
Duff  ifay  19,803 

Maxwbll,  Sir  H.  E.,   Wigton 

Army  Re^>rganizatioQ— Militia  Officers*  Uni- 
forms, 24 
Crime  (Scotland)— The  Glenlnce  Murder,  403 

Meldon,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Kildare 
Infectious     Diseases     Notification    (Ireland), 

Comm.  1030 
Intoxicating  Liquors   on    Saturday  (Ireland), 

Res.  1004,  1011 
Magistracy  (Ireland)— Stipondiary  Magistrates, 

1636 
'  Parliament  —  Public  Business  —  Derby  Day, 

1335 
Petty  Sessions  Clerks  (Ireland),  Comro.acULe^. 

1426,  1428 
R4>yal  Hibernian  MiliUry  School,  1663 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts — Emigrant  Ships 

Questions,  Mr.  O'Donnell,  Mr.  Macdonald : 
Answers,  Mr.  Chamberlain  Jfsy  9,  27 ; 
Questions,  Viscount  Lymington,  Mr.  Par- 
nell;  Answers,  Mr.  Chamberlain  May  30, 
1658 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill 

{Mr,  Chamberlain^  Mr,  Ashley) 

c.  Moved,' «<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*'' 
May  9, 131 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  **  upon 
this  day  six  months  "  {Mr.  T.  E.  Smith) ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  '  now,'  Ae, ; " 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  Mo- 
tion withdrawn  ;  2R.  deferred     [Bill  151] 

Metropolis 
City  of  London 

Income  and  ExpendHure — 7%^  Chamberlain*$ 

EetimcUef   Question,  Mr.   Firth ;    Answer, 

Mr.  Courtney  May  30,  1639 
The  Mitchell  Charitiee^The  Scheme,  Ques- 

tion,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence  :  Answer,  The 

Attorney  General  May  26,  1308 


Mirmopoui— eoftf. 

Open  Spacee^Lineein'M-lw^Fielie.  Qomioa^ 

Sir   Eardl'^y  Wilmot;    Answer,    Mr.  Shftw 

Lefevre  ifov  26,  1326 
Supply  of  Fieh-^BiiHmgtgate,  Qiwttioo,  Mr. 

Firth  ;    Answer,    Sir    William     Baivowt 

May  20,  945 

Metropolitan  Bridget   and  Ferry   Beads 
BiUSoit   and    Weet  India  Ferry 
Roads 
Qoestion,  Mr.  Ritchie;    Answer,    Sir  James 
M'Garal  Hogg  May  26,  1309 

Metropolitan    Commons    Sapplemantal 

Bill        <  The  Emrl  of  Dalheueie) 

I,  Read  2**  May  16  (No.  65) 

Committee*  May  19 
Report  *  May  20 
Read  3>*  if  ay  23 

Metropolitan  District  Asylums  Beard 
Question,  Mr.  W.    11.   Smith  ;   Answer,   Mr. 
Dodson  May  23,  1071 

MiDLBTON,  Viscount 

Ireland,  State  of— IntimidatioQ  and  Ovtngcsi* 
376 

Mines,  Accidents  in — Report  of  the  Beyai 

*  Commission 
Question,  Mr.  Macdonald  ;  Answer,  Sir  Wil- 
liam Uaroourt  May  12,  266 

Mines  Regulation  Act — The  Pen-y»Oraiy 

Explosion 
Question,  Mr.  Macdonald;  Answtr,  Sir  WO- 
liam  Uarcourt  May  17,  685 

Minister  of  Agriculture  and  Commerce 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  IS, 
To  leave  out  from  '*  That,'*  and  add  •*  ii  in 
desirable  that  the  functions  of  the  Eaeeatiw 
Goremmeot  which  especially  relate  to  Agri- 
culture and  Commerce  should,  as  fisr  at 
possible,  be  administered  by  a  disUael 
department,  and  be  presided  orer  by  a  re- 
sponsible Minister  of  the  Crown**  {^ 
Matety  Lopes)  v.,  438  ;  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  words,  Ac. ; "  after  debate. 
Question  put,  and  negatived  ;  words  added ; 
main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed 
to 

Murro,  Earl  of 

Scotch  Business— Local  GoTernmentand  Loiil 
Taxation  (SeotUnd),  1765,  1769 

IfoLLOY,  Mr.  B.  O.y  King^s  Co, 

Army  Organintion  —  Military  TiUea  —  New 

Warrant,  1813 
Peace  Freserratioo  (Ireland)  Act,  1881— Pro* 
olamation  of  King*!  Co.  946 


HON       HUB 


(SESSION    1881) 
361. 


NAT 


NEW 


Monk,  Mr.  0.  J.,  Oloue$$ier  City 

BilU  of  S«le  Aet  (1878)  AmendmeDt,  502,  008 
France— New   Coronierciiil  Trcttjr  (Negoiia- 

tioDs) — Conttitation  of  Commistion,  1077 
Minister  of  Agriouliore  and  Commerce,  Ret. 

447 

HoHTBAOLB,  Lord 

ParilMMnUry  Printing,  783 
Tramwaja  (Irelaiid)  Acta  Amendment,  Comm. 
a.  6,  788 

HooBS,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Clonm$l 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  3R.  874,  876 ;   Comm. 

el,  I,  1909.  1988 
PoUto  Crop  Committee,  1880  (Ireland),  Rei. 

1840, 1888 

HoBLKT,  Earl  of 

Armj  (Thanks  of  Parliament),  Motion  for  a 

Retam,  875 
Army  Organisation— Militia  and  Line  Batta- 
lioas,  1771,  1778 
New  Uniforms,  984, 985,  988 
Armj  Organisation— Territorial  Titles  of  Regi- 
ments, Motion  for  an  Address,  584 


HowBBAT,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  B.,  Oxford 
Unw0r$ity 
Olerieal  Disabilities  Aet  Repeal,  3R.  ^^ 
Committees  (Asoension   Da/)— The  **  (^nt- 

Cot"  on  Tnesday,  1969 
ParlUment— New  SUnding  Order,  170 
Westminster  School — Eiehange  of  Estates — 
Order— <iiiestions,  1890 

MxnmxLLA,  Bigrht  Hon.  A.  J.  (IHoe  Pre- 
sident of  tne  Oommittee  of  Oounoil 
on  Education),  Sheffield 
OootagiooB  Diseasss  (Animals)  Acts — Misoel- 
Uneoos  Questions 
Diseased  Cattle  from  the  United  Sutes, 

1886 
Foot^nd-Month    Dissase  —  Oathreak    at 

Dokinaeid.  978 
Importation  of  OstUe  from  Ireland,  580 
Spanish  and  Portogneee  Cattle,  1076 
Cyprus—Cattle  Plague,  1878 
Bdocation    Department  —  Higher    Edoeation 

rWales),  1059 
Edneational  Endowments  (Sootland),  1868 
Endowed  Sehools  Aet  —  The  Halme  Tmst, 

1080 
Free  Edaeation  (Sootland),  9R.  768, 764.  771 
Seieooe  and  Art^MBseam  and  Lihrarj,  Dnh- 
lin,  1897 

Mnnieipal  Vranohiie  (SeotUnd)  Bill 

{The  Emrl  of  Cemp^nhtpn) 

L  Committee*  Jfoy  10  (No.  55) 

Report*  JTciy  19 
Read  8*  •  Ifoy  18 

MuRRAT,  Mr.  0.  J.,  Hkeiin^i 
•     Tnaia-The  Enida  Case,  1881 

TOL.  OOLXI.     [third  8Irib8.] 


National  Expenditure 

Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  recent  increase  in  the  National  Expendi- 
ture demands  the  earnest  and  immediate 
attention  of  Her  Majestjr's  Government  with 
the  view  of  effecting  such  redactions  as  may 
be  oontistent  with  tlie  efficiency  of  the  Publio 
Service"  {Mr,  Dewy  H,  Fowler)  May  17, 
710  [House  counted  oat] 

Navy 

MlSOILLAHIOUS  QUBSnOHS 

CouH  Martial  at  Sydney^B,M,8.  «  Wolvt- 
rine'*^Ca$e  of  Mr,  C.  P.  SUanpf  Question, 
Mr.  Maodonald  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Treveljan 
May  98, 1083 

Dettruetien  of  H,M,S,  "  Doterel**  Question, 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tretelyan 
May  18.  584 

Royal  Naval  Enyineere,  Question.  Mr.  Mao- 
liver  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  May  19,  814 

Tk$  Mediterranean  Fleel,  Question,  Lord  Ran. 
dolph  Churchill ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 
May  26, 18u7 

T^  Naval  Brigade^Medale  for  tike  FronHer 
War,  1877-8,  ami  the  Zviu  War,  1879, 
Question,  Oheervations,  Lord  Chelmsford  ; 
Replj,  The  Earl  of  Northbrook  June  9, 
1856 

The  Troop-Ship  "  Semeeii'*  Question,  Mr. 
W.  B.  Beach ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tretel/an 
May  9,  94  ;  Questions,  Viscount  Newport  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Trevel/an  Jtme  9,  1876 

Widowe  of  Seawten  aud  Marinee — The  Com- 
mittee, Question,  Observations,  Visoount 
Sidmouth ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Northbrook 
Jfay  17,671 


NxwDEOATB,Mr.0.N.,  Warwiohehire^N. 

Clerical  DisabiiiUes  Act  Repeal,  9R.  244 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  1,  1411 
Ordnance  Survey — Warwickshire,  1776 
Parliament — Arrangement  of  Publio  Business, 
88 
Privilege  (Mr.  P.  Egan),  1691 
Parliamentary   Oaths  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),   289, 

285.  490,  426 
Parliamentary  Oaths  (Motion  for  Bill),  128 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 

Act,   1881~Proolamation  of  Queen*s  Co. 

688 


Nrwport,  Visoount,  Shropihire,  N. 
Navy^The  Troopship  •*  Nomesls,"  1876 


HaWipapen  Bill  (Mr,  Ubouehere,  Sir 

Henry  Drmnmond  Woff,  Mr,  Edward  Clarke, 
Mr,  A,  jr.  Sulliean,  Mr,  Dillwyn) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1**  Jtfcy  9  [BiU  154] 

Read9<'*  i^  90 

CommiUee*;  Report  Jfoy  25 

Considered  •  Jfoy  96 

Reads**  Jfoy  97 
I.  Read  1*  •  ( £aW  e/ Dwmwm)  Jtfiy  80  ( No.  101 ) 
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Newspapers  (Law  of  Libel)  Bill 

( Jfr.  Sutehintonf  Mr,  Ortgory,  Mr.  Edward 
Leatham^  Mr,  Samuel  Morley) 

e.  Read  2^  after  short  debate  JMoy  11,  218 
Oommittee—iup.  May  18,  503  [Bill  5] 

Committee ;  Report  June  2,  1078 

Noel,  Mr.  E.,  Dumfries ,  Sfe, 

Solway  Fisheries  (Sootland),  2R.    Bill  With, 
drawn,  1302 


Nolan,  Major  J.  P.,  Oalway  Co, 
Alkali,  te.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  el,  10, 

Amendt.  1420,  1424,  1425;  el,  20,  1067; 

Amendt.   1008,   1060,   1070,  1972;  el,  27, 

Amendt.  1074 
Army — Maoufiioture  of  Guns  and  Projectiles, 
800 
Promotion  from  the  Ranks,  560 
Army  Organisation— Compulsor/   Retirement 

of  Colonels,  561,709,  054 
Army  Estimates — Provisions,  dto.  1558,  1557 
Customs  and  Inland   Rerenue,  Comm.  el,  80, 

1850 ;  d,  40,  1868 
Irieh  Fisheries,  1549 
L4ind  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  1870 
Local  Courts  of  Bankropto/  (Ireland),  2R. 

661,662 
Minister  of  Agriculture  and  Commeroe,  Ree. 

472 
Petty  Sesaioos  Clerks  (Ireland),  Comm.  668 
PoUto    Crop    Committee,     1880    (IreUnd), 

Ree.  1841 
Suspension  of  Evictions  (Ireland),  MoUon  kit 

Leave,  1084 
Waji  and  Means,  Comm.  502 

NoRTHBBoox,  Earl  of  (First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty) 

Army  Organisation — Militia  and  Line  Batta- 
lions, 1772 
Army    Organitation  —  Territorial     Titles    of 

Regiments.  Motion  for  an  Addreas,  542 
Navy — Naval  Brigade—Medals  ft)r  the  Frontier 
War,  1877-8,  and  the  Zola  War,  1879. 
1357 
Widows   of   SeaoMB   and    Marinea — TW 
CosButt«e,  6T8 

NoBTHOOTB,  Right    Hob.    Sir  8L    H^ 


NoBTBooTi,  Right  Hod.  Sir  S.  IL^«Mt. 

Parliament — Bosinesa   of  the    House,   121 1, 
1212,1461 
Privilege  (Mr.  P.  Egan),  1681 

Parliamentary  Oath,  041 

Pariiamentary  Oaths  (Mr.  Bradlaugb),  180, 
182,  282,  283,  431,  432 

Peaee  Preservation  (IreUnd)  Aet,  1881  — 
Arrests  of  Rev.  Father  Bbeeby  and  Others, 
070 

Supply — Civil  Serviors  and  Rofenae  Depart- 
ments, 1741 

NoBTHooTB,  Kr.  H.  S.,  ExUmr 

Asia,  Central— Lord  Dufferio's  Deapatoh,  560 
Papers,  600 

NoBTOK,  Lord 

Reformatory  Education,  Res.  1586,  1602 

Norwood,  Mr.  0.  M.,  KingnUn-^m-BM 

Fishing  Vessels'  Ligbta— Rf^ort  of  Select 
Committee,  Rea.  1833,  1835 


O'BsiBVB,  Major  F., 

Army— Royal    Warrant— Oflkcra    ProMotad 

from  the  Ranka,  1055 
Land  Law  (Irelaod).  Comm.  eL  1,  1703 
Poet  Oflee  (Ireland)— Delivery  of  LattVf  aft 

Bonny  beg,  Co.  Ltnerick,  409 
ProteeiioB  of  Penoo  ami  Property  (Ireland) 

Act,  1881— Amat  of  Michael  KeUy,  1866 


(yBuKV,  Sir  P.,  Kvi^%  C%. 

LaMi  Law  (Ireiaad)^  2&.  926 
PkrlisBMint— Prtvikga  (Mr.  P. 


).1W 


COovxox,  Mr.  A.,  QitmrnU  C0. 

A&ali.  Ae.  Works  R^wlatioa,  Covb.  d.  f . 
Mode*  lisr  iipwUf  PragrcM.  lilt.  1414; 
d.  16.  14U;  cL  15.  14S3,  14S4 :  d.  ft, 
ItTl ;  €L  n,  Mti—  iar  reportiaf  Pv^frsas, 
1074 

1331 
iiisiiui,  ««.  MatioB  far 
15#1«  1«M,  IM4.  1565, 
157#.  WT2.  15T4.  13TJ.  UW.  1#T7.  15Tf. 
IMU  1383.  1W4 


Law  ^IrelHB4V  C 


cLU  1M3 


1064 
CommiUcM  (AaoeeMasi    O^^— Tha  ** 

Out  **  oa  Taetday.  12«3. 1296 
Coaauhalary  (Irelaad>— Cwialsi  of 

General,  lf>81 
CaatooM  and   lahad  Rsifa^  C^aaa.  <d.  3^ 

H24;<t».l3>»;Cseiid  MO 
Death  of  the  R%te  Qaa.  T.  f^cndk 

1213 


Laad   Uw  iketedV  tR.  tiir.  9«9; 

146S  ;  dL  1.  Ul<  16n.  I»»L  l«S.  tSflL 
18«3.  ISIX  l$l<  I9««.  tMA.  »•» 
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O'OoKvoB,  Kr.  T.  P.,  Qalwa^ 

Cental,  1881— ParliameDtary  Report,  1640 
Cbarob  Patronage  (No.  8),  Motion  lor  Leave,  670 
Ireland^Mitoellaneont  Questions 

Conspiracy  and    Proteoiioo    of    Property 

Ael,  187A— P.  M'Manus,  1867 
Consubulary  —  Confidential    Ciroular  to 

Count/  Inspectors,  1536 
Evictions,  d(c  1328,  1333,  1334 
Peace  Preterratioa  Act,  1881 — Arms  Li- 
cences, 1867  :— Arrests  of  Rev.  Father 
Sbeeby  and  Otbers,  971 
Prisons — Governor   of   Limerick    Prison, 
630,  1056,  1058  ;— Kilmainbam  Prison, 
1865 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property   Act, 
1881— Mr.  Dillon,  199,  305,  693,  817, 
1078,  1785,  1886 ;— Political  Prisoners 
(Mr.  Uodnett),  H5i 
Ireland,  State  of— Miscellaneoos  ijaestions 
Alleged  Forced  Labour,  174 
Pittorbances   at   Qainlan's   Castle,    New 

Pallas,  Co.  Limerick.  1038 
Land  Leagne,  18S2,  1888 
Slave  Driving  in  Galwa/,  1304,  1305 
Irish  Ezecotive,  Motion  of  Censure,   1349, 

1350,  1460 
Irish  Fisheries,  1643 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  3R.  649 ;  Comm.  1371  ; 

el.  1, 1510 
Land  Tax  Commissioners'  Names,  Comro.  1171 
Merebant    Shipping   Aets — Emigrant  Ships, 

1660 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Uoose,  583 
Privilege  (Mr.  P.  Egan),  1690, 1693, 1693, 
1694 
Sopply- Civil  Serricee  and  RevenM  Depart- 
ments, 1750 ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progresa, 
1752, 1756 

O'CovoE,  Mr.  D.  M.,  Sligo  Co. 
Land  Uw  (Ireland),  3&.  880 

O'Dovnix,  Kr.  F.  H.,  Ihrngarvan 

Africa  (Central)— French  ProteotoraU  of  the 

Upper  Niger,  957 
Asia  (Central)— Tekke  Tnroomans,  1333 
Crown  Lands— The  SUgsden  Crown  Estate, 

1873 
France  and  Tunis— The  Treaty,  575,  576 
India— Indian  Criminal  Code,  1858 
Ireland,  Sute  oi^Land  League,  1884 

Inflammable    Placards  — The  Irish    Con* 
subulary,  548,  550 
Irish  Executive — Motion  of  Censure,  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  1183,  1314,  1346,  1254 
Land    Tax    Commissioners*    Names,    Comm. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  1 173 
Merchant    Shipping    Acts— Emigrant    Ships, 

37,38 
Peace    Preservation    (Ireland)   Act,    1881— 

ArretU  of  Father  Sheeby  and  Others,  991 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 

Act,  1881— Mr.  DUIon,  315 
Russia,  Foreigu  Jews   In- Expulsion  of  Mr. 
L.    Lewisohn,    a    Naturalised    British 
Subject,  825 
Outrages^ Inquiry  by  Special  Agent,  1312 
Sale  and  Exportation  of  Arms  and  Ammunition 

—Sale  of  **  Old  Stores,"  1306 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenne  Depart- 
lU,  1754, 1756 


O'DoNooHTJE,  The,  TraU$ 

Crown   Lands— The  Stagsden  Crown  Estate, 

1871 
Ireland,  State  of— Sheriff  Sales  in  Kerry,  945 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.cL  1,  1909,  1951, 

1966 
Parliament— Privilege  (Mr.  P.  Egan).  1674 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  fireland) 

Act,  1881 — Arrests  of  Mr.  Dillon  and  Others, 

1887 

O'Haoan,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor  of  Lre- 
land) 

Irish  Jury  Laws,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1048 

O'Kellt,  Mr.  J.,  Boiecmmon 
Africa  (South)— Swazi  Land,  1777 
Ireland — Sute  of— Alleged  Outrage  by  Soldiers 
in  Dublin,  1309 
County  of  Roscommon,  566 
Land  Law  'Ireland),  Comro.  el,  1,  1919 
Peace    Preservation  (Ireland)    Act,    1881  — 
Arrests  of   Rev.    Father    Sheehy    and 
Others,  996.  999 
Licences  to  Carry  Arms,  1058 

Ojtslow,  Mr.  D.  B.,  Guild/or d 

Army  Estimates^ Provisions,  Ac.  1555,  1579, 
1580 

Asia  (Central)— A fghanisUn  (Political  Affsirs), 
498 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  d.  7, 
1130 

Death  of  the  Right  Hon.  William  Patrick  Adam, 
1213 

India— Gold  Mining  Companies,  800 

Grant  to  General  Sir  Frederick  Roberts, 
1070 

Ireland,  State  of— Land  League,  1882 

Land  Uw  (Ireland)  Bill -Urgency,  287 

Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1743 

Oranmorb  akd  Browne,  Lord 

Ireland,  Slate  of— Intimidation  and  Outrages, 
385 

Irish  Jury  Laws,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1047 

Valuation  of  Rateable  Property  (Ireland) — 
Qrifith*s  Valuation,  1435 

Ordnan€4  8wrt0y — Wnncichhire 
Questions,  Mr.    Newdegate ;    Answers,    Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre  May  31,  1776 

0'Sha.uohks88T,  Mr.  B.,  Limerick 

Ireland — Lunatic  Asylums— Limerick  Asylum 
— Pauper  Lonatics,  547 

O'Sbxa,  Mr.  W.  H.,  CUr$ 

Alkali,  Ae.  Works  Ri^nlatlon,  Comm.  d.  20, 

1968 
Army    Reorganisation— The  Committee  and 

the  New  Scheme,  272 
Army  EstimAtes— Provisions,  Ac.  1553,  1554, 

1572 
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O'Shia,  Mr.  W.  n.—cofU. 

Court  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  (Offloora  and 

Clerks),  Motion  for  LeaTO,  1984 
Irish  Fitheriea,  1541 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl  1,  1964 

O'SxTLLivAN,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Lim&rick  Co. 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue.  Comra.  el,  8» 

1188;  c/.  9,  1138  . 

Ireland,    SUte   of  —  Proclamation     of    Co. 

Limerick,  1887  ^  ^  ,„. . 

Irish   ExecutiTO— Motion  of  Censure,   184e; 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  1258 
Land    Law    (Ireland).    Comm.    d.  1.   1707; 

Amendt.  1957,  1964,  1965,  1966 
Peace    Preservation    (Ireland)    Act,    1  SSI- 
Arms  Licences,  1881 
Arrests  of  Rev.  Father  Sheehy  and  Others, 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  963 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881— Mr.  Hodnelt.  1648 
John  Ryan  of  Murroe,  1778 

Otwat,  Mr.  A.  J.,  BochsiUr 

Alkali,  Ac.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  el,  15, 

1433 

France  and  Tunis— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Harbour  of  Biserta,  17 

Kroubmir  Tribes  (Military  Operations),  17 

Treaty,  579 
TurkUh  Fleet,  34,  35 


Pacific  lilandB  {The  Kidntpptng  Act,  1872) 

MiaoiLLAmovs  Quianoaa 

(huraget  upon  Satives  eomwdtud  umder  tht 
Britith  Flag,  Question,  Mr.  Summers  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Grant  Duff  J/oy  9»  16 

Uitrden  ofBriHsk  Subj4cti  6y  AirttWf,  Quee- 
tions.  Sir  John  Hay  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Grant 
Duff  ifoy  10.  175 :  Ifey  19,  790 

The  Sohmon  JilaMtU^Mmrden  and  Oniragei 
hw  the  Natitfei  —  OperaHom  of  B,M,S, 
•'Emerald^**  Question, Mr.  Aleiander M* Ar- 
thur ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Jfay  80,  1650 

Paobt,  Mp.  E.  H.,  SowMTiiUkirc,  Mid 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Omm.  UOl ; 

ci.  13.  1143:  c/,  15.1148 
Und  Uw  (IreUnd),  Coram,  d.  1,  1808, 1913, 

1917,  1919  :  Amendt.  1934 
Minister  of  Agricultufe  and  Commerce,  Res. 

454 

Trade  and  Commeree— Reports  of  Seeretariet 

of  Legation  ao4  Consuls,  1301 

Pallisek,  Sip  W.,  Tmmton 

Cyprva— Island  of  FamagoasU— Purchase  of 
the  Island.  1313 

PAunot,  Mp.  J.  H.,  lAme^ 

Clerieal  Diaabilitiee  Aet  Repeal,  3R.  336 
Land  Uw  (IrtlaBd).  Comm.  eL  1, 1488 

Pajuos,  Mp.  0.  8.,  Ptrtk 

Poet    Ottoe  (Savings   Bank  Departaent) — 
EmployiBcnt  of  Deaf  and  Dvib  Pwwu,  36 


Parltatnent 

LORDS— 
PaHiamentary  Printing,  ObeervaUons.  Qoss- 
lion.  Lord  Monteagle  ;  Answer.  Urd  Thar- 
low  May  19,  783 
Public  BunneiS  —  Riven  Contmvane^  and 
Floods  PrevenHon  BiU,  QaesUons.  The  Dake 
of  Somerset,  The  Marquess  of  SaUsbnry.  Ths 
Duke  of  Marlborough  ;  Answers.  Kari 
Spencer  Jfay  31,  1769 

Private  and  Provitionat  Order  Confirmatim 
BUU,  Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  Nos. 
93.  and  93.  be  suspended  ;  and  that  the  tioM 
for  depositing  petitions  praying  to  be  bssrd 
against  Private  and  Provisional  Order  Cos. 
flrmation  Bills,  which  would  otherwiss  expire 
during  the  adjournment  of  the  Hoost  st 
Whiunntide.  be  extended  to  the  first  day  sa 
which  the  House  shall  sit  aOer  the  recsM 

Ordered.  That  Sunding  Orders  Nos.  73.  sad 
83.  be  suspended  for  the  remainder  of  tbs 
Session  {Th€  Earl  of  Redeedak)  Jfay  30 


COMMONS— 

The  Standing  Ordere  of  thieHonn,  Qosstioa. 
Mr.  Thomasson;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstoas 
May  33, 1060 

Bneimee  of  the  Home 

Arrangement  of  PukUe  Bueineet,  Qoestioai. 
Mr.  Newdegate,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoor,  Urt 
Randolph  Churchill ;  Answers.  Mr.  Glad- 
stone  May  9,  33  .-^Parliamentary  OeAt 
B^  Questions.  Mr.  Ritchie.  Mr.  A.  J. 
Ballbur.  Mr.Onslow  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Sptskfr. 
Mr.  Gladstone  May  9.  36;— TA*  OmiM 
on  Tuesday,  Question.  ObservatioBS,  Coload 
Alexander ;  Reply,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  II, 
376 ;  Moved, "  That  thU  Hoose  do  aoe  ad- 
journ *'  {Lord  Randotpk  CkurMlU  ^^ 
short  debate.  Question  put.  and  nefaUfsd; 
_ObeervaUons.  Mr.  Gladstone  J/flfl3.»l ; 
^Land  Law  {Ireland)  Bill,  Qoesiiww  Mr. 
M*Coan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Fontsr 
Ifotf  16.  583;— 7Tk<  Transvaal,  Qnsitiso. 
Sir  Michael  Hicka-Beaeh ;  Answer.  Mr. 
GUdstone  May  16,  583:— 7»mi^*  w*" 
BiU,  Question,  Mr.  Ritchie  ;  Answer.  Mr. 
Chamberlain  May  17,  ^dli-Uni  Uu 
{Ireland)  BUI.  Qneetion,  Mr.  Callaa^ 
swer,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  19,  fiWl-J^" 
mentary  Oaths  BiU,  Queetioo,  Mr.  Nfi;d^ 
nte  ;  Answer.  Mr.  Gladstone  May  19,^; 
t.Tke  Parliamentary  Oath,  Moved, -T^ 
this  House  do  now  adjourn  "  (Sir  »f"^ 
Lawson)  May  30,  936 ;  after  short  debus, 
Motioo  withdrawn ;— Custoaa  ai»d  MoMi 
Rtwenus  lUa,  Question.  Sir  Stafcrd  Nsrtb- 
cote;  Answer.  Mr.  Gbdstone  ^^I^J* 
1311 ;  —  Riuers  Conservancy  e^  Flem 
Prevention  BUI,  Qoestion,^^Mr.  Artjjr 
Peel ;  Answer.  Mr.  Dodson  J^BT  W.  I««  i 
—  fJU  Derty  Day.  QuestMms.  Sir  WilW* 
UwsoB,  Mr.  R.  Power;  Answers, Jlr. 
Speaker,  Mr.  Gladstone  ^^^.}^ 
QsestkMi.  Sir  George  CamMi;^^ 
Mr.  Sneaker  May  37.  U60;  Hovei- W 
thta  llowe,  at  iU  rising,  do  Mjo^V^ 
Thnday  ^  (Ifr.  AWUsri  i^J^^^Jf: 
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PimuiMBiiT— OoMMOvi — BuHne$$  of  lA#  ffo%ue 

A.  246»  N.  119;  M.  137  (D.  L.  223);— 
Supply — Voie  on  Account,  Question,  Mr. 
Healy  :  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone ;  short  <!•• 
bate  thereon  Mxy  27,  HBO;— The  Trani- 
vaal.  Question,  Mr.  Gorst ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  June  2,  1886  ; — Army  Re-oraa- 
nisation  Scheme,  Questions,  Colonel  Stanle/, 
an  bon.  Member;  Answers,  Mr.  Childers 
June  2,  1887 

House  of  Commom  {Aeeommodation),  Select 
Committee  nominated ;  List  of  the  Com- 
mittee May  12,  876 

Bouse  of  Comnumt  Arrangements — Report  of 
Committee  of  1888,  Question,  Mr.  il.  11. 
Fowler ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefe? re  Jtfoy  10, 
810 

Parliamentary  ElecHons-The  Ballot  Aet^ 
Tke  St.  Ives  Election,  Questions,  Sir  Henrj 
Peek ;  Answers,  The  Attomej  (General 
May  23,  1061 

PuUieaiion  of  Parliamentary  Papers,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  lliomasson  ;  Answer,  Lord  Frede- 
rick Ca?endish  May  23,  1064 

The  WldlsuHtide  Hecess^  Question,  Colonel 
Makins ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  19, 
826 

Porliawtent — Business  of  the  House 

Moved,  *<  That  Debate  on  a  Bill  shall  be  con- 
fined to  the  following  ocoasions :  Second 
Reading  ;  Committee ;  Consideration  of  Re- 

E>rt;     Third     Reading'*     {Mr,     DiUwyn) 
ay  17,  695  ;  Mored,  «*  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned"  {Mr,  Rylands) :  after  short 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn 
Original  Motion  withdrawn 

Farliawtent — Committees  (Ascension  Day) 
MoTed,  <*  That  Committees  shall  not  sit  To- 
morrow, being  Ascension  Day,  until  Two  of 
the  dock,  and  have  leave  to  sit  until  Six  of 
the  clock,  notwithstanding  the  sitting  of  the 
Uoose"  (ifr.  Secretary  Childers)  May  26, 
1263  ;  after  short  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  68,  N.  41;  M.  17  (D.  L.  213) 

Fmrliawtent  —  Private  Bills  ( Oas  and 
Watery-New  Standing  Order 

Mored,  *' That  the  municipal  or  other  local 
authority  of  any  town  or  district  alleging  in 
their  Petition  that  such  town  or  district  may 
be  iinoriously  affected  by  the  provisions  of 
any  Bill  relating  to  the  lighting  or  water 
supply  thereof,  or  the  raising  of  capital  for 
any  such  purpoee,  shall  be  entitled  to  be 
beard  against  such  Bill "  {Mr,  E.  Stanh4^) 
May  10,  166 

Amcodt.  in  line  8,  after  *<  against,"  to  insert 
**  any  matter  contained  in  or  propoeed  to  be 
enacted  by"  {Mr,  Pemberton);  Question 
proposed,  "That  thoec  words  be  there  in- 
serted;" after  short  debate,  Question  put; 
A.  66,  N.  311 ;  M.  266  (D.  L.  200) 

Main  QoestiOB  p«t,  and  agreed  to 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Sunding  Order  (Local 
Authorities  to  have  a  locua  standi  against 
Oas  and  Water  Bills)  be  a  Standing  Order 
of  tbla  Boose 


Parliament — Privilege  {Mr.  P.  £ffan) 
Moved,  <*That  the  Letter  published  in  the 
'Freeman's  Joumar  of  the  26th  May, 
signed  Patrick  Egan,  is  a  breach  of  the 
Privileges  of  this  House"  {Mr,  MUeheU 
Henry)  May  30,  1667;  after  short  debate, 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Parliament — The  Member  for  Dungarvan 
{Suspension) 
Moved,  **  That  this  House,  having  heard  what 
passed  in  Committee  on  the  8th  of  March, 
and  approvinir  of  the  action  taken  by  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  upon  the  facts 
then  before  him,  aocepts  the  explanation  of 
the  honourable  Member  for  Dungarvan  that 
it  was  not  his  desire  or  intention  to  disregard 
the  authority  of  the  Chair"  {Sir  WiUiam 
Rareourt)  June  2,  1984  ;  after  short  debate. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Parliamentary  Oaths  {Mr.  Bradlaugh) 

Mr.  Bradlaugh  having  preeented  himself  at  the 
Table  claiming  to  take  the  Oath  required  by 
law,  Mr.  Speaker,  pursuant  to  the  Order  of 
the  House,  called  upon  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to 
withdraw ;  who  refusing  was  remov^  by 
the  Serjeant  at  Arms  below  the  Bar  ;  after 
some  debate. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  do  remove 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  the  House,  until  he 
shall  engage  not  further  to  disturb  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House  "  {Sir  Staford  Xortk* 
cote)  May  10,  179 ;  after  short  debate.  Ques- 
tion put,  and  agreed  to 

Mr.  Speaker  acquainted  the  Houso  that  be  had 
received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  re- 
turned as  one  of  the  Members  for  the  Bo- 
rough of  Northampton,  relative  to  the  pro- 
ceeding of  the  House  in  his  caseJfoyll, 
217 

Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Iawsou  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Speaker  May  11,  217  ;  Questions,  Mr.  New- 
degate,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  Mr.  Labeu* 
obere.  Lord  Randolph  Churchill,  Mr.  Warton, 
Sir  IL  Drummond  Wolff,  Mr.  DiUwyn  ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Gladstone,  Mr.  Speaker  May  12, 
282 :  Question,  Sir  WUfrid  Uwsen  ;  An- 
swer,  Mr.  Speaker  May  17,  694  ;  Qnettioo, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone May  19,  820 

Interference  of  Government  0/icials  at  Wool* 
wiek  Arsenal,  Questions,  Mr.  Labonehere, 
Baron  Henry  De  Worms  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Childers  May  26,  1316;  Queetioo,  Baron 
Henry  De  Worms;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 
May  30,  1667 

Parliamentary  Oath  {Mr.  Bradlaugh)-- 
Notiee  of  Motion  {Sir  Wtffnd  Law- 
son) 
Moved,  **That  this  House  do  now  adjourn" 
(Mr,  L^bouehere)  May  13,  414  ;  after  debaU, 
Motion  withdrawn 

Parliamxht — HoxrsK  of  Lords 
Sat  First 
ifoyl3— The  Lord  Strathspey  (the  Eari  of 
Seafidd),  after  the  death  of  bis 
htimr 
May  17— The  Lord  Camoys,  after  the  death  of 
hii  gmndhtbiT 
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Pabliament — House  op  Commons 
New  Writ  Issued 

May  13 — For  Preston,  ir.   Edward  Uermooi 
esquire,  deceased 

New  Members  Sworn 
May  20 — Thomas    Collins,    esquire,    Knares' 

borough 
May  26 — William    Farrer    Eoroyd,    esquire, 

Preston 

Parliamentary   Elections   and  Cormpt 
Practices  (Consolidation)  Bill 

{Mr,  Sardeattle,  Sir  Alexmider  Gordon) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°»  May  25  [Bill  170] 

Parliamentary  Oaths  (Motion  for  Bill) 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate 
on  Question  [6th  May],  **  Thai  the  Ad- 
journed Debate  on  the  Question  [2nd  May], 
'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair 
for  Committee  on  the  Parliamentary  Oaths 
(Motion  for  Bill)'  be  further  Adjourned  till 
Tuesday  next,  at  Two  of  the  olook  "  {Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish)  ;  Debate  resumed 
May  9,  128;  Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned  "  {Sir  Waiter  B,  BarUelot) ; 
after  short  debate.  Question  put;  A.  182, 
N.  202  ;  M.  20  (D.  L.  199) 
Main  Question  again  proposed  ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Motion  withdrawn ;  I)ebate  on  Ques- 
tion [2nd  May],  <«  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,"  further  adjourned 

Parliamentary  Registration  Bill 

{Mr.  Boord,  Mr.  AehUm  Dilke,  Mr.  Orantham) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  V"^  May  12  [Bill  165] 


Pabneix,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Cork 

Africa  (South)^Swasi  Land,  1778 
Constabulary  (Ireland)— Ciroular  of  Inspector 

General,  1080 
Evictions  (Ireland),  Co.   Mayo,    1050,  1051. 

1637 
Ireland,  State   of— Inflammatory  Placards— 
The  Irish  ConsUbulary,  554,  556,  818 
Land  League,  1884 
Irish    Executive— Motion  of  Censure,  1294. 

1255,  1261 
Land  Law  (Ireland)— Urgency,  286,  585 
Land    Law    (Ireland),    2R.  347,  350,  883; 

Comm.  1375,1378 ;  cl.  1,  1959,  1965 
Merchant    Shipping   Acts — Emigrant    Shins. 

1660  ^ 

Parliament— Privilege  (Mr.  P.  Kgan),  1670, 
1677, 1687,  1688  ;  MoUon  for  Adjournment, 
1690 

Parliamentary  Oaths  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  179 
Peace    Preservation    (Ireland)    Act,    1881  — 
Arrests  of  Rev.  Father  Sheehy  and  Others, 
977,  992 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881— Mr.  Dillon,  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 183.  693,  1078,  1783,  1784,  1887 
Public  Services — Vote  on  Account,  1332 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
menU,  1746, 17l8  ;  Amendt.  1750, 1758 


Passenger  Aet9-^Bmi§remi  Bhips 

Question,  Captain  Price  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cbaai- 
berlain  May  17,  685 

Patrick,  Mr.  E.  W.  CtoeHRAH-,  Awrskire, 
N. 
Free  Education  (Scotland),  2R.  738 

Peek,  Sir  H.  W.,  Surreg,  Mid, 
Ballot  Act— The  St.  Itm  EleeUoo,  1061, 1 962 

Peel,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Warwick  Bo. 
Parliament^Publio  Bosineet,  1323 

Pell,  Mr.  A.,  Zeieestor shire,  8. 
Alkali,  Ae.  Works  Regulation,  Cooub.  d.  13, 
1419 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Conn.  AmtmiL 

1084 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  c<.  1,  1704 
London  City  ( Parochial  Charities),  2R.  1309 

Pembirton,  Mp.  E.  L.,  £ent,  £. 

Parliament— New  SUnding  Order.  Aoieadl. 
159,  167 

Perot,  Ri^t  Hon.  Earl,  ITortAumhir- 
land,  iV: 

Africa  (South)~The  Transvaal  (Political  Rela. 
tions).  32 

Alkali,  Ac.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  cL   16, 

Amendt.  1967  ;  cl.  27,  1974;  add.cL  1976, 

1977 

Army    Re-organisation  —  Militia    Baltaliooa. 
1312  -— -. 

Militia  Ofllcers'  Uniforms,  30 
Fishing  Vessels'  Lighu,  Ri^rt  of  Select  Con- 

mittee,  Res.  1841 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  1, 1521 
Post  Offlce  (Savings  Bank  Departinent)— Pto- 

motions,  29 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Rerenne  DepAri- 

menU,  1742 

Peru^  Massacre  of  Chinese 

Question,  Mr.  W.   H.  James;    Answer,    Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  May  13,  402 

Pjbtb&boroitoh,  Bishop  of 

Law   Relating  to  the  Protection  of  Tovng 
Girls,  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  1611 

Petty  Sessions  Clerks  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  LitUm,  Mr.  Jmim  Biehtrdeom) 

e.  Committee  •—!.?.  May  12  [BUI  41] 

Committee— E.P.  May  16,  667 
Committee  ;  Repk>rt  May  26,  1425 


Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Oonflrmatkm 

Bill  {Mr.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Beetym 

AihUy) 
e.  Read  2**  Maty  9  [BiU  148] 
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Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Conflrmation 
(Ho.  2)  Bill 

(ifr.  AihU^,  Mr,  Chamberlain) 

•.  OHarwl  ;  fMd  l*"  •  Map  19  [Bill  ISl] 

Rmd9^*Map90 
Cominittee  ditoharged  *  May  81 

Platfaib,  Right  Hon.  Mr.  Lyon 
(Ohairman  of  Committees  of  Ways 
and  Means  and  Deputy  Speaker), 
Edinburgh  and  8t.   Andreto*i  Uni^ 

vmniiUi 
Alkali.  Ae.  Worki  R«folatioo,  Comm.  d.  10, 

U16 
Army  EttimatM — Profitions,  ke.  1573,  1577, 

1570, 1580. 1581 
Cnttoms  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  cl.  9, 

1117;  «/.  8.  1121,  1138;  ei.  8,  1186;  cl.lt, 

1161 ;  el,  20, 1160;  d.  88,  1804 
Land  Uw  (Ireland),  Comm.  <;/.  1,  Ull,  1468, 

1460,  1406,   1407,1400.  1502,  1508,1506. 

1521,  1522,  1528.  1524,  1782,  1788,  1785, 

1786.  1801,  18151.  1816.  1012.  1018.   1014, 

1010. 1085.  1044,  1065 
Monument  to  the  late  Earl  of  Beaoonsfield. 

K.O..  Comm.  57 
Newtpapert  (Law  of  Libel).  Comm.  el,  6.  51 1 
Parliament— New  SUnding  Order,  168 
Supply — Civil  Servicet  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments. 1741.  1747.  1750,  1755 

Flukkbt,  Eight  Hon.  D.  B.,  Dublin 

Univeriiiy 
Great   North  of  Scotland    Railway,    Consid. 

1680 
Irish   Executive,   Motion  of   Censure,   1255. 

1257 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  851  ;  Comm.  cl.  1. 

1485,  1486.  1712 

Poor  Law    {Ireland)   Bill-^DitirMi  for 

Rent 
Question.  Mr.   Blennerhassett ;   Answer.  Mr. 
Gladstone  May  28. 1078 

Poor  Law — Pauper  Schools  {Metropolis) 
Question,  Mr.  Mac&rlane  ;  Answer.  Mr.  Dod- 
son  JuHS  2.  1861 

Poor  Belief  and  Andit  of  Aoooonts  (Scot- 
land) Bill  <  Th4  Lord  AdfpeaU,  Mr. 
Solicitor  Otneralfor  Scotland) 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  ( The  Lord  Advocate)  June  2. 
1088;  Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  ordered; 
r«Mll«*  [BiUl82] 

PoBTMAir,  Hon.  W.  H.  B.,  Dorsetshire 
Gr«*at    North  of  Scotland   Railway.    Conaid. 
1617 

Poriu§al--Th$  Loureneo  Marque*  Trmtff^ 
m^^Ratifieaiiom 
Qoeetioos.    Observations,    Lord    Lanlnfton ; 
Bcfly,  The  Karl  of  RimWln  Jum  t,  1854 


Post  Officb 

MxSCILLiLMIOUS  QUBSTIOVS 

CdUeUon  ^  Assessed  Tawes,  Question.  Baron 

Henry  Ue  Worms;   Answer.  Mr.  FawoeU 

May  28,  1058 
Commumiotion  with  the  North  of  SeoUand, 

Question,  Mr.  Cameron  ;  Answer.  Mr.  Faw- 

ceti  May  0, 14 
The  Mails  in  Arpylishire  end  the  North  of 

Scotland,  Questions.  Mr.  Fraser* Mackintosh ; 

Answers.    Mr.    Fawcett    May   28,    1058  ; 

May  26, 1820 
Kidderminster  Post  Ofiee,  Question,  Mr.  Brin- 

ton ;  Answer.  Mr.  Fawcett  May  26,  1807 
Memorial   of  Metropolitan   Letter  •  Carriers, 

Question,  Mr.  Schreiber  ;  Answer.  Mr.  Faw- 
cett IToy  80,  1648 
Parcel  Post^CoUeeUon  of  Accounts,  Qnettict, 

Mr.  A.  Grant ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  May  8#, 

1662 
Post  Qfee  (IreUmdy^Delivery  of  Letters  at 

Bonnybeg^  Co,  Limerick,  Question,  Miyor 

O'Beiroe;   Answer,  Mr.  FawceU  Ma^  18, 

402 
Postage  of  Newspapers  Abroad,  Qnestioo.  Mr. 

Warton  ;  Answer.  Mr.  FawceU  Mcty  0.  26 
Postal  Orders,  Question.  Mr.  Fraser^Maekin* 

tosh  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  June  2.  1877 
Purchase  of  Christ's  Hospital  Site,  Questions, 

Mr.  Dison-Uartiand,   Sir    Henry    Selwin- 

Ibbetson  ;  Answers.   Mr.  Fawcett  May  26, 

1881 
Savings  Bank  Act,  1880.  Quf'sticn.  Mr.  Bui* 

ton  ;  Answer.  Mr.  Fawcett  May  10.  808 
Savings  Bank  Department'-^  ICmployment   of 

Deaf  and  Dumb  Persons,  Question,  Mr.  C.  S. 

Parker  ;  Answer.  Mr.  Fawcett  May  0.  28  ; 

^^Promotions,  Question.  Earl  Percy ;    An- 
swer, Mr.  Fawcett  May  0.  20 
Service  of   Writs^-Letter-Carriers,  Question. 

Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  May  10, 

708 

Telegraph  Department 

Telearaph  Act,  1868— Pcn^ien  of  Telegraph 
Clerks,  Question.  Mr.  Madiver;  Answer. 
Mr.  FawceU  May  18.  405  ;  Question.  Mr. 
Madiver ;  Answer.  The  Attorney  General 
May  10,  706  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Birkbeck,  Mr. 
Madiver;  Answers,  Mr.  Fawcett  Mint  28 f 
1056;  Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wdf ; 
Answer.  Mr.  Fawcett,  1075  ; — Ofinian  of 
the  Attorney  General,  Question,  Mr.  Mao- 
liver;  Answer.  Mr.  FawceU  ifoy  26.  1818 

Telegraph  Wiru  (Metropolis),  Question,  Sir 
Henry  Tyler;  Answer.  Sir  William  Har* 
court  May  80. 1661 

Telegraphs  in  Rural  DistricU,  Queatioos.  Mr. 
Round.  Mr.  Uealy;  Answers.  Mr.  FawceU 
June  2. 1877 

Potato  Crop  Committee,  1880  {Ireland) 
Moved.  '*  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Douse,  it 
is  expedient  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
dkoold  take  steps  to  carry  into  effect  such  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Potato  Crop 
Committee  of  1880  as  relate  to  Ireland,  by 
promotiuf  the  creation  and  establishment  of 
new  varieties  of  the  I'oUto ;  by  facilitatiof 
the  progress  of  further  ezperimenU  as  ibe 
bsst  meant  of  lesMaing  the  spread  of  tba 
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Potato  Crop  Committee,  1880  (/r«(and)— con t. 

Potato  Disease  ;  and  by  brinfring  within  the 
reach  of  small  farmers  supplies  of  sound 
seed  to  be  obtained  for  cash  payments" 
(Major  Nolan)  May  81,  1841  ;  after  short 
debate,  [House  counted  out  J 

PowEB,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mayo 

ParIiament-rPriTilege(Mr.  P.  Egan),  1679, 

1078,  1681.  1698 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  1, 1902 

PowEE,  Mr.  R.,  Water/ord 

Alkali,  Ae.  Works  Regulation.  Gomm.  el,  11, 

1417;  0/.  13, 1419;  cL  16,1967 
Army  Estimates—Provisions,  Ac.  1581,  1583, 

1584 
Ireland,    State   of — Dungarvan    Workhooie, 

1664 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  1369,  1370 
Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland),  2R. 

666 
Parliament  —  Public  Business — Derby   Day, 

1335  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1785, 1791, 

1792 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — Ar- 
rests of  Rer.  Father  Sheehy  and  Others, 

986 
Petty  Sessions  Clerks  (Ireland),  Comm.  668 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 

Act,  1881^Mr.  Dillon,  211 

Powis,  Earl  of 
Army  (Thanks  of  Parliament),  Motion'  for  a 
Return,  675 

Pbioe,  Oaptain  O.  E.,  Devonport 

Army — Aides-de-Camp  to  the  Queen,  1878 

MiUtia  Bands.  1879 
Passenger  Acts — Emigrant  Ships,  685 

"Frineest    Alice'*    Catastrophe,    The— 
Burial  Expenses  of  the  Sufferers — 
Tidal  Rivers  (IntermenU)  Bill 
Question,  Mr.   Montasn  Scott ;   Answer,  Sir 
William  Uaroourt  May  30,  957 

Prisons  {Enifland)  Aet— First- Class  Mis- 
demeanants 
Question,  Mr.   Healy;    Answer,  Sir  William 
Harconrt  May  12,  268 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  {Ire- 
land) Act,  1881— See  under  Ireland 

Protection  of  Young  Girls,  Law  Relating 
to  the 

Moved,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the  law  relatire 
to  the  protection  ot  young  girls  from  artifices 
to  induce  them  to  lead  a  corrupt  life,  and 
into  the  means  of  amending  the  same  "  ( The 
Earl  of  Dalhoutie)  May  30,  1603;  after 
short  debate,  on  Question  f  agreed  to 

And,  on  June  14,  Committee  nominated ;  List 
of  th«  Committee,  1618 


Public  Eealth 


Cement  Matmfaetwree,  QuestioB,  Mr.  Wartoa : 

Answer.  Mr.  Dodtoo  Meat  16.  567 
Importation  of  American  tiams  and  Brntteriae, 

Question,    Obeervations.    Lord    Staaley  ef 

Alderley ;  Reply,  The  Bfarq«e«  of  Hutly 

May  16.  518 
Small -Po»   (MebropoUs),    Qnettioa,   CoIomI 

Makins  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodsoa  May  9,  35  ; 

—Hospitals,  Question.  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith; 

Answer,  Mr.  Dodton  May  12,  275 


PnoHy  Mr.  L.  P.,  Cardiganshire 

Committees   (Ascension   Day) — The  "Coast- 
Out  *'  on  Tuesday,  12^ 
Crown   Lands  (Wale«),^otioB  for  a  Selsei 
Committee,  1362 


Railways 
Administration  of  Foreign  RaUways,  Questiot. 
Lord  Braboume ;   Anawtr,  Earl  OraavOlt 
May  27,  1438 

Metropolitan  Distriet  RaUway  Campmmy,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Firth ;  Answer.  Mr.  Chamberlain 
May  13.  371 

Railway  Fares— The  Racing  Meetit^,  Qms- 
tion,  Mr.  Labouchere ;  Answer,  Air.  Cham- 
berlain May  30,  1642 

Bahsat,  Mr.  J.,  Falkirk,  ^e. 
Free  Ednoation  (Scotland),  2B.  766 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  eL   1,  Motion  Imt 
reporting  Progress,  1785  ;   Ameadi.  1795, 
1813 


Bamsdxn,  Sir  J.  W.,  YorkeMre,  W,  R, 
E.  Div. 
Und  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  382 


Bathbone,  Mr.  W.,  Carnarvonshire 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenae,  Comm.  1093 
Land  Law  (Ireland).  Comm.  1883 
Minister  of  Agricnltore  and  CommerDe,  Bet< 

471 
Representation  of  the  People  (Eleetion  Syt* 

tems).  Res.  1531 


Bbdmovb,  Mr.  J.  £.,  New  Ross 
High  Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland)— C 

"  Kavanagh  Minors,"  558 
Land  Law  (ireUnd),  2R.  327 


Begnlation  ProTifional  Order  (Baamibj 

Moor)  Bill— <lA^nMnn(2f 

Commons  Begnlation  ProviiionAl  Order 
(Beamslej  Moor)  Bill 

( The  Barl  of  DaihoueU) 

h  Read  2«*  May  16  (No.  63) 

Commiuee  *  May  19 
Report  *  May  30 
Read  3*  *i#ay  33 
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Segnlation  ProTisional  Order  (Laiigbar 

Koor)  Bill — afterwards 

Commoni  Begnlation  ProYidonal  Order 
Q^Aiigbar  Hoor)  Bill 

(Tk4  Earl  of  Dalhomie) 

L  Reftd  3«*  May  16  (No.  63) 

Committee*  Hay  19 
Report*  May  20 
Read  ^'•jtf  ay  23 

BtUgumi  DtsdbiUtiei — ZsgiikUion 
QaeeliOD,  Mr.  Bellingbam  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
atone  May  13,  874 

BemoTftl  Termi  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Mr,  Jam$$  Stnomrtf  Dr,  Cawaron^  Mr,  Patrick, 
Mr,  FroMr-MaekinUnh) 

€.  Read  2^,  aOer  abort  debate  May  25, 1270 

[BUI  8] 

Btpreimtatum  of  th$  PeopU  {Election 
SyitewU) 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Sapplj  May  27,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,'*  and  add  **  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  and 
report  upon  the  sjstem  of  election  of  Mem- 
ben  of  thia  Uouse  bes^  calculated  to  secure 
the  just  and  complete  represenution  of  the 
whole  electoral  lK>dy"(i^.  Blenn^haiteU) 
V.  1524;  Question  propoaed,  *'That  the 
words,  4c. ; "  after  short  debate.  Question 
put;  A.  102,  N.  40;  M.  62  (D.  L.  217) 

B10HARD8ON,  Mr.  J.  N.y  Armagh  Co, 
Inland    Navifation    Drainage  ( Ireland)— The 

Upper  Bann,  678 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cL  1,  1961 

BlOHMOKD  AKD  GOBDOIT,    Duke  of 
Tramways  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 
W.  5,  783 

BrroHis,  Captain  G.  T.,  Tower  HamUU 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  d,  7> 
1129;  0/.  8,  1134,1135 

France — New  Commercial  Treaty— Nefotia- 
tions,  1311,  1312 

France  and  Tunis— The  Treaty,  683 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  1,  1508  ;  Mo- 
tion for  reporting  Progress,  1820,  1803 

Metropdiun  Bridges  and  Ferry  Roads  Bill- 
East  and  West  India  Ferry  Roads,  1309 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  36,  601 

Parliamentary  Oath,  036 

Parliamentary  Oaths  (Motion  for  Bill),  129 

BoDWKLL,  Mr.  B.  B.  H.,  Cambridgeshire 
Land  Uw  (Ireland).  2R.  621 
Parliament— New  Standing  Order,  169 

Boosaa,  Mr.  J.  £.  Thorold,  Souihcark 

Cierieal  Disabilities  Act  Repeal,  2R.  234 
Currency— Monetary  Conlereoet  at  Paris— 

Bi.MeUllitm,172,  955 
Land  Law  (Ireland)— Urgeoey,  285 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  1, 1516 

^^^^Ww# 


RoeiBS,  Mr.  J.  E.  Thorold— eoii<. 

Westminster  School — Exchange  of  Estates — 

Order,  1318 
Westminster  School  and  Christ  Church  College, 

Oxford,  807,  900 

B08EBSBT,  Earl  of 

Russia — Persecution  of  the  Jews,  513 
Turkey  and  Greece — The  ConTention,  1183 

BouKD,  Mr.  J.,  Estex,  E, 
Minister  of  Agriculture  and  Commerce,  Res. 

471,  472 
Post  Office- Telegraphs  in  Rural   Districts, 

1877 

BussKLL,  Mr.  0.,  Dundalk 

Land  Uw  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  1,  1906,  1939, 
1959 

Peace  Preeenration  (Ireland)  Act,  1881— Ar- 
rests of  Rot.  Father  Sheeby  and  Others, 
979 

Russia — see  title  His  Imperial  Majestg 
the  Emperor  of  All  the  Russias 

Russia 

MlSCILLA»Ot;B   QUBSTIOVS 

Persecution  of  the  Jews,  Question,  The  Earl 
of  Rosebery ;  Answer,  Earl  Granville 
May  16,513 

Estpulsion  of  Mr,  L.  Lewitohn,  a  Naturalised 
British  Subjeet,  Questions,  Baron  Henry  De 
Worms;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
May  16,  563 :  Questions,  Baron  Henry  De 
Worms,  Sir  U.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answers, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke;  Question,  Mr.  J. 
Cowen  [no  reply]  May  19,  803  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  J.  Cowen,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill, 
Mr.  O'Donnell,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms; 
Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke,  825;  Notice 
of  Question,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms;  An* 
swer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  May  20,  962 ; 
Questions,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms,  Sir  H. 
Dmmmond  Wolff;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke  May  23,  1073 

Inqniry   by   Special    Aoeht,    Question,    Mr. 
O'Donnell;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
ifay  26,  1312 
[See  Utle  Central  Asia] 

Btlakds,  Mr.  P.,  Burnley 

Africa  (South)— Natal— Sir  Owen  Lanyon,  264 
Army— Competitive  Examinations,  544 
Customs  and  Inland  Rerenue,  Comm.  cl.  20, 

1341  ;  el,  29,  1357 
Irish  ExeootiTe,  1459 
Parliament— Business  of  the   House,    Motion 

for  Adjournment,  699 

St.  Albaks,  Duke  of 

Valuation  of  Rateable  Property  (Ireland)— 
Oriflth's  ValaaUoo,  1429 

St.  Aubtv,  Sir  J.,  Cornwall,  W. 
rishing   Vessels'    Lights,   Report   of    Select 
Committee,  Res.  1839 
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Salisbttrt,  Marquess  of 

Army  (Thanks  of  ParlUment),  Motion  for  a 

Retorn,  675 
Charitable  Tmsta  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  260  ; 

Gomm.  cl  2,  1188;  el,  8,  Amendt.   1190, 

1194;   cl  4,   Amendt.   1196,  1198;  cl.  7. 

1199 
Earl  of  Beaoontfleld,  K.G.,  The  late— Addreu 

to  Her  Majesty,  6 
Parliament — Publio  Business,  1769 
Stolen  Goods,  2  a.  257 
Tnnis,  Affairs  of,  1448 
Teterinary  Sorgeons,  2R.  1764 

Samuelsok,  Mr.  B.,  Banbury 
ParliamenUry  Oath,  939 

Samuelson,  Mr.  H.  B.,  FVonti 

Parliament^PriTilege  (Mr.  P.  Egan),  1679 

SoHBEiBEB,  Mr.  C,  Poole 
Post  Offioo— Memorial  of  Metropolitan  Letter- 
Carriers,  1648 

Science  and  Art 

MiSCXLLAinEOUS  QoitTIOKS 

Museum  and  Library ^  Dublin,  Qaestions,  Mr. 

Dawson,  Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan  ;  Answers,  Mr. 

Mundella  May  26.  1827 
Natural  Bittory  Museum,  South  Kensington^ 

Question,  Mr.  Firth  :  Answer,  Mr.  Spenoer 

Walpole  May  24, 1203 
The  British  Museum—Loan  of  ObjeeU  of  AH 

for    Temporary  Exhibitions,  Question,  Mr. 

Magniao;    Answer,  Mr.    Spencer   Walpole 

June  2, 1862 
The  yaiional  Gallery^  The  Proposed  ExUn- 

tion,  Question,  Mr.  Coope ;  Answer,  Lord 

Frederick  Cavendish  May  18,  400 


SoLATBB-BooTH,  Eieht  Hon.  G.,  SanU,  N. 

Alkali,  Ac.  Works  Regulation,  Conim.  el.  9, 
1416;  el.  12,  1418;  cl.  13,  1419;  d.  18, 
1422 

Customs  and  Inlioid  Retenue,  Comm.  1099  ; 
d.  20,  1848 

Great  North  of  Scotland  Railway,  Consid.  1623 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1746 

Vaccination  Act — Vaccine  Lymph,  792 

Scotland 

MllGILLAiriOUt    QUISTIOHS 

Crime — Alleged  Outrage  at  Bra4^head,  Dun- 
fermline^ Question,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answer, The 
Lord  Advocate  May  9,  12 ;^The  OUnluee 
Murder^  Question,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Mag  13,  408 

Criminal  Law — Ccue  of  Mr.  Fraser,  Question, 
Mr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
May  9,  18 

General  Register  House  —  Re-organiseUion, 
Question,  Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross ;  Answer, 
Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  May  19,  794 

Law  and  Justice  ^  The  Law  of  £n<at7.  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Donald  Cnrrie ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  June  2, 1886 

Iconic 


SOOTLAVD— eofU. 

Scotch  Business — Local  Geverwment  and  Loeel 
Taxation,  Obeervatioos,  The  Eari  of  MieM, 
The  Duke  of  Argyll.  The  Eari  of  Caaper- 
downe;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Dalboesis 
Ifoy  31.  1765 

Solway  Fisheriee^Geo,  iK.  tf.  45,  #.  •— 
Report  of  the  Commnssioners—Loglsleiiom, 
Question,  Sir  John  Hjiy  ;  Answer,  Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcoori  May  19,  819 

SooTT,  Lord  H.  J.  M.  D.,  EantSy  S. 

**  Princess  Alice"  Catastrophe -Burial  Ex- 
pensee  of  the  Snfferert ^Tidal  Rivers  later- 
menu  Bill,  957 

Trade  and  Commeroo  ^Hawick  and  CslssMili, 
812 

SELwnr-lBiurraoK,  Sir  H.  J.,  Essex,  W. 

Post  0(Bce~Parchaae  of  Christ's  Hospital 
Site,  1832 

Settled  Land  Bill  [u.l.] 

(^iV  E.  Assheton  Cross) 

c.  Order  for  2R.  read  May  18. 512      [Bill  M] 

[Uonse  counted  oatj 

Sexton,  Mr.  T.,  SJii^o 

Crime   (Scotland j— Alleged  Outrage  at  Bne- 

head,  Dunfermline,  12 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881— Arrest*  ef 
Hev.  Father   Sheehy  and   Others,  98L 
1210 
Protection   of  Person   and   Property  Act, 

1881— Mr.  Dillon,  28,  968. 1077, 1«78 
Koyal  Irish  Constabniary— Alleged  Miscoa- 
duct  at  Ballinamon,  10 
Ireland  —  Intoiicating   Liquors  on  Satarday, 

Res.  1027 
Land  Tax  Commissioners*  Names,  Comm.  1170 

Shaftssbubt,  Earl  of 

Law  Relating  to  the  Protection  of  Toung  Girls, 

Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  1809 
Reformatory  Education,  Res.  1602 

Shaw,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  Co. 

Laud  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  Motion  for  Adjours- 
ment,  123,  288;  Comm.  cL  1,  1719,  1€07» 
1931,  1941,1959 


SmMOUTH,  Viscount 

Navy— Widows  of  Seamen  and  Marines— The 

Committee,  671,  676 
Reformatory  Education,  Res.  1602 

Slago,  Mr.  J.,  Manchester 

Alkali,  Ac.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  add.  d. 

AmeodU  1975, 1976 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  1106 
France  —  Commercial  Treaty  —  If ew  Frtaeh 

General  Tariff.  37 
Minister  of  Agrkulture  and  Comneroe,  Set. 

466 
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8man  DeUi  (Limitation  of  Aettons)  Bill 

{Lord  Randolph  Ckurehill,  Mr,  Arthur  Balfour, 

Sir  H$nry  Wolff,  Mr,  Oortt) 

«.  Moved,  ''ThAt  the  Bill  be  dow  read  2®" 
JMfiy  11,246 
Aroendt.  to  leave  out  "  dow/'  and  add  **  upon 
this  day  liz  months"  (Mr,  Marriott);  Ques- 
tion propoeed,  "  That  *  now/  Ac. ; "  afur 
short  debate,  Question  pot,  and  agreed  to 
Order  for  SR.  discharged  ;  Bill  withdrawn 

[Bill  78] 

Smith,  Bight  Hon.  W.  H.,  Westmimter 

France^  New   French  General  Tariff— The 

Cobden  Treaty,  270 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  300 ;  Coonn.  el,  1, 

1410 
MetropoliUn  District  Asylom  Boards,  1071 
Navy— Destruction  of  H.M.S.  "  Doterel,"  584 
Public  Health— Small-Pox  (Metropolis)  Hos- 
pitals, 275 
PurohaM  of  Stores  (India).  679 
Thames  River  (No.  2),  502 
Vaccination  Act — Vaccine  Lymph,  701 

Smith,  Ut.  T.  E.,  Tynemouth,  Sf-e. 

Merchant  Shipping,  2R.  Amendt.  132,  134 

SouciTOB  Gbksbal,  The  (Sir  Fahbeb 
Hebsohell),  Durham 
Cottoms  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  el.  13, 

1148:  c/.  20,  1355,  1358 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Corom.  el.  1,  1486,  1720 
Law  of  Libel— The  Boston  Election,  271 
Newspapers  (Law  of  Libel),  Comm.  eL  3,  510 

Solidtori'  Bemnneration  BiU  [b.l.] 

«.  RMd2«*ifoyl9  [Bill  100] 


Solway  Fiiheriei  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Mr,  JBmest  Notl,  Mr,  J,  Max  well- Heron,  Mr, 

Andorion) 
€,  Order  for  2R.   discharged  ;    Bill  withdrawn 
May  95, 1302  [Bill  141] 

SoMSRBBT,  Duke  of 

Parliament— Pablic  Bosioesi,  1769 

SPXAxn,  The  (Right  Hon.  H.  B.  W. 

Brahd),  Cam^idg$$hir$ 
Church  Patronage  (No.  2),  Motion  for  Leave, 

670 
Coostabolar/  (Ireland)— Circular  of  Inspector 

General,  1082 
Court  of  Bankmptqr  (Ireland)  (OflBcert  and 

Clerks),  Motion  for  Leave,  1984 
Criminal  Law — Queen  v.  Bradlangb  and  An* 

other-"  Fmiu  of  I'bUosoph/,"  32 
Crown  Lands— The  Stagsden   Crown  Estate, 

959.  1870,  1872.  1873 
Great  North  of   Scotland    Railway,   Cooaid. 

1614,  1621;  a^frf.  e/.  1636 
India— Grant  to  General  Sir  Frederick  Roberts, 

1070 
Intoilcatlog  Liqoort  oo  Satnrdaj  (IrtUad)^ 

Ret.  1028 

^#Ofw* 


Spiaekb,  The— «ott/. 
Ireland,    State    of— loflammatorr  Placards — 
The  Irish  Constabnlary,  549,  554 
Slave  Driving  in  Galwaj,  1205 
Irish  Ececutive,   Motion    of  Censare,    1238, 

1250.  1253. 1257 
Land  Law  (Ireland)— Urgency.  288 
Und  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  632,  876  ;   Comm. 

1370,1371,1397 
Land  Tax  Commissioners*  Names,  Comm.  1171 
Local   Courts  of   Bankroptoy    (Irehind),  2R. 

662,  667 
Lnnacy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  1290 
Newspapers  (Law  of  Libel),  Comm.  503 
Parliament — Misoelianeous  Qaestions 
Bosiness  of  the  House,  36,  278 
Derby  Day,  1335,  1460, 1789 
Privilege  (Mr.  P.  Egan).  1667.  1668, 1670, 
1679. 1684, 1686, 1687,  1688, 1689, 1690, 
1691,1693.1694 
Pariiamentary  Oath,  910 
Parliamenury  Oaths  (Mr.  Bradlaogh).   179, 
180.  217,  218,  283.  284.  285,  416,  417,  418, 
419,431.434.435,436.695 
Parliamentary  Oaths  (Motion  for  Bill),   124, 

129 
Peace    Preservation    (Ireland)    Act,    1881 — 
Arrests  of  Rev.  Father  Sheehy  and  Others, 
981,  990,  996.  998,  999,  1001 
Potato  Crop  Committee,  1880  (Ireland),  Res. 

1845.  1846.  1847. 1850.  1852 
Protection  of  Person  and   Property  (Ireland) 
Act.  1881 — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Arrest  of  Mr.  Lalor,  410,  413 
Mr.  Dillon.  23.  205.  694,  1784 
Proclamation  of  Queen's  Co.  688.  689 
Suspension  of  Evictions  (Ireland),  Motion  for 

Leave,  1984 
Trade  Combinations  (Food,  ho.),  475.  476 
Tunis  (International  Engagements).  954 
Wajs  and  Means — Inland  Uevenne^Beer  and 

Spirit  Licences  on  Railways,  812 
Westminster  School  and  Chrial  Church  College, 

Oiford,  807 
Westminster  School^  Cichange  of  Estatee— 
Order,  1320 

Spxnosb,  Earl  (Lord  President  of  the 

Council) 
Charitable  Trasta  Acts   Amendment,  Comia. 

«/.  4,  1197 
Ireland.  State  of— Intimidation  and  Outrages, 

385,392 
Irish  Und  Bill.  1870.  Motion  for  a  Paper,  263 
Parliament— Public  Business,  1769 
Veterinary  Sorgeona,  2R.  1762 

Staithopk,  Hen.  £.,  Zineolnshtrs,  Hid. 
AsU  (Central)— AfghanisUn  (Political  Adairs), 

488 
Church  Patronage  (Mo.  2),  Motion  for  Leave, 

670,  671 
Currency^  Monetary  Conference   at    Pari*— 

Bi.MeUllUm.  955 
Great   North  of  Scotland    Railway,  Coosid. 

1632 
India — Afghanistan— Evacuation   of  Pithin— 

Alleged  Sectlemeni  of  the  Difieolty  with  the 

Bbeels,  1666 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  eL  1, 1409 
PftrUMBMi— New  Sundlng  Order,  156 
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Stanley,  Eight  Hon.  Colonel  F.  A., 
Zaneanhire,  iV. 

Army  Estimatea — Provisions,  ^.  1501,  1555, 
1557.  1563. 1575.  1578 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  633,  647 ;  Gomm. 
d,  1. 1508 

Parliament — Public  Business.  1887 

Sale  and  Exportation  of  Anns  and  Ammuni- 
tion—Sale of  **  Old  Stores."  1305 

Staklby,  Hon.  E.  L.,  Oldham 

Free  Education  (Scotland).  2R.  768.  771 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh).  437 

Stanley  of  Aldsrley,  Lord 

Africa  (South) — Annexation  of  the  TransTaal — 

Mr.  Gladstone's  Letter  to  Mr.  Tomkinson, 

155 
France  and  Tunis — Circular  of  the  French 

Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs.  398 
Ireland.  State  of— Intimidation  and  Outrages, 

381 
Public  Health — Importation  of  American  Uams 

and  Butterine,  513 
Tunis.  AJairs  of,  1446 

Stansfeld,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Bali/ax 
Land  Law  (Ireland),   2R.  860,  861  ;    Comm. 
el,  1.  1954 

Stationery  Office,  H.M.— Report  of  the 
Controller 

Question,  Mr.  Buxton ;  Answer.  Lord  Fred- 
erick Cavendish  May  36, 1315 

Select  Committee  appointed,  such  Committee 
to  consist  of  6?e  Lords.  *'  to  consider  the 
First  Report  of  the  Controller  of  Her  Ma- 
jestj's  Sutionery  Office"  (The  Lord  Thur- 
low)  May  31 

And,  on  June  2,  Committee  nominated  ;  List 
of  the  Committee,  1774 

Stevenson,  Mr.  J.  C,  South  Shields 

Alkali.  Ae.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  ci.  10, 
Amendt.  1417 :  c/.  11.  Amendl.  ib. ;  cL  13. 
1419  ;  cl.  15.  1424  ;  add.  cl,  1977 

Stswabt,  Mr.  J.,  Oreenoek 

RemoTal  Terms  (Scotland),  3R.  1270,  1277 

Stolen  OoodB  Bill  [h.l.] 

(Th4  Lord  Chancellor) 

I.  Read  2%  after  debate  May  12.  253    (No.  60) 
(Committee  *  ;  Report  May  19  (So.  86) 

Referred  to  a  Select  Committee*  May  81 

Stobbb,  Mr.  G.,  Nottinghamehire,  8, 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  cl.  4, 

1126,    1127;   el.    15,    1145,    1150,   1151; 

Amendt.  1153,  1155;  eL  16,  1158 
Land  Uw  (IreUnd).  2R.  927 
Minister  of  Agricolture  and  Commeroe,  Res. 

470 

Stbathnaibn,  Lord 

Army  Organisation — Militia  and  Line  Batta- 
HoDi,  1771 


Sugar  Induitriee   Cowmiitee,   1880— 21# 

Report 
Question,  Bfr.  MacliTcr ;  Answer,  Lord  Fred- 
erick Cavendish  May  24. 1209 


SuLLiYAN,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Meaik 
Alkali.  Ac.  Works  Regulatioo.  Coaiai.  c/.  9, 

1413 
Artisans*  and    Labourers*    Dweliinp    Aets~ 

AJleged  Remoral  of  Families,  85 

Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Evictions,  ke,  1333 

Poor  Law— Banbridge  Workbooae,  589 
Prisons — Governor  of  Limerick  Prisoe,  689 
Protection  of  Person   and    Property  AeC» 

1881— Arrest  of CUrke  at  UmWxM- 

gar,  679,  680  ;— Mr.  Dillon.  24  ,*— Pro- 
clamation of  Queen's  Co.  690 
Science  and   Art — Museum  and   Library, 
Dublin,  1327 

Ireland,  State  of— Ibflammatory  Plaearda— Tbe 
Irish  (Constabulary,  553,  818 

IreUnd — Intoxicating    Liquors   on  Saturday. 
Res.  1017,  1028 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  362  ;  Comm.  d.  1, 
1492.  1521,  1938.  1947,  1956,  1958,  1965 

Parliament— Privilege  (Mr.  P.  Egaa),   1667, 
1680,  1687,  1695 
Public  Business— Derby  Day,  1385 

ParliamenUry  Oath  (Mr.  Brmdlaogfa),  419 

Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenae  Depart- 
ments, 1751 


Sullivan,  Mr.  T.  D.,  Weetwteath 

Army  Estimates — Provisions,  4c.  1572, 1579, 

1583 
Clerical  DisabiUues  Aet  Repeal,  2R.  242 

Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Evictions.  Co.  Tipperary.  1052 
Iri»h  Fisheries,  1549 
Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881— Arrests  of 

Rev.  Father  Sbeeby  and  Others,  984 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property   Act, 
1881— Mr.  Dillon,  213 

Ireland,  State  of— Disturbances  in  Co.  Umeriek* 
1088 
Illegal  Placard- Arrest  at  Mnllingar.  817. 
818 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Gomm.d.  1,  1721,  1899 
Law  and  Police— Alleged  Sale  of  a  Wift,  1646 
Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (IreUnd),  2R.  66T 


Summary  Jnriadiotion  (Lreland)  Bill 

{Mr.  LitUm,  Mr.  £rrinytom,  Mr.  Br—dkmrH) 

€.  Adjourned  Debate  on  Qoeetioa  I6tli  Aprtl^ 
«'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  9^,*'  reenswd 
May  11,  252 ;  Debate  Airtber  a^jouraed 


Snmmarj  Jurisdiction  (Proceas)  Bill 

(Mr.  MmiyoHhmJtt,  Momi  Momt,  Sir  Mmitkfw 
MidUy,  Mr.  Arthur  BUiot) 

e.  Ordered  s  rMd  1«  •  JUoy  26  C^iU  179] 


SUM 
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THA        TBA 


gnmnuury    Proeednre    (SooiUiid)    Act 
Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

{Th0  Earl  of  DaihouM) 
I  Preteotmi ;  read  1»  •  May  80  (No.  00) 


Summers,  Ur.  W.,  Sialyhridge 

Africa  (Soatb>—BMnto  War — French  Mission* 

aries,560 
Africa  (West  Coast>— The  Ashantee  War,  500 
Islands  of  the  Sooth  Paciflc^Outrages  apon 

Natives  committed  under  the  British  Flag, 

ie 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  81 
Turkey^Albanian  League,  15 

Reported  Rising  in  Macedonia,  701 
Tnrkej  and  Greece— Greek  Frontier,  707 

SUPPLY 

Th€  PMie  Serviees^Vote  on  Account,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Pamell;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
May  20,  IdSS 

SUPPLY 
Considered  in  Committee  May  27, 1550 — Abmt 

ESTIMATSS 

Renolotion  reported,  and,  after  short  debate, 

agreed  to  May  80,  1750 
Considered    in    Committee   May  80,   1787 — 

CiTiL  SiETicu  Ain>  RiTiMini  DiPAETMajrrs— 

FimTBts  VoTi  o>  Accourr 
Resolation  reported  May  81 

Snipention  of  ErietionB  (Ireland)  Bill 

€,  Motion  for  Leafo  {Major  Notanj  June  2,  1084 ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  pot  off 

Stvak,  Mr.  E.  J.,  Ltminek  Co, 

Criminal   Law  ( Ireland)— Committals  to  Co. 

Limerick  Gaol,  1642 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  1,  1482 
Peace    Preservation    (Ireland)    Act,    1881  — 

Arrests  of  Rev.  Father  Sheehy  and  Others, 

060 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  O.,  Oxford  Univonity 

Tithe  ( iCztraordinarj  Charge),  22 
Westminster  School  and  Christ  Chorch  College, 
Oiford,  807 

Tavistock,  Marquess  of,  BedfordsMrt 

Aseassinatioa  of  the   Emperor  of    Rossia— 
Replj  to  the  Message  of  Condolence,  88 

TATLom,  Mr.  P.  A.,  L4ic$iUr 

Game  Act — Dealing  in  Game,  1202 

Oroood  Game  Act,  1880— Remission  of  Fines 

Illegall/  Inflicted,  1827 
Vaccination  Act— Sees.  20.,  31..  677,  1775 
Vaccine  Ljmph,  1816 

TsraAjrr,  Mr.  C,  PoihUukW^ 

Alkali,  Ac.  Works  Regolation,  Cooun.  cl,  25» 
Amtodt.  1078 


Thames  Biver  (No.  2)  Bill 

{^Mr,  Chamberlain,  Mr,  Evelyn  Aihlty) 
e,  2R.  deferred  May  18, 502  [Bill  148] 

Thomassok,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Bolton 

Parliament — Standing  Orders  of  this  Hoose, 

1060 
Pariiamentary  Papers,  Publication  of,  1064 

Thomson,  Mr.  H.,  Newry 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  1, 1052 

Thompson,  Mr.  T.  C,  Durham 

International  Law — Torpedoes,  810 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881— Mr.  Dillon,  214 

TflORNHiLL,  Mr.  T.,  Sujffblk,   W, 

Costoms  and  Inland  RcTenoe,  Comm.  cL  8, 
Amendt.  1181,1136 

Thublow,  Lord 

ParliamenUry  Printing,  784 

Tidal  Rivers  (Interments)  Bill 

[Baron  Henry  De  Worms,  Sir  Sydney  WaUrkuf, 

Mr,  Board,  Mr.  Ritchie) 
c.  Ordered  :  read  !•  •  May  0  [Bill  156] 

TiLLBTT,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Norwich 

Chorch  Patronag^  (No.  2),  Motion  for  Leare, 

Motion  for  Adjoomment,  670 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  1,  1014 

Tithe  (Extraordinary  Charge)  Bill 

{^Mr,  Indermek,  Mr.  Howard,  Sir  Edmund  Filmer, 

Mr.    Duekham,  Mr,  Arthur   Vivian,  Mr. 

Thorold  Royere) 

€.  Qoestion,   Mr.  J.   G.  Talbot ;    Answer,  Mr. 
Inderwick  May  0,  22 
Order  for  2R.   discharged;    Bill   withdrawn 
May  25,  1277  [Bill  20] 

Tottenham,  Mr.  A.  L.,  LeiUrim 

Ireland,  State  of— Distorbances  at  Qolnlan's 

Csttle,  Co.  Limerick,  1052 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  105  :  Comm.  1870; 

cl.  1.  1818,  1810 
Royal  Irish  Constabolary — Inspector  General 

^Colonel  Uillier,  1647 

Trade  and  Commerco 

Bawick  and  OalaikitU,  Qoestlon,  Lord  Henry 
Scott ;  Answer,  Mr.  John  Bright  May  10, 
812 

Import  Duty  on  Foreign  BarUy  and  MaU, 
Ubeerrations,  Colonel  Bame  May  28,  1111 

Raciprociiy,  Obsenrations,  Mr.  Mac  Ifer  ; 
short  debate  thereon  May  28,  II 01 

Raporti  of  S€cr€tariee  of  Legation  and  Con* 
iuU,  Qoestion,  Mr.  R.  U.  Paget ;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Maf  24, 1201 

The  New  French  Oeneral  Tang,  (^aestioo, 
Sir  R.  Atsheton  Croes  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cham- 
berlain Jum  2,  1862 
[See  title  FremM'\ 
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nrade  Comhtnaiians  (Food,  ^e.) 
Observations,  Mr.  Warton  Maty  IS,  474 

Tramways  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 

Bill  {lord  MonteofiU) 

I  Read  2»  •  Map  17  (No.  74) 

Committee  May  10,  783 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (So.  1) 

Bill       {Mr.  Jihley,  Mr,  Chamb4rlain) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»*  May  18  [Bill  1671 

Read2«*ifiiy24 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (Ko.  2) 

Bill       (iTr.  AihUy,  Mr,  Chamberlam) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  May  18  [Bill  168] 

Read  2<>  •ifaj^  84  ' 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  3) 

Bill       (Mr,  AihUy,  Mr.  Chambarlain) 

Ordered  ;  read  l*"*  May  18  [BUI  1691 

Read  2«  •  May  24 

Tr$aiy  of  Berlin 

Armenici,  Qaestioo,  Mr.  Brjce ;  Answer,  Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke  May  12.  275 
Bulgaria,    Questions,    Mr.    Labouohere,    Sir 

George  Campbell;    Answers,   Sir   Charles 

W.  Dilke  May  27, 1451 

Teeyblyait,  Mr.  O.  0.  (Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty),  JHawiei,  Sfo, 
Franoe  and  Tunis — Uarbour  of  Biierta,  17, 

810 
NaTj — Misoellaneons  Questions 

Court      Mariial     at     Sjdnej  —  H.M.S. 
'*  WoWerine  "—Case  of  Mr.  0.  P.  Stamp, 
1088 
H.M.S.  *'  Doterel/'  Destruction  of,  584 
Mediterranean  Fleet,  1807 
Rojal  Naral  Engineers,  815 
Troopship  **  Nemesis."  24,  1876 
Western    Islands   of    the    Paciflo  —  Solomon 
Islands — Murders  by  the  Natives^ Opera- 
tions of  U.M.S.  "  Emerald,"  1650 

TunU 

A/airg  of 

Postponement  of  Motion,  Earl  Do  La  Warr 
May  19, 783 ;  Question,  Earl  De  La  Warr ;  An- 
swer, Earl  Granville  May  20, 938;  Questions, 
The  Earl  of  Beotive,  Mr.  Montague  Guest ; 
Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  May  34, 
1206  ;  Observations,  Eai  1  De  La  Warr,  Loid 
Stanley  of  Alderley  ;  Reply,  Earl  Gran- 
▼ille  ;  Observations,  The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury May  27,  1440 

The  Capitulations,  Questions,  Sir  H.  Dmm- 
mond  Wolff;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Diike 
May  19,  806 

The  Cotwention  of  1875,  Question,  The  Earl 
of  Bective ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
3idy  36,  1325 

The  Papers,  Ex|.lanAtion,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke  May  19,  7<>9 

icont. 


JnUmaticnal  Enpapemnts,  QwirtioBS,  Mr.  Mat 
Iver,  Sir  11.  I>raromood  Wolff;  Answers,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Ma^  30.  950;  Moved, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  **  [Mr. 
Mae  Iver) ;  after  short  debate,  Queetioa  pat, 
and  negatived 

Search  of  British  Skips  in  Tmmsiait  WaUrs, 
Question,  Mr.  H.  R.  Brand ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  May  90, 1645 

Suppression  of  TeUyrams,  QoestioD,  Yiseeaal 
Folkestone ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W  Dflka 
May  81, 1779 

The  Enfida  Case,  Question,  Mr.  MootacM 
Guest  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dua 
MaylS,  405;  Question,  Mr.  Muray:  Aa- 
swer.  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  May  SO,  1659 

Suierainty  of  the  Porte,  QuesUoo,  Mr.  Mon- 
tague Guest ;  Answer,  Sir  Charlea  W.  Ddk* 
May  13. 406 

The  Part  of  Bisfria,  Question,  Mr.  Otway: 
Answer.  Mr.  Trevelyan  May  9,  17:  Qi 


tions,   Mr.  Bourke ;    Answers,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke,  Mr.  Trerelyan  May  19,  809 

[See  title  France  eufd  Ttmis] 
Turhoy 

MlSOlMiAWMOOB  QuBsnoM 

Death  of  the  laU  SuUan  Abdul  Atig — AUtysd 

Complieity  of  Midhat  Pasha,  QoeaUoa,  Mr. 

M^Coan;    Answer    5ir  Charles    W.  DBke 

May  19,  834 
Reported  Rising  in  Macedonia,  QosstJoa,  Mr. 

Summers ;   Answer,  Sir  Chariot  W.  Dilke 

May  19,  791 
The  Albanian  League,  Qoeetion,   Mr.    Sos- 

mers  ;    Answer,   Sir   Chariea    W.    IHUu 

May  9,  15 
The  Cajiure  of  Mr.  Suter  by  Brigands,  Qaea- 

tion.  Sir  George  Campbell :   Answer,  Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke  May  36,  1833 


Turkey  and  Groooo 

The  Greek  Frontier,  Qoettioo,  Mr.  SamnMCs  : 

Answer.  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Jkty  19. 197 
7%«  Convention,  Question,  The  Earl  of  Rose- 

bery  ;  Answer,  Earl  Granville  May  34,  1188 


Tylbb,  Sir  H.  W.,  Harwich 

Army  Organisation — Warrant  OAoers  of  the 

Royal  Engineers,  1661 
Life  Assurance  Companies  Act,  1870 — Ret«m» 

1063,  1663 
Post   Ufllce—Telegraph  Wires    (Metropolis), 

1661 


Vaoeination  Act 

Sees.  39.  31.  Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor; 
Answer,  Sir  William  llaroonrt  May  I7»  677 

See.  99— Remission  of  Finrs,  Quettiom  Mr. 
P.  A.  Taylor:  Answer,  Sir  WlUiam  lUr- 
court  May  31,  1775 

The  Magistracy,  Question,  Mr.  H.  Lee;  An- 
swer. Sir  William  Ilaroouri  May  38.  1005 

Vaccination  in  Workhouses,  Questions.  Mr, 
llopwood  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Dodson  May  13, 
364 

^OMIf* 
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Vaceinaiian  Aei—wmt. 

Vaeeins  Lffmph,  Qaeatioof,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith,  Mr-  ScUter-Booth  ;  Antwcrt, 
Mr.  Dodton  May  19,  791  ;  Qaettion,  Mr.  P. 
A.  Tnjlor;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodton  May  36, 
1S10 

Halifam  Fever  Eoepital,  Qoeation,  Hr.  Hop- 
wood  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson  May  30, 1641 

Ybbnet,  Sir  H.,  BuekinghMm 

Minister  of  Afrioolture  nnd  Commerce,  Res. 
473 

Veterinary  Surgeons  Bill  [Rt.] 

{The  Lord  Aberdare) 

I  Presented  ;  read  1»*  May  19  (No.  87) 

Read  9\  after  short  debate  May  31, 1762 

ViYiAK,  Mr.  H.  Hussej,  Glamorgamhire 
Edoeation   Department — Higher  Education 

(Wales),  10/^9 
England  and  Wales — Inclasion  of  Monmouth- 
shire, 798 

WmUm — Crown  Lands 
Motion   fur  a  Select  Committee,   Mr.  Pogh 
M€nf  24,  1262  [House  counted  out] 

Walpolb,    Bight   Hon.   Spencer    H., 

Cambridge  University 
British  Museum — Loan  of  Objects  of  Art  for 

Temporary  Exhibitions,  1863 
Natural  Historj  Museum,  South  Kensington, 

1203 

Waltcb,  Mr.  J.,  Berkshire 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  (3omm.  W.  1, 1962 

Wabtoh,  Mr.  0.  N.,  Bridport 
Alkali,  4o.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  cf.  13, 

1425 
Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  302 
Clerical  Disabilities  Act  Repeal,  2R.  241 
Colonial  Governors,  Appointment  of,  33 
Committees — (Ascension  Dajr) — ^Tbe  ''Count- 
Out  "  on  Tnesdaj,  1269 
Criminal   Law — Case   of  Charles   Frost  and 

Edward  Smith,  172 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  el,  3, 

1123;  ^9,  1139;  tf^  13, 1142,1143  ;  ci.  20, 

1165  :  cL  29,  1358;  el.  30,  1360;  el,  38, 

1364  ;  d,  39,  1366 ;  (>>nsid.  1463,  1464 
Free  Education  (Scotland),  2R.  768 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el    1,  1521,  1522  ; 

Amendt.  1734,  1735,  1811,  1913,  1914 
London  City  (raroobUl  Charities),  2K.  1302 
Member  for   Dungarvan — Explanation,   Res. 

1986 
Newspapers  (Law  of  Libel).  3R.  225  ;  Comm. 

el,    1,  505;  eL  3,  507,  509;   W.   6,  511  ; 

add,  el.  1981,1982 
Parluunent  —  Public  Business — Derby  Day, 

1789 
ParliamenUry  Oaths  (Mr.   Bmdiaugb),  284« 

426 
Peaoe    Preservation    (Ireland)    Act.    1881 — 

Arreeta  of  Rev.  Father  Shoehy  and  Others, 

{ecnt. 


Wabtoh,  Mr.  C.  N.— cotK. 

Post  Office— Postage  of  Newspapers  Abroad, 

20 
Projection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 

Act,  1881— Mr.  Dillon.  216 
Public  Health — Cement  Manufactures,  567 
Trade  Combinations  (Food,  Ac.)  474,  475,  476 

WasMngiany  Treaty  of--The  Fortune  Bay 

Fishery  Dispute 
Question,  Sir  Ilenry  Holland ;    Answer,    Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  June  2,  1859 

Watbrlow,  Sir  S.  H.,  Qravesend 
Alkali,  Ste.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  el,  9, 
Amendt.  1415;  cl.  10,  1416 

Water  Proviiional  Orders  Bill 

{Mr,  Aihleyf  Mr,  Chamberlain) 

e.  Read  2*  •  May  10  [Bill  146] 

Report*  May  25 

Considered  *  May  26 

Read  S^  *  May  27 
I,  Read  l^^  {Earl  Dalhoune)  May  SO  (No.  102) 

Watkik,  Sir.  E.  W.,  ffythe 
FUhing    Vessels'  Lights,    Report    of   Select 
Committee,  Res.  1837 

Watnby,  Mr.  J.,  Surrey,  E, 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  eL  15, 
1147  :  el  16.  Amendt.  1156,  1158 

Wavsnby,  Lord 

Army  Organixation— The  New  Uniforms,  933, 

936 
Valuation  of  Rateable  Property  (Ireland)— 

Qriffith's  Valuation,  1434 

WA  T8  AND  MEANS 

MlSOBLLA>BOt;S    QUBSTIOHB 

Inland  Revenue 

Beer  and  Spirit  lAeences  on  Railways,  Ques. 
tion,  Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence  :  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  May  19,811 

Cuetome  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill — SaU  of 
Liquors  in  Railway  Carriages,  Question, 
Sir  John  Kennaway  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone  May  23,  1082 

Drawback  on  Matt  Duty,  Questions,  Colonel 
Bame,  Sir  Qeorge  Campbell  ;  Answer*, 
Mr.  Gladstone  May  19,  823 ;  Question, 
Mr.  Earp  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  31, 
1781 

T%e  National  Debt — Interest  on  Consels,  Quae- 

tion,  Mr.  Dickson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  GUdstooe 

i/av  24.  1209 
The  Probate,  Legacy,  and  Suecestion  Duties, 

Observations.  Mr.  Alderman  W.  Lawrence ; 

Reply,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  23,  1113 

WAYS  AND  MEANS 

Considered  In  Committee  May  IS,  501 
RetolntioB  1.  Stamp   Duty  on   Transfers  of 
County  Stock  ;  2.  Stamp  Duty  on  Stock  Cer« 
tiOcatea  to  B9^r9r ;  3.  Duty  on  Licences  for 
BaU  ia  Railway  Carriages 


